COMHAIRLE CONTAE ATHA CLIATH THEAS

SOUTH  DUBLIN  COUNTY  COUNCIL

	Minutes of South Dublin County Council Meeting held on 12th February 2007


	PRESENT


	Councillors
	Councillors

	Ardagh, M.
	Lahart, J.

	Corr, M.
	Laing, S.

	Cullen, G.
	Maloney, E.

	Daly, J.
	McDermott, T.

	Daly, M.
	Murphy, M.

	Dowds, R.
	Neville, J.

	Gilligan, T.
	O’Conchúir, S.

	Gogarty, B.
	O’Connell, G.

	Hannon, J
	Ridge, T.

	Jones, C.
	Tuffy, E.

	Keane, C.
	Walsh, E.

	Keating, D.
	Warren, K.

	King, C.
	White, A.


OFFICIALS PRESENT

	County Manager
	 J. Horan

	Directors / Heads of Function
	T. Doherty, P. Smith, J. Walsh, M. Pyne, C. Henehan

	Senior Executive Officers
	G. Keogh, M. Judge, E. Cunningham, P. Murphy, J. Quinlivan, F. Nevin, B. Coman, M. O’Shaughnessy

	Senior Planner
	P. Hogan, M. Kenny

	Senior Engineer
	J. McLoughlin

	Senior Architect
	E. Conroy

	Senior Executive Planner
	P. Devlin

	Administrative Officer
	P. McNamara

	A/Administrative Officer
	U. Donnellan

	A/Senior Staff Officer
	T. Fallon

	A/ Assistant Staff Officer
	M. Dunne

	IT Support
	C. Whelan


(C/0032/07)  CONFIRMATION AND RE-AFFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

a) Minutes of Meeting of South Dublin County Council, 8th January 2007 which had been circulated, were submitted and APPROVED as a true record and signed.

(C/0033/07) TERENURE/RATHFARNHAM AREA COMMITTEE (1) - 9TH JANUARY 2007 DEALING WITH ROADS, PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT AND CORPORATE SERVICES
It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

(C/0034/07) TERENURE/RATHFARNHAM AREA COMMITTEE (2) - 9TH JANUARY  2007 DEALING WITH COMMUNITY, PARKS, ENVIRONMENT AND HOUSING
It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

(C/0035/07) TALLAGHT AREA COMMITTEE (1) - 15TH JANUARY 2007DEALING WITH ENVIRONMENT , PARKS, COMMUNITY (1 REPORT - GRANTS) AND HOUSING
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Application for Grants

Applications for grants under the Council’s Community Grants Scheme have been received from the organisations listed below.  Payment of these grants, in accordance with the conditions of the scheme, in the amounts set out hereunder, is recommended for approval.

	Ref:
	Group

	Type of Application


	Date of Application
	Amount



	GF 1508
	Tallaght Travellers Youth Service
	Equipment Grant
	23/11/06
	€3,000

	GF 1515
	Kiltalown House
	Adaptation of Existing Building
	02/01/07
	€50,000

	GF 1516
	Brookfield Creche
	Single Interest Grant
	02/01/07
	€50,000


Application for Grants (Arts Act 2003)

Applications for grants under the Council’s Arts Grants Scheme have been received from the organisations listed below.  Payment of these grants, in accordance with the conditions of the scheme, in the amounts set out hereunder, are recommended for approval.

	Ref:
	Group

	Type of Application


	Date of Application
	Amount

€

	AGF 559
	Tallaght Choral Society
	Grant towards a musical performance programme
	28/11/06
	€1,000


A contribution is being made to the following group

	Group
	Type of Application
	Amount



	Shane O Fearghail
	Contribution towards the cost of script development
	€1,000


It was proposed by Councillor K. Warren, seconded by Councillor E. Maloney and RESOLVED:

“That this Committee recommends that South Dublin County Council approve payment of the above grants as recommended in the foregoing report””
It was proposed by Councillor E. Maloney, seconded by Councillor K. Warren and RESOLVED:

“That the recommendations contained in the report of the South Dublin County Council Tallaght Area Committee (1) 15th January 2007 – Community Department be ADOPTED and APPROVED.

(C/0036/07) TALLAGHT  AREA  COMMITTEE (2) - 22ND JANUARY 2007DEALING WITH ROADS, PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT AND CORPORATE SERVICES
It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.
(C/0037/07) LUCAN/CLONDALKIN AREA COMMITTEE (1) - 16TH JANUARY 2007DEALING WITH DEVELOPMENT, PLANNING (1 REPORT - AFFORDABLE HOUSING), CORPORATE SERVICES  AND ROADS (1 REPORT – HGVS).

Planning Business:

Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Planning presented the report.
“Report of Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee (1) 16th January, 2007
The following Emergency Motion was proposed by Cllr. Billy Gogarty and seconded by Cllrs Derek Keating, Guss O’Connell and Eamon Tuffy and agreed


“That this Committee calls on the Manager to initiate discussions with representatives of relevant parties with a view to agreeing a land swap or preferably a number of land swaps for lands in Council ownership in exchange for the lands at St Emondsbury and Woodville currently in private ownership so that a modified Affordable Housing Scheme can go ahead to the benefit of those requiring accommodation at more suitable locations(s) in accordance with good planning while at the same time bringing another significant portion of the Liffey Valley into public ownership, thus preserving it for future generations and bringing the concept of a Liffey Valley Park much closer to reality”.

Managers’ Report 

It is not proposed to initiate discussions as envisaged in the motion.  Any lands owned by the Council zoned for housing purposes form part of the Council’s Housing Programme and are required to fulfill that Programme.

The only other lands available to the Council were acquired for open space or employment and enterprise purposes.”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors G. O’Connell, M. Daly, E. Maloney, J. Hannon, E. Tuffy and B. Gogarty.  Mr. T. Doherty responded to the Members’ queries and advised the Members that it would not be possible to comply with the terms of the motion passed at the area committee.
The report to the motion was NOTED. 

Roads Business:
Mr. J. McLoughlin, Senior Engineer presented the report.
“H.G.V. BAN – LUCAN VILLAGE

The 
following motion was presented to the Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee

Meeting of 16th January 2007 under the suspension of standing orders. 

“That this Committee calls on the Council to introduce a new regulation 

prohibiting Heavy Goods Vehicles, save for access, deliveries etc., from

using Lucan Village between the hours of 6.00am and 8pm, seven days

per week.”  

The motion was passed without debate with a number of members present 

abstaining from a vote.

Prior to the consideration of such a regulation a detailed analysis is required of 

existing travel flows supported by traffic counts and an origin and destination study.

The consequences of the imposition of such regulation including the resultant transfer

of such venicles to other routes and the ability of such routes to absorb the traffic 

needs to be examined.

Such studies have not been initiated.

It is strongly recommended that this motion be deferred pending a detailed study 

and report on it’s consequences if passed.”
It was AGREED to take Councillor B. Gogarty’s amendment to the motion at this point.
It was proposed by Councillor B. Gogarty, seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy:
“That this Council:
· Acknowledging the need to tackle the scourge of heavy goods vehicles using Lucan village as a rat run to cross the Liffey and avoid the M50;

· Acknowledging the good work already done in terms of new school safety measures in this area, but mindful of additional traffic threats to students in St. Mary’s GNS, St. Andrew’s NS and ST. Joseph’s College;

· Acknowledging the need to ensure that local businesses in Hills Industrial Estate, CPI and Mill Bank Industrial Estate are able to be serviced and thus continue providing local jobs;

· Acknowledging that there is no alternative route available to service local businesses from the southside;

· Acknowledging the reality that a blanket ban on HGVs from the hours of 6am to 8pm is totally unworkable and unenforceable;

Calls on the County Manager to initiate a pilot scheme preventing HGVs from crossing Lucan bridge or travelling past local schools on the Lucan Road and Chapel Hill from the hours of 8am to 10am and 2pm and 4pm inclusive;

And furthermore, if deemed practicable, calls on the Manager to immediately follow up on its recent general traffic count by carrying out a survey of all HGV movements crossing the Lucan bridge in a concentrated time segment, commencing with school hours, including measures to find out what proportion are local access only and what proportion are rat-running.”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors D. Keating, R. Dowds, B. Gogarty, T. Ridge, E. Tuffy, M. Daly, G. O’Connell, S. O’Connor, S. Laing, C. Keane and E. Maloney.  Mr. J. McLoughlin responded to the Members’ queries.

It was AGREED to defer the motion and the amendment to the motion and to bring a report to the Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee as early as possible.

(C/0038/07) LUCAN/CLONDALKIN AREA COMMITTEE (2) - 23RD JANUARY 2007 DEALING WITH ENVIRONMENT, PARKS, COMMUNITY (1 REPORT – GRANTS) AND HOUSING
The report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Application for Grants

Application for a grant under the Council’s Community Grants Scheme has been received from the organisation listed below. Payment of this grant to this organisation, in accordance with the conditions of the scheme, in the amount set out hereunder, is recommended for approval:-

	Ref:
	Group

	Type of Application


	Date of Application


	Amount



	GF 1491
	Elaine Kavanagh School of Irish Dancing
	Countywide Community Activity Event with a Countywide Interest
	03/10/06
	€1,500


Application for Grants (Arts Act 2003)

Application for a grant under the Council’s Arts Grants Scheme has been received from the organisation listed below.  Payment of the following grant to this organisation, in accordance with the conditions of the scheme, in the amount set out hereunder, is recommended for approval:-

	Ref:
	Group

	Type of Application


	Date of Application
	Amount

€

	AGF 558
	Lucan Community College
	Grant towards arts workshops
	9/11/06
	€700


A contribution is being made to the following group:-

	Group

	Type of Application


	Amount



	Clondalkin Camera Club
	Contribution towards the launch of  annual exhibition
	€500


It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds, and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge and RESOLVED:

“That this Committee recommends that South Dublin County Council approve payment of the above grants as recommended in the foregoing report”
It was proposed by Councillor E. Maloney, seconded by Councillor  R. Dowds and RESOLVED:

“That the recommendations contained in the report of the South Dublin County Council Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee (2) 23rd January 2007 – Community Department be ADOPTED and APPROVED.

(C/0039/07) JOINT MEETING OF TALLAGHT AND LUCAN/CLONDALKIN AREA COMMITTEES - 29TH JANUARY 2007
This item is being dealt with under Headed Item 12 at today’s meeting.

(C/0040/07)
STANDING COMMITTEES - ORGANISATION, PROCEDURE AND FINANCE COMMITTEE 18TH JANUARY 2007

a) Calendar of Meeting Dates

Mr. G. Keogh, Senior Executive Officer presented the report.

“DRAFT CALENDAR OF MEETING DATES

5th March – 27th April 2007
	DATE
	MEETING/FUNCTION
	STARTING TIME
	CLOSING DATE FOR RECEIPT OF BUSINESS

	Mon. 5th March
	
	
	

	Tues. 6th March
	Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Committee (1)

Roads, Planning, Development & Corporate Services
	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	21/02/07

Business to SEO Roads & Traffic Department

*(For planning files see below) 

	Wed. 7th March
	
	
	

	Thurs. 8th March
	
	
	

	Fri. 9th March
	
	 
	


*Planning file requests to be received by 28/02/07

	DATE
	MEETING/FUNCTION
	STARTING TIME
	CLOSING DATE FOR RECEIPT OF BUSINESS

	Mon 12th March

	Corporate Policy Group

County Council Meeting
	12.30 p.m.–2.00 p.m.

3.30 p.m. – 6.30 p.m.
	27/02/07

Business to SEO Corporate Services

	Tues. 13th March
	Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Committee (2)

Community, Parks, Environment & Housing
	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	28/02/07

Business to SEO Roads & Traffic Department

	Wed. 14th March
	
	
	

	Thurs. 15th March
	
	
	

	Fri. 16th March
	
	
	


	DATE
	MEETING/FUNCTION
	STARTING TIME
	CLOSING DATE FOR RECEIPT OF BUSINESS

	Mon. 19th March
	Bank Holiday


	
	

	Tues. 20th March


	Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee (1)

Development, Planning, Corporate Services & Roads 
	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	06/03/07

Business to SEO Planning Department

*(For planning files see below)


	Wed. 21st March
	 Tallaght Area Committee (1)

Environment, Parks, Community & Housing


	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.


	07/03/07

Business to SEO Housing Department

	Thurs. 22nd March
	Traffic Management Meeting

Organisation, Procedure and Finance Committee (in committee)


	1.15 p.m. – 3.30 p.m.

3.30 p.m. – 6.00 p.m.
	08/03/07

Business to SEO Corporate Services

	Fri. 23rd March
	
	
	


*Planning file requests to be received by 14/03/07

	DATE
	MEETING/FUNCTION
	STARTING TIME
	CLOSING DATE FOR RECEIPT OF BUSINESS

	Mon. 26th March
	Tallaght Area Committee (2)

Roads, Planning, Development & Corporate Services


	3.30 p.m. –5.30 p.m.
	12/03/07

Business to SEO Housing Department

*(For planning files see below)

	Tues. 27th March
	Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee (2)

Environment, Parks, Community & Housing
	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	13/03/07

Business to SEO Planning Department

	Wed. 28th March
	Deputations


	2.00 p.m. – 6.00 p.m.
	

	Thurs. 29th March
	
	
	

	Fri. 30th March
	
	
	


*Planning file requests to be received by 20/03/07
	DATE
	MEETING/FUNCTION
	STARTING TIME
	CLOSING DATE FOR RECEIPT OF BUSINESS

	Mon. 2nd April
	
	
	

	Tues. 3rd April
	Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Committee (1)

Roads, Planning, Development & Corporate Services
	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	21/03/07

Business to SEO Roads & Traffic Department

*(For planning files see below)


	Wed. 4th April
	
	
	

	Thurs. 5th April
	
	
	

	Fri. 6th April
	Good Friday
	
	


*Planning file requests to be received by 28/03/07

	DATE
	MEETING/FUNCTION
	STARTING TIME
	CLOSING DATE FOR RECEIPT OF BUSINESS

	Mon. 9th April
	Easter Monday - Bank Holiday
	
	

	Tues. 10th April
	Corporate Policy Group

County Council Meeting
	12.30 p.m.–2.00 p.m.

3.30 p.m. – 6.30 p.m.
	26/03/07

Business to SEO Corporate Services

	Wed. 11th April
	Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Committee (2)

Community, Parks, Environment & Housing
	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	27/03/07

Business to SEO Roads & Traffic Department

	Thurs. 12th April
	
	
	

	Fri. 13th April
	
	
	


	DATE
	MEETING/FUNCTION
	STARTING TIME
	CLOSING DATE FOR RECEIPT OF BUSINESS

	Mon. 16th April
	Tallaght Area Committee (1)

Environment, Parks, Community & Housing
	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	30/03/07

Business to SEO Housing Department

	Tues. 17th April
	Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee (1)

Development, Planning, Corporate Services & Roads
	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	02/04/07

Business to SEO Planning Department

*(For planning files see below)

	Wed.  18th April
	
	
	

	Thurs. 19th April
	
	
	

	Fri. 20th April
	
	
	


*Planning file requests to be received by 11/04/07

	DATE
	MEETING/FUNCTION
	STARTING TIME
	CLOSING DATE FOR RECEIPT OF BUSINESS

	Mon. 23rd April
	Tallaght Area Committee (2)

Roads, Planning, Development & Corporate Services


	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	10/04/07

Business to SEO Housing Department

*(For planning files see below)

	Tues. 24th April
	Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee (2)

Environment, Parks, Community & Housing
	3.30 p.m. – 5.30 p.m.
	11/04/07

Business to SEO Planning Department

	Wed.  25th April
	Deputations
	2.00 p.m. – 6.00 p.m.
	

	Thurs. 26th April
	
	
	

	Fri. 27th April
	
	
	


*Planning file requests to be received by 17/04/06 

At the Organisation, Procedure and Finance Committee Meeting of 18th January 2007 it was agreed that the Tallaght Area Committee Meeting (1) scheduled for 20th March 2007 would now take place on 21st March, and the Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee Meeting (1) scheduled for 21st March 2007 would now take place on 20th March.  The above calendar reflects these changes.

In relation to the current Calendar of Meeting Dates, it was Agreed that the Arts, Culture, Gaeilge, Education and Libraries SPC scheduled for 1st March 2007 would now take place on 19th February following the Tallaght Area Committee meeting.”

Mr. Keogh informed the Members that the Transportation Strategic Policy Committee Meeting originally scheduled for 8th February 2007 would now take place on 22nd February.  The Sports, Recreation, Community Development Strategic Policy Committee originally scheduled for 14th February 2007 would now take place on 1st March 2007.
The Calendar was APPROVED.

(C/0041/07) 
STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEES

It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.

(C/0042/07) 
REPORTS REQUESTED BY AREA COMMITTEES

It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.

(C/0043/07)
QUESTIONS
It was proposed by Councillor E. Maloney, seconded by Councillor S. Laing     and RESOLVED:

“That pursuant to Standing Order No. 13 Questions numbered Q1 to Q12 be ADOPTED and APPROVED.” 
(C/0044/07)
RATES FOR COMMUNITY HALLS AND SCOUT HALLS



QUESTION: Councillor R. Dowds   

To ask the Manager to make a statement on the question of rates for community halls and scout halls and, if rates are going to be charged, how are they going to be calculated? 

REPLY:
Section 15(2) of The Valuation Act, 2001 provides that relevant property included in Schedule 4 shall not be rateable. This includes “Any building or part of a building used exclusively as a community hall”

Section 3 of The Valuation Act, 2001 defines community hall as

 “a hall or a similar building, other than the premises of a club for the time being registered under the Registration of Clubs (Ireland) Act, 1904, which —
(a) is not used primarily for profit or gain, and
(b) is occupied by a person who ordinarily uses it, or ordinarily permits it to be used, for purposes which—
(i) involve participation by inhabitants of the locality generally, and
(ii) are recreational or otherwise of a social nature.
 

Applications for 'Community Hall' status should be made to the Valuation Office.  The contact details for this office are:

	Irish Life Centre, Abbey Street Lower, Dublin 1 
Tel: +353-1 817 1000 
Fax: +353-1 817 1180 
E-mail: info@valoff.ie   or at  www.valoff.ie 


All Scout Halls come within the legal definition of Community Hall.

There are no rates payable on either Community Halls or Scout Halls.

There are no proposals to amend the Valuation Acts with regard to the rateability of Community Halls.
(C/0045/07) PROCEDURE FOR CPO

QUESTION: Councillor R. Dowds   

To ask the Manager to outline procedure to follow to impose a Compulsory Purchase Order to acquire a primary school site? 

REPLY:
The provision of sites for school buildings is essentially a matter for the Department of Education and Science. The Council has always been, and will continue to be, willing to consider requests to dispose of lands already in its ownership to the Department for the provision of school buildings. 

Members will be aware that this issue has been discussed on a number of occasions at Area Committee and full Council. A brief in this regard was given to Council at the March 2006 meeting. The CPO procedure is set out in Housing Act 1966 (Third Schedule), as amended.

As stated in the report above CPO procedure is a complex legal procedure with many legal precedents & case law surrounding it. However, the steps are set out below in a very outline & basic manner.

1. Establish public need for site.

2. Establish suitability of selected site.

3. Approach landowner in order to acquire by agreement.

4. If agreement not possible establish legal authority to acquire site by CPO. (Available resources is also a consideration)

5. Make CPO.

6. CPO public procedure.

7. Non/Approval by An Bord Pleanala.

8. If approved serve appropriate notice(s) : of confirmation, notice to treat, notice of intention to enter, etc.

9. Take possession of site/pay compensation.

Please note that the above is a very basic outline. In relation to schools, steps 1 to 4 are a matter for the Department of Education.
(C/0046/07) 
SCHEME OF LETTING PRIORITIES

QUESTION: Councillor R. Dowds   

To ask the Manager can single men living at home go on the County Council housing list and, if not, why not? 

REPLY:
Any person that applies for Housing will have their need assessed in line with the Council's Scheme of Letting Priorities. Any applicant that satisfies the criteria set out therein will be included on the Council's Housing List. Applications are assessed on a case by case basis and inclusion depends on the particular circumstances of the applicant.

The Council maintains a stock of one bedroom units of accommodation, these units are allocated to single adults with no dependants and couples with no dependants. Single males and females who have been deemed as in need of social housing and included on the Council's Housing List are offered suitable housing in line with their position on the list, in accordance with the Council's Scheme of Letting Priorities. 

(C/0047/07)  SCHEME OF LETTING PRIORITIES

QUESTION: Councillor R. Dowds   
To ask the Manager to outline policy with regard to the housing of single males in need of social housing? 

REPLY:
Any person that applies for Housing will have their need assessed in line with the Council's Scheme of Letting Priorities. Any applicant that satisfies the criteria set out therein will be included on the Council's Housing List. Applications are assessed on a case by case basis and inclusion depends on the particular circumstances of the applicant.

The Council maintains a stock of one bedroom units of accommodation, these units are allocated to single adults with no dependants and couples with no dependants. Single males and females who have been deemed as in need of social housing and included on the Council's Housing List are offered suitable housing in line with their position on the list, in accordance with the Council's Scheme of Letting Priorities.   
(C/0048/07) 
GRAFFITI

QUESTION: Councillor D. Keating   

To ask the Manager for a full report on the works of the Council's Graffiti Removal Crew. In the Manager's opinion, is progress being maintained with the work increasing demands and if not what additional resources will be provided to ensure that this is corrected. It is very clear that the most effective way of dealing with this growing problem is to treat damaged and desecrated areas as quickly as possible. What specific works have been carried out in the last six months and what additional assistance is being offered to areas where walls, although part of boundary areas, are also bordering public areas?

REPLY:

In 2006, the Council took the initiative of introducing on a pilot basis, a team who are assigned to removal of graffiti throughout the county.  In the Budget for 2007, an additional provision of €210,000 was made to support this new resource, in recognition of the graffiti problem.  Set out hereunder are the areas where work has been done by the graffiti crew in recent months and the dates completed for each area treated.
     

	Tallaght  Area                        
	Date Completed  

	Entrance to Oldcourt Avenue  
	20/6/06   

	Tootenhill Estate     
	20/6/06  

	Jobstown Wall 
	23/6/06  

	Kiltalown House  
	29/9/06  

	Kingswood Castle Park 
	25/10/06  

	Firhouse Road
	29/11/06 

	Carriglea/ Carrigwood
	1/12/06  

	Ballycullen Drive 
	13/12/06  

	Kiltalown at Walkway to Kiltalown house 
	13/12/06  

	The Rise, Kingswood Heights 
	20/12/2006 

	The Park, Kingswood Heights 
	20/12/2006 

	The Avenue, Kingswood Heights 
	20/12/2006 

	The Park, Kingswood Heights 
	2/1/2007 

	Garrynisk Road 
	5/1/2007 


  

	Terenure/ Rathfarnham Area 
	Date Completed  

	Templeville Park 
	23/5/2006 

	Hillside Park 
	8/6/2006 

	Grange Road 
	15/6/2006 

	Templeroan Roundabout 
	19/6/2006 

	Willsbrook House 
	12/7/2006 

	Elkwood Football Pitches 
	12/7/2006 

	Willbrook Estate 
	12/7/2006 

	Washington Lane 
	14/7/2006  

	Moyville Estate 
	17/7/2006  

	Glenlyon Estate 
	26/7/2006  

	Ballyroan Crescent
	8/8/2006  

	Ballyroan Crescent Park 
	8/8/2006 

	Templeville Drive
	9/8/2006 

	Laneway at Brookvale Close 
	9/10/2006  

	Pine Grove 
	27/11/06  

	Oldbridge Road  / Butterfield Avenue 
	22/11/2006 

	Walls to the side of 40B Dargle Wood 
	12/12/2006  

	Lampost and Litter bin in front of  31 Wellington Lane
	13/12/2006 

	Beaufort Court 
	18/12/2006  

	Beaufort Downs 
	18/12/2006  

	Laneway off Ballyroan Road
	2/1/2007 

	Wall on open space in front of Orchard Drive off Anne Devlin Rd  
	4/1/2007  

	Templeogue Village  
	5/1/2007  

	Knocklyon Avenue  
	5/1/2007  

	Wall at Grange Road 
	8/1/2007  

	Wall at Edmondstown Green 
	17/1/2007  

	Glenmore Court  
	23/1/2007  


 

	 Lucan/ Clondalkin Area 
	 Date Completed  

	Ballyowen Lane 
	16/6/2006 

	Lucan Community Centre  
	19/7/2006 

	Castle Park 
	25/10/2006 

	Kilmahuddrick Crescent 
	6/11/2006 

	Woodford Hill – rear of bus stop backing onto Woodford Court
	6/11/206  

	Woodford Walk 
	6/11/2006  

	opposite 26/27 Woodford View 
	6/11/2006  

	Beside Kilcronan Estate 
	7/11/2006 

	Grand Canal Way 
	7/11/2006  

	Kilmahuddrick Close 
	7/11/2006 

	Old Nangor Road
	8/11/2006  

	Old Nangor Road 
	8/11/2006  

	Dunawley Estate 
	10/11/2006  

	Entrance to Hillcrest Estate 
	21/11/2006 

	Griffeen Road 
	21/11/2006 

	Entrance pillars to Esker Cemetary 
	21/11/2006  

	Ballyowen Avenue / Drive/ Grove 
	4/12/2006  

	Fforster Estate 
	4/12/2006  

	Both sides of laneway behind Kennelsfort Road Upper and N4 
	11/12/2006  

	Footbridge at the end of Esker Lane 
	4/1/2007  

	Willsbrook Place (walls bordering the green space) 
	10/1/2007  

	Willsbrook Park 
	12/1/2007  


There is currently a large list of locations awaiting treatment – approximately 122 countywide (that the Council is aware of) and new sites are being added every day.  When a complaint of graffiti is received, it is assessed for the extent of the task and where responsibility lies for its removal.     

Private walls are the responsibility of the owner concerned and each owner is being informed accordingly as sites are being investigated. In relation to walls which form the boundary between public open space and private property, the Council will usually, subject to prior inspection by the Litter Warden, paint over graffiti at such locations. 

Further measures.    

· Surfaces such as stone and brick are generally not suitable for painting over. In such instances the Council engages the services of a specialist contractor to carry out sandblasting work to remove the graffiti.     

 

· Residents Associations whose members are willing to paint over graffiti in the local areas, may avail of paint given free of charge by the Council, where requested.  In these instances, contact should be made with the Litter Warden to obtain assistance.    

 

· The Council is in regular contact with public utility companies such as the ESB, Eircom and NTL requesting them to carry out their obligations in removing graffiti from their property.   

 

· Several businesses have been issued with notices under the Litter Pollution Act to remove graffiti from their properties at various locations in the County.    

 

· The Council has assigned a Litter Warden to deal specifically with the graffiti problem.  She liaises with the Gardai on an ongoing basis and this will continue.  It will be appreciated however that unless offenders are ‘caught in the act’ or other suitable evidence is available, a prosecution cannot be taken under the Litter Act.    

 

· An Assistant Environmental Awareness Officer has recently taken up duty with the Council.  She will support the Environmental Awareness Officer in her programme of environmental awareness work with schools and local organisations.     

Provision has been made in the 2007 Budget to cover the programme of work of the graffiti crew and the other measures as outlined above. 

(C/0049/07) ROAD SAFETY IN VICINITY OF SCHOOLS



QUESTION: Councillor D. Keating   

To ask the Manager to report on the agreed and drawn up programmes of works to improve safety conditions on our roads in the vicinity of our county's schools, on an area by area basis, and when are these works scheduled to be completed in each area. To thank the Manager for engaging in the consultation process that I requested at the Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee Meeting of 17th January 2006, with these local schools on the matter of School Safety measures required?
REPLY:
Pilot Scheme locations inclusive of preliminary surveys were reported on and approved by the Area Committees by July 2006 on the basis of two schools or clusters of schools in each Electoral Area. Selected schools are listed hereunder:  

1. Lucan/Clondalkin Area: Scoil Mhuire, St. Josephs, St. Marys & St. Andrews (Lucan cluster); and Scoil Bride, Scoil Ide, Scoil Áine, Scoil Mhuire & St. Josephs (Clondalkin cluster)            

2. Terenure/Rathfarnham Area: Scoil an Spiorad Naomh (Ballyboden); and Bishop Galvin & Bishop Shanahan National Schools (Templeogue)

 3. Tallaght Area:  Holy Rosary National School & Firhouse Community College (Firhouse/Ballycragh); and Cnoc Mhuire Senior & Junior & Scoil Chaitlin Maude (Knockroe)     

 

Detailed survey and consultation work got underway after schools re-opened in September 2006.  The cluster of 4 schools at Chapel Hill, Lucan, was selected as the first Pilot project for implementation, given the proximity of the schools to each other and the suitability of the location for the introduction of a special 30 km/h speed limit zone. Special Speed Limit Bye-Law process began in December ’06 and  physical works commenced on site in early January 2007. Assuming Bye-law approval, this pilot scheme is expected to be operational at the beginning of April ’07.  In the Tallaght area, meetings have been held with Firhouse Community/Ballycragh Schools to agree details of the works to be undertaken, and further surveys are presently being carried out. Meetings have also been held with schools in the Terenure/Rathfarnham Area, and some works have been carried out. It is anticipated that all work on the selected pilot schemes will be completed in the current year. Related signing & lining works are being processed through the Area Traffic Management Meetings.
(C/0050/07) DELIVERY OF NEW GREEN BINS

QUESTION: Councillor C. King
To ask the Manager to report on the huge delays being experienced by residents in terms of the delivery of new green bins by Oxygen and to state what efforts are being made to ensure residents aren't waiting up to a year for their green bins which obviously inhibits their recycling capability?

REPLY:
The Council has been in contact with Oxigen Environmental Ltd., the contractor for the green bin recyclable service, regarding the recent delay in the delivery of green bins.  There are currently 150 households in the county awaiting either replacement green wheelbins or new green wheelbins.   

 

Oxigen has recently informed the Council that their stocks of green bins has been replenished and have undertaken to have those households which are awaiting green wheelbins supplied with their bins within the next 2 to 3 weeks. 

(C/0051/07) BOUNDARY WALLS

QUESTION: Councillor C. King   

To ask the Manager to state the Council's position in relation to the responsibility of tenants for the boundary walls of their rented council properties, as tenants can not insure these walls against damage as these walls are in the ownership of the Council and therefore would have to endure large expenses to ensure the walls are fixed or maintained in the event of a collapse? 

REPLY:
Boundary walls are the responsibility of tenants. Tenancy Agreement ( Section 15 ) states as follows :   ' The tenant will be responsible for the proper maintenance or replacement of all boundaries to the house / garden including walls , fences or hedges / ditches forming part of the boundary of the house and garden '
Depending upon the situation Housing Department ( Maintenance , Estate Management and Allocations Support Sections ) may if it considers it appropriate and bearing in mind the particular circumstances of individual cases decide to repair or replace all or part of a boundary wall or walls.
However each case as it arises will be considered on its individual merits, and included in the circumstances where the Housing Department may consider it appropriate to exercise its discretion to carry our repairs or replacement of boundary walls are instances where the damage arises from third party vandalism ( reported to and confirmed by the Gardai ) or from weather / storm related incidents.
It is important to note that while the Housing Department may exercise discretion in carrying our repairs or replacement of boundary walls , the primary responsibility for their upkeep , repair and maintenance will continue to lie with the tenant and the Housing Department does not propose to change or remove this responsibility.
Housing Department is currently engaged in a comprehensive review of its Tenancy Agreement but it is not envisaged that responsibility for boundary walls will be changed from the present position save for the exercise of discretion in exceptional circumstances.
(C/0052/07) BARCELONA DECLARATION

QUESTION: Councillor E. Maloney   

To ask the Manager to give a detailed report on the work of the authority in implementing the provisions of the Barcelona Declaration in the period since its formal adoption by this authority.  This report should include:

- Details on the consultation if any with persons with a disability and disability organisations in implementing the declaration the range of measures proposed and developed

- the budget associated with these measures and the extent to which the annual funding from the National Disability Strategy has been utilised.

- the progress made to date on implementation of the Barcelona Declaration?

REPLY:

South Dublin County Council adopted the Barcelona Declaration in June 2002 and has been actively implementing this Declaration over the past five years. 

In April 2005 a Cross Departmental Barcelona Declaration Implementation Team was established and a website was created. The key purpose of this Team was to develop a Barcelona Declaration Implementation Plan. A consultation process was engaged in with disabled people and their representative organisations. In July 2005, a half day seminar was held in County Hall as part of this process, and a report of that event is available from the Council’s Disability Liaison / Access Officer.

A key strand of the National Disability Strategy is the enactment of legislation enshrining the rights of disabled people into law. The Disability Act was enacted in 2005 and Part Three of the Act is particularly relevant to the work of local authorities.

The enactment of the Disability Act 2005 put the rights of disabled people firmly on a legislative footing and meeting our obligations under the Act has been our key focus since 2005. This does not however weaken our commitment to the Declaration, in fact it enhances it because all actions taken under the legislation uphold our commitments to the Declaration, with the added advantage that we can access significant capital and current funding in order to carry out these actions.

Under Part Three of the Act and indeed the DoEHLG’s Sectoral Plan, all local authorities must produce Implementation Plans setting out how they will meet their obligations and responsibilities under the legislation. The development of these Plans must be completed by the end of July 2007. Therefore rather than producing two separate Implementation Plans for the Barcelona Declaration and the Disability Act 2005, the Council will produce one comprehensive Plan that clearly states its’ commitment to both. The report of the consultation held in July 2005 will feed into the development of this Plan.

It is envisaged that the Cross Departmental Barcelona Declaration Implementation Team that was originally established in 2005 will be refreshed and will support the development of the Implementation Plan. The South Dublin County Council Barcelona Declaration webpages (http://barcelonadeclaration.southdublin.ie), will also shortly be redesigned and refocussed to reflect Councils activities under the Disability Act 2005 and Barcelona Declaration.

Under the National Disability Strategy, each year in the period 2005-2009 inclusive local authorities have the opportunity to obtain funding for actions aimed at improving access for disabled people to our buildings and services. This funding is provided to local authorities in addition to funding for ongoing local authority mainstream works programmes and is intended to complement existing funding streams. 

Over the past 2 years South Dublin County Council has been allocated  €1,010,000. This funding was for capital and current works. Under this funding programme Capital expenditure must be used to address the priority needs of disabled people, by providing and improving accessibility to public buildings, roads and pavements, parks, amenities, heritage sites and other public areas. Current expenditure must be used to manage the local authority implementation programme, to undertake accessibility audits, to provide disability related training, to adapt information systems and to provide equipment for disabled people etc.
South Dublin County Council achievements under both the Barcelona Declaration, and the National Disability Strategy include:

In June 2006 the Council appointed a full time dedicated Disability Liaison / Access Officer, based in the Corporate Services Department, to support the Council with implementation of the Disability Act 2005; co-ordinate the Council’s National Disability Strategy actions; and ensure equality of opportunity and outcome for disabled people who access the Councils facilities and services.

Since 2005, eleven access audits have been carried out on public buildings owned by the Council. Many issues highlighted in these audits have been addressed and as a result of this work physical access in County Hall, Clondalkin Civic Offices, Kiltalown House and throughout our library network has been significantly improved. Further work will be carried out in 2007 and beyond to continue addressing the issues raised in these and additional audits.

Access Improvements to date include:
· Automation of key public entrance doors in County Hall, Clondalkin Civic Offices, Kiltalown House and a number of libraries;

· Installation of ramps at Clondalkin Civic Offices, Clondalkin and Whitechurch libraries and Kiltalown House

· Installation of visual fire alerts and emergency pull cord alarms in all accessible toilets in County Hall, Clondalkin Civic Offices, and the other aforementioned sites where access works have been carried out;

· Braille and tactile signage installed in Kiltalown House, throughout the library network and in County Hall (will be installed before the end of February);

· Accessible toilet facilities upgraded in all aforementioned sites where access works have been carried out;

· Customer Care Centre in County Hall also has two low level counters to facilitate wheelchair access and a Brailling machine is available on site;

· Drop down writing counters have been added to the Departmental reception desks in County Hall (i.e. Human Resources, Community Services, Roads, Law/IT);

· It can be quite difficult to address access in listed buildings and so we are particularly proud of what the Council has achieved in Whitechurch Library in Rathfarnham and Kiltalown House in Tallaght. In these buildings we have:

· made the front and rear entrances fully accessible (we will only make a primary entrance/exit accessible if there is, or if we can make, a secondary exit also accessible. This is to enable escape in the event of fire blocking the primary entrance/exit);

· upgraded the accessible toilet facilities; and

· designated accessible parking for disabled drivers/passengers.

· In Kiltalown House we had the added difficulty of navigating a split level ground floor that due to conservation issues could not be physically altered in any way. To resolve this issue we bought an S-Max (motorised stair climbing/descending aid which attaches with minimum effort to any manual wheelchair) so that the entire split level ground floor could be made wheelchair accessible;

· The Architectural Services Department has strongly embraced the principles of both lifetime design and visitable housing.  One example of this is that the Traveller Day Houses have been designed to be wheelchair accessible. Also stairwells in all new builds are designed so that they could accommodate a stair lift in the future if one should be needed;

· Created two accessible parking spaces for disabled driver/passengers on Floraville Avenue in Clondalkin. These spaces will facilitate disabled people visiting Clondalkin Library.

In 2006 a significant number of additional path dishings throughout the County were also achieved. 

Technology Improvements to date include:
· Increased assistive technology and publications in alternative formats in our libraries;

· Loop systems have been installed at all customer service points throughout County Hall and the Clondalkin Civic Offices. Loop systems are also available in all of our libraries;

· Various forms of assistive technology and audio books for people with visual impairments are available throughout the library network. The Council is presently using JAWS in its County Library, Kurtzweil text reading software is available in our full-time libraries and BROWSEALOUD screen reading software is downloadable from the Council website;

· Accessible electronic information kiosks are available in County Hall and the Clondalkin Civic Offices.

Customer Service Improvements to date include:
· Disability related training such as Access Auditing (Course delivered and accredited by the University of Ulster) and Disability Awareness has been organised for Council staff; 
· The Council has the capacity to provide documents in Braille in County Hall and can provide electronic documents on request;

· Sanitary dispensers, appropriate bins for the disposal of used colostomy bags and sharps bins are provided in the accessible toilet facilities throughout County Hall and the Clondalkin Civic Offices;

· The IT Department are currently working to ensure that the Council websites are compliant with the Web Accessibility Initiatives Web Content Accessibility (WAI WCAG) Guideline 1.0;

· Sign language interpreters are hired to enable communication if a deaf customer has an appointment with the Council, if the deaf person indicates in advance that they require such facilitation;

· The Councils’ Tenancy Agreement, Disabled Persons Housing Adaptation Grants Scheme and Essential Repairs Grants Scheme documents have been plain language proofed to facilitate people with literacy or learning difficulties;

NDS 2007

This year the DoEHLG has provided €15m comprised of €10m capital funding and €5m current funding for Local Authorities. South Dublin County Council’s 2007 funding proposal was recently submitted and allocations will be announced by the Minister before April 2007. Actions contained in the Councils 2007 proposal include a significant programme of access auditing throughout the County, access works to a number of community facilities, a large programme of access improvements to the Parks network across the County etc.

For further information: Selina Bonnie MA, Disability Liaison / Access Officer, Corporate Services Department. Tel: 4149080 Mobile: 087 2708918 Email: sbonnie@sdublincoco.ie
(C/0053/07) INSULATION PROGRAMME FOR HOUSING STOCK

QUESTION: Councillor K. Warren   

To ask the Manager to give an update on the current insulation programme by South Dublin County Council to install proper insulation in all houses by a specific date, if he could give a breakdown of the number of houses that are expected to receive this new standard and what number are likely to be insulated to the new standard after 2007, and if he will make a statement on the matter? 

REPLY:
South Dublin County Council are committed to the objective of bringing all of our housing stock to a common quality standard in the next 3 years. This will be achieved through accelerated programmes of installation of gas fired central heating; external wall & attic insulation; window replacement / upgrading; mains smoke alarm installation and a series of Refurbishment programmes.   

External cavity wall and attic insulation works have a significant impact on the energy efficiency of our housing stock. The current programme of insulation works has resulted in  tenants saving money on their heating bills, their homes are warmer and more comfortable and the programme contributes to reducing climate change.  There has been a very positive response from our tenants to date where the works have been completed, as the benefits are felt immediately. 

Up to half of the heat loss from a house occurs through the walls and this loss is greatly reduced by insulation works. Many houses built before 1990 have no insulation, as the requirement to have wall insulation was not introduced until the 1991 Building Regulations came into effect. In addition attic insulation prevents heat loss from the home of up to 30-35% and can result in savings of up to 20% on tenants annual home heating bills. Under the Councils Energy Action Programme a total of 2,161 houses had attic insulation works completed prior to 2004. Where necessary, attics insulated under the Energy Action programme are upgraded again under the Cavity Wall & Attic Insulation Programme to comply with current building regulations which were amended in 2006. 

In August 2005 funding approval was received from the Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government for a programme of wall and attic insulation works to a total of 670 houses. The Council appointed two contractors to carry out these works in four estates: Killinarden, Drumcairn and Kilcarrig estates in Tallaght and St. Marks Estate in Clondalkin. The Programme will continue to be rolled out to the remaining estates requiring insulation works. The table below lists the estates currently included in the cavity wall and attic insulation programme:    
	 Summary of Cavity Wall & Attic Insulation Programme 

 

 

	Estate 

 

 
	No of houses 

 

 
	Progress 

 

 

	St. Mark’s Estate 

  
	220 

  
	Completed May 2006 

  

	Kilcarrig Estate 

  
	101 

  
	Completed Nov 2006 

  

	Killinarden Estate 

  
	197 

  
	Completed May 2006 

  

	Drumcairn Estate 

  
	160 

  
	Completed Nov 2006 

  

	Neilstown Estate 

  
	108 

  
	Commenced December 2006 

  

	Knockmore Estate 

  
	147 

  
	Commenced December 2006 

 

	Rowlagh Estate 

  
	137 

  
	To commence Spring 2007 

  

	Donomore Estate 

  
	279 

  
	To commence late 2007 

  

	Liscarne Estate 

  
	39 

  
	To commence late 2007 

  

	Glenshane Estate 

  
	197 

  
	To commence late 2007 

  

	Harelawn 

  
	155 

  
	To commence late 2007 

  

	Total 

  
	1,740 

  
	 

  


  

Approximately 300 houses were built prior to 1975 which are unsuitable for  cavity wall insulation as most are of solid wall construction. A housing stock survey will be carried out on the pre-1975 housing stock this year which will recommend the most suitable means of insulation. Approximately 5,800 houses in South Dublin County Council’s housing stock were built between the years of 1975 and 1990.  Of these approximately 600 houses have been refurbished to date, with a further 200 houses to be refurbished in the next phase of works. 

It is anticipated that the remaining 3,200 houses will be completed under the Insulation Programme in 2008 and 2009.  

(C/0054/07)
COMPLAINTS AND ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDINGS

QUESTION: Councillor K. Warren   

To ask the Manager to state the number of complaints made in each of the past 4 years in connection with alleged planning breaches to the Enforcement Section of South Dublin County Council, and in each year to state the total number of cases that were ultimately referred to a solicitor for enforcement proceedings in the District or Circuit Court, and if in that context, the Manager would consider the introduction of a “name and shame” policy, which Dublin City Council have recently put in place to highlight those convicted of planning breaches, and thereby providing another disincentive to those who establish or alter developments which are outside the original planning permission for which they have permission, and if he will make a statement on the matter? 

REPLY:
Details of the number of complaints and enforcement proceedings for the period 2003 to 2006 (inclusive) are as follows;
	
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006

	No. of files opened.

(Each file may consist of multiple

 complaints received) 
	283
	297
	418
	473

	No. of S. 152 Warning Letters
	306
	269
	346
	549

	No. of S154 Enforcement Notices        
	271
	216
	152*
	205

	No. of Enf. Notices Complied with        
	92
	48
	61
	39


No. of successful legal actions taken:

	
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006

	District Court (inclusive of convictions, Agreed Strike Outs and Undertakings)    
	45
	35
	14
	23**

	Circuit Court (Orders & Appeals upheld)          
	4
	1
	2
	3

	High Court 

(Orders and Attachment & Committal)               
	3
	2
	4
	0

	
	
	
	
	

	Total Number of Personnel within Enforcement                 
	10
	10
	11
	13***


Planning Enforcement Section                                                                       
As can be seen from the tables above the volume of planning enforcement activity continues to rise.  It remains the objective of the Enforcement Section, in accordance with Planning and Development legislation, the Council's Corporate Plan and the Planning Department's Operational Plan to continue providing an efficient and effective enforcement service.

The information as set out in the above tables is similar to that provided to the Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government by Planning Enforcement under the National Service Indicators.  In a comparison table of Planning Enforcement activities nationally, South Dublin county Council is well above average in terms of the investigation of unauthorised development and the enforcement of Planning and Development legislation.

The introduction of a “Name and Shame” policy is currently being researched, with a view to bringing a report on the matter to the Economic Development and Planning SPC for consideration.

Notes 

 * The number of cases proceeding to District Court hearings in 2005 was affected by a High Court Decision on 18.03.2005 (Dundalk Town Council-V-Bill Lawlor).  This related to the requirements of a S154 Enforcement Notice dealing with works to be carried out and the time specified for compliance in the Notice.  Thus the issuing of any new Enforcement Notices and the taking of prosecutions was put on hold during part of 2005 pending the receipt of Counsel’s advice on the implications of the High Court case.  The issuing of S154 Notices has resumed in accordance with advice received. 

It was also decided that more complex cases should be dealt with under S160 in the Circuit/High Courts where evidence is provided by affidavit.

** This figure does not include 29 cases pending at the end of December 2006 in the District Court 

*** Includes 3 part-time staff.  It should also be noted that a third Planning Inspector has been employed to expedite the carrying out of inspections and the preparation of reports on unauthorised development. 
(C/0055/07) 
BARCELONA DECLARATION

QUESTION: Councillor A. White   

To ask the Manager to give a detailed report on the work of the authority in implementing the provisions of the Barcelona Declaration in the period since its formal adoption by this Council to include: (a) details on the consultation if any with persons with a disability and disability organisations in implementing the declaration, (b) the range of measures proposed and developed, (c) the budget associated with these measures and the extent to which the annual funding from the National Disability Strategy has been utilised, and (d) the progress made to date on implementation of the Barcelona Declaration? 

REPLY:

South Dublin County Council adopted the Barcelona Declaration in June 2002 and has been actively implementing this Declaration over the past five years. 

In April 2005 a Cross Departmental Barcelona Declaration Implementation Team was established and a website was created. The key purpose of this Team was to develop a Barcelona Declaration Implementation Plan. A consultation process was engaged in with disabled people and their representative organisations. In July 2005, a half day seminar was held in County Hall as part of this process, and a report of that event is available from the Council’s Disability Liaison / Access Officer.

A key strand of the National Disability Strategy is the enactment of legislation enshrining the rights of disabled people into law. The Disability Act was enacted in 2005 and Part Three of the Act is particularly relevant to the work of local authorities.

The enactment of the Disability Act 2005 put the rights of disabled people firmly on a legislative footing and meeting our obligations under the Act has been our key focus since 2005. This does not however weaken our commitment to the Declaration, in fact it enhances it because all actions taken under the legislation uphold our commitments to the Declaration, with the added advantage that we can access significant capital and current funding in order to carry out these actions.

Under Part Three of the Act and indeed the DoEHLG’s Sectoral Plan, all local authorities must produce Implementation Plans setting out how they will meet their obligations and responsibilities under the legislation. The development of these Plans must be completed by the end of July 2007. Therefore rather than producing two separate Implementation Plans for the Barcelona Declaration and the Disability Act 2005, the Council will produce one comprehensive Plan that clearly states its’ commitment to both. The report of the consultation held in July 2005 will feed into the development of this Plan.

It is envisaged that the Cross Departmental Barcelona Declaration Implementation Team that was originally established in 2005 will be refreshed and will support the development of the Implementation Plan. The South Dublin County Council Barcelona Declaration webpages (http://barcelonadeclaration.southdublin.ie), will also shortly be redesigned and refocussed to reflect Councils activities under the Disability Act 2005 and Barcelona Declaration.

Under the National Disability Strategy, each year in the period 2005-2009 inclusive local authorities have the opportunity to obtain funding for actions aimed at improving access for disabled people to our buildings and services. This funding is provided to local authorities in addition to funding for ongoing local authority mainstream works programmes and is intended to complement existing funding streams. 

Over the past 2 years South Dublin County Council has been allocated  €1,010,000. This funding was for capital and current works. Under this funding programme Capital expenditure must be used to address the priority needs of disabled people, by providing and improving accessibility to public buildings, roads and pavements, parks, amenities, heritage sites and other public areas. Current expenditure must be used to manage the local authority implementation programme, to undertake accessibility audits, to provide disability related training, to adapt information systems and to provide equipment for disabled people etc.
South Dublin County Council achievements under both the Barcelona Declaration, and the National Disability Strategy include:

In June 2006 the Council appointed a full time dedicated Disability Liaison / Access Officer, based in the Corporate Services Department, to support the Council with implementation of the Disability Act 2005; co-ordinate the Council’s National Disability Strategy actions; and ensure equality of opportunity and outcome for disabled people who access the Councils facilities and services.

Since 2005, eleven access audits have been carried out on public buildings owned by the Council. Many issues highlighted in these audits have been addressed and as a result of this work physical access in County Hall, Clondalkin Civic Offices, Kiltalown House and throughout our library network has been significantly improved. Further work will be carried out in 2007 and beyond to continue addressing the issues raised in these and additional audits.

Access Improvements to date include:
· Automation of key public entrance doors in County Hall, Clondalkin Civic Offices, Kiltalown House and a number of libraries;

· Installation of ramps at Clondalkin Civic Offices, Clondalkin and Whitechurch libraries and Kiltalown House

· Installation of visual fire alerts and emergency pull cord alarms in all accessible toilets in County Hall, Clondalkin Civic Offices, and the other aforementioned sites where access works have been carried out;

· Braille and tactile signage installed in Kiltalown House, throughout the library network and in County Hall (will be installed before the end of February);

· Accessible toilet facilities upgraded in all aforementioned sites where access works have been carried out;

· Customer Care Centre in County Hall also has two low level counters to facilitate wheelchair access and a Brailling machine is available on site;

· Drop down writing counters have been added to the Departmental reception desks in County Hall (i.e. Human Resources, Community Services, Roads, Law/IT);

· It can be quite difficult to address access in listed buildings and so we are particularly proud of what the Council has achieved in Whitechurch Library in Rathfarnham and Kiltalown House in Tallaght. In these buildings we have:

· made the front and rear entrances fully accessible (we will only make a primary entrance/exit accessible if there is, or if we can make, a secondary exit also accessible. This is to enable escape in the event of fire blocking the primary entrance/exit);

· upgraded the accessible toilet facilities; and

· designated accessible parking for disabled drivers/passengers.

· In Kiltalown House we had the added difficulty of navigating a split level ground floor that due to conservation issues could not be physically altered in any way. To resolve this issue we bought an S-Max (motorised stair climbing/descending aid which attaches with minimum effort to any manual wheelchair) so that the entire split level ground floor could be made wheelchair accessible;

· The Architectural Services Department has strongly embraced the principles of both lifetime design and visitable housing.  One example of this is that the Traveller Day Houses have been designed to be wheelchair accessible. Also stairwells in all new builds are designed so that they could accommodate a stair lift in the future if one should be needed;

· Created two accessible parking spaces for disabled driver/passengers on Floraville Avenue in Clondalkin. These spaces will facilitate disabled people visiting Clondalkin Library.

In 2006 a significant number of additional path dishings throughout the County were also achieved. 

Technology Improvements to date include:
· Increased assistive technology and publications in alternative formats in our libraries;

· Loop systems have been installed at all customer service points throughout County Hall and the Clondalkin Civic Offices. Loop systems are also available in all of our libraries;

· Various forms of assistive technology and audio books for people with visual impairments are available throughout the library network. The Council is presently using JAWS in its County Library, Kurtzweil text reading software is available in our full-time libraries and BROWSEALOUD screen reading software is downloadable from the Council website;

· Accessible electronic information kiosks are available in County Hall and the Clondalkin Civic Offices.

Customer Service Improvements to date include:
· Disability related training such as Access Auditing (Course delivered and accredited by the University of Ulster) and Disability Awareness has been organised for Council staff; 
· The Council has the capacity to provide documents in Braille in County Hall and can provide electronic documents on request;

· Sanitary dispensers, appropriate bins for the disposal of used colostomy bags and sharps bins are provided in the accessible toilet facilities throughout County Hall and the Clondalkin Civic Offices;

· The IT Department are currently working to ensure that the Council websites are compliant with the Web Accessibility Initiatives Web Content Accessibility (WAI WCAG) Guideline 1.0;

· Sign language interpreters are hired to enable communication if a deaf customer has an appointment with the Council, if the deaf person indicates in advance that they require such facilitation;

· The Councils’ Tenancy Agreement, Disabled Persons Housing Adaptation Grants Scheme and Essential Repairs Grants Scheme documents have been plain language proofed to facilitate people with literacy or learning difficulties;

NDS 2007

This year the DoEHLG has provided €15m comprised of €10m capital funding and €5m current funding for Local Authorities. South Dublin County Council’s 2007 funding proposal was recently submitted and allocations will be announced by the Minister before April 2007. Actions contained in the Councils 2007 proposal include a significant programme of access auditing throughout the County, access works to a number of community facilities, a large programme of access improvements to the Parks network across the County etc.

For further information: Selina Bonnie MA, Disability Liaison / Access Officer, Corporate Services Department. Tel: 4149080 Mobile: 087 2708918 Email: sbonnie@sdublincoco.ie
(C/0056/07) 
PROPOSED VARIATION OF SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2004 - 2010 FOR LANDS AT TALLAGHT WEST SWIMMING POOL/SPORTS COMPLEX - VARIATION  NO. 3.
Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Planning presented the report.

“Manager’s Report on Submissions and Recommendations
The following Report was circulated to the Members on 2nd January 2007 in relation to the Proposed Variation of South Dublin County Council Development Plan 2004-2010 for lands at Tallaght West Swimming Pool/Sports Complex – Variation No. 3.  .

Following discussions and a roll call vote at the meeting of the Tallaght Area Committee on 22nd January 2007 it was agreed that the Report be recommended to full Council.

Introduction

The Proposed Variation No. 3 of the County Development Plan seeks to rezone lands (circa 1.8ha) located on the western side of the junction of the Cheeverstown Road and Fortunestown Way from zoning objective  “F” – To provide for Open Space and Recreational Amenity to zoning objective “A” – To protect and/or improve residential amenity.  The lands include the Tallaght West Swimming Pool/Sports Complex (See attached map).

A Screening Report in accordance with the Strategic Environmental Assessment Regulations was completed and forwarded to the environmental authorities, the Environmental Protection Agency and the Department of Environment Heritage and Local Government.  As no submissions on this report were received, the Planning Authority confirmed its decision that a Strategic Environmental Assessment of the Proposed Variation was not required. (See Appendix 1 for details).

Background

The Council undertook a Part 8 process for the development of a new West Tallaght Sports and Leisure Centre, comprising a 25 metre Swimming Pool, complete with changing rooms, viewing area and café and a new Sports Hall and with changing and ancillary sports facilities, including the provision of external changing rooms, carparking, associated landscaping and site works at the junction of Cheeverstown Road and Fortunestown Way, Jobstown, West Tallaght, Dublin 24 and infill housing to provide passive supervision at all times of the recreational complex.

The manager’s report on submissions and a recommendation to proceed with the proposal was noted by the Members at the Council meeting of 14 April 2003.  

In addition, The West Tallaght Study, June 2003, refers to this project in the context of providing for the recreational and leisure needs for the Jobstown, Brookfield and Saggart communities.

Procedure

The County Manager is required to prepare a Report on submissions received during the period when the Proposed Variation was on display.  The Members consider the Report and then decide on the Variation not later than 6 weeks after receipt of the Manager’s Report.

Public Notification

Proposed Variation No. 3 of the South Dublin County Council Development Plan 2004-2010 for lands at Tallaght West Swimming Pool/Sports Complex was publicly notified on 14 November 2006.  Written submissions/observations on the Proposed Variation were invited from interested parties.  The submission period closed on 12 December 2006.  Three submissions were received.  Details are set out below:

	Ref. No.
	Submitter
	Contact Name

	Var3/01
	Department of Communications Marine and Natural Resources
	Frances Heaslip, 
Co-ordination Unit

	Var3/02
	Jobstown Community Council, 
	Anne Genockey

Chairperson

	Var3/03
	FutureWest CRA
	Mary McManus

Chairperson



Summary of Submissions

The Planning and Development Acts 2000 -2006 require that the County Manager’s Report summarises the main issues in the submissions and makes recommendations on these submissions.

Copies of the submissions are included at Appendix 2 attached to this report.  Copies of submissions are also available to view on the Council’s website www.southdublin.ie  

The following issues were raised in the submissions:  

1. Unsustainability of Housing on this Site

Additional housing is not sustainable on land designated for sport and recreation in the RAPID area of Tallaght 

2. Impact of HSE Rent Supplement Tenancies on Community Services and Amenities

The degradation of residential amenity has resulted from the practice by absentee landlords of renting private housing units to tenancies supported by HSE rent supplement.  The consequence of this provision of accommodation outside the Local Authority system of social housing means that the demographics of the area are distorted.  This practice will perpetuate pressures on all local services such as family supports, health services, policing and transport infrastructure.

3. Contrary to the Council’s Housing Strategy

The proposal for further private housing in the West Tallaght area would be contrary to the Housing Strategy of the Council, which requires that Affordable only housing should be provided in this area of Tallaght.

4. Swimming Pool Funding Shortfall from Government

Since the original Part VIII proposal was adopted, the tax intake of the State has surpassed all predictions.  It is considered that the shortfall in funding for the swimming pool complex should be provided by the surpluses of the Government.  It is no longer appropriate that the Council should be forced to sell lands designated for community recreational facilities in a RAPID area identified as requiring essential community assets to meet the needs of the expanding population.

5. Passive Surveillance Rationale

The justification of the Planning Authority to provide for residential development as a method of passive surveillance for the swimming pool complex is not accepted.  The location of the site at a major junction and adjacent to the estates of Kilclare and Raheen provides adequate surveillance.

6. Alternative Proposal to Housing

Alternatives to the rezoning proposal for residential land use should include:

· A grass soccer pitch

· A hockey pitch

· A skateboard park

· All weather courts for basketball, tennis, netball and athletic facilities.

· A Garda Station

Comments and Recommendations on the Submissions
1. Unsustainability of Housing on this Site
It is considered that the physical and social infrastructure of the area has adequate capacity to support the proposal of circa 50 units on the subject lands.

Thus no change is recommended to the proposed Variation.

2. Impact of HSE Rent Supplement Tenancies on Community Services and Amenities
Concerns regarding a concentration in the West Tallaght area of households dependent on social income supports are recognised.  For that reason provisions in the Council’s Housing Strategy, regarding compliance with Part V, include criteria which restrict social housing units where areas of deprivation higher than the national average are prevalent.

Furthermore, the Council is one of the lead housing authorities implementing the Rental Accommodation Scheme (RAS).  This is a form of PPP whereby the Council procures properties by long lease from private property owners to cater for the accommodation needs of social housing clients.

Among its objectives is the promotion of social integration by tenure mix and, to this end, a draft policy on tenure mix/social integration will be brought to the Housing and Social SPC early in 2007 with a view to having this policy recommended to and adopted by the full Council.

Under the proposed policy the Council would strive to promote tenure mix/social integration by setting maximum thresholds on the number of social housing units of all types—RAS, Rent Supplemented and Council in any non-council housing estate or apartment block with the overwhelming balance—up to 90%, being owner occupied and private rented properties.

Thus no change is recommended to the proposed Variation.

3. Contrary to the Council’s Housing Strategy

The interpretation of the Council’s Housing Strategy in the submissions is only partially correct.  The Strategy does not prohibit further development of private housing in the area.  The restriction to “affordable” housing applies to compliance by private housing developers with provisions in Part V; i.e. the obligation to contribute 15% of the value of the private housing development through either provision of social and/or affordable housing units, or through the transfer of lands and/or cash. 

In the Tallaght electoral districts, where social deprivation statistics are higher than the national average, compliance with Part V requirements via the ‘built units’ option, may be “affordable units” only i.e. social housing units are not acceptable. Thus, the proposed terms and conditions of the contract for the sale of the subject lands include a number of ‘affordable’ residential units to fulfil the Part V requirement and for private housing development on this site.  

Thus no change is recommended to the proposed Variation.

4. Swimming Pool Funding Shortfall from Government

The following funding arrangements should be noted:

· The range of recreational facilities including a swimming pool, , sauna, gym, sports hall and associated changing rooms, which benefit the local population, have been provided in the leisure complex.  These facilities exceed the minimum qualifying criteria for a government grant for a leisure pool.  

· Under the government grants scheme, South Dublin County Council, secured from the government, the maximum possible grant of €3,809,214 for such facilities in this category of area, while the total cost of the construction of all the facilities is €16,296,908.

· Thus, under the grants scheme, the Council has no basis for a further application to the government for additional funds and must meet the balance of the costs from its own resources.

Thus no change is recommended to the proposed Variation.

5. Passive Surveillance Rationale

The distance of the site from adjacent housing in Kilclare and Raheen estates militates against effective scrutiny of activity around the leisure complex and playing fields.  Further, the attention of drivers of vehicles passing the site is focussed on traffic safety and driving co-ordination.  It is not reasonable to rely solely on this means of surveillance.  In addition, the traffic volumes would not coincide with the times of greatest risk of anti-social behaviour.  Therefore, the argument that sufficient surveillance can be provided by passing drivers and existing residences is not accepted.

Thus no change is recommended to the proposed Variation.

6. Alternative Proposals to Housing on the lands

It is considered that the proposal for rezoning would not significantly compromise the opportunities for the location of future recreational facilities.

Among the existing and proposed community facilities in the area.

· The adjoining Tallaght Leisure Centre which includes swimming pool, gym, sauna, large sports hall and dressing rooms 

· The existing community facility at the Jobstown Village Core is to be refurbished, extended to include a Youth Drop-In facility and Connect IT room costing circa €2.5 million.  Most of the funding has either been provided or sourced by South Dublin County Council. 

· A new children’s playround in Kiltalown Park to go on site in Spring 2007 (€75,000).  50% provided by Housing Department of South Dublin County Council from levies. 

· The recently built Jobstown Crèche project is managed by South Dublin County Council with the Department of Justice and Law Reform funding under Equal Opportunities Childcare Programme. 

· A new Drugs Treatment facility at Jobstown Village Core 

· Recently extended playground at community centre. 

· There are currently three soccer pitches and one Gaelic pitch in use at Jobstown Park. 

· The County Council has recently made an application for sports capital grants for the development of all-weather pitches adjacent to the swimming pool.  It is planned to provide a ‘MUGA’(multi use games area) in the park in the near future, subject to funding being available. 

Further to the proposal for a Garda Station on the site, the Department of Justice, Equality & Law Reform has given the Council no indication that a Garda Station site is required on the lands or in the general vicinity.

Thus no change to the proposed Variation is recommended.

Conclusion

Accordingly, it is recommended that the Planning Map No. 4 of the South Dublin County Council Development Plan 2004 – 2010 be varied as follows:

Proposed Zoning

The zoning of the lands from Zoning Objective ‘F’ (To preserve and provide for Open Space and Recreational Amenities) to Zoning Objective ‘A’ (To protect and/or improve Residential Amenity).

Next steps in the procedures regarding the variation of a Development Plan

· The Proposed Variation and the County Manager’s Report to be considered by the Members within 6 weeks of the submission to them of the Manager’s Report.

· A Variation of a Development Plan shall have effect from the date the variation is made.

Recommendation

That Proposed Variation of the South Dublin County Council Development Plan  2004 – 2010 – (Variation No. 3 for lands at Tallaght West Swimming Pool/Sports Complex), amending the zoning of the lands from Zoning Objective ‘F’ (To preserve and provide for Open Space and Recreational Amenities) to Zoning Objective ‘A’ (To protect and/or improve Residential Amenity), be adopted.

APPENDIX 1
SEA SCREENING REPORT PROCESS

	SEA SCREENING REPORT PROCESS




Part 1 
SEA SCREENING REPORT

Below is a copy of the Screening Report submitted to the relevant statutory bodies, in this instance, the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government and the Environmental Protection Agency on 27 September 2006 by South Dublin County Council

REPORT

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACTS 2000-2006

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT (STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 2004

SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2004-2010

PROPOSED VARIATION NO. 3

REPORT PURSUANT TO ARTICLE 13K PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT (STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 2004

DETERMINATION OF THE NEED FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF A VARIATION OF THE SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLAN IN TERMS OF THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 13K OF THE PLANNING AND  DEVELOPMENT (STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 2004

1.0 THE PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT

South Dublin County Council (the Planning Authority) intends to initiate the procedures for making a Variation of the County Development Plan 2004-2010 under Section 13 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) (the Act).

It is proposed to rezone lands located on the western side of the junction of the Cheeverstown Road and Fortunestown Way from “F” – To provide for Open Space and Recreational Amenity to “A” - To protect and/or improve residential amenity.  
1.2
Background 

The Council undertook a Part 8 process for the development of a new West Tallaght Sports and Leisure Centre, “comprising a 25 metre Swimming Pool, complete with changing village, viewing area and café and a new Sports Hall and Leisure Centre with changing and ancillary sports facilities including the provision of external changing rooms, carparking, associated landscaping and site works at the junction of Cheeverstown Road and Fortunestown Way, Jobstown, West Tallaght, Dublin 24.  To build an infill housing development along the adjoining edges of Jobstown Park consisting of 52x2 bed. apartments in a mixture of two and three storeys and ancillary car parking”. 

The Manager’s report on submissions and a recommendation to proceed with the proposal was noted at the meeting of the County Council on 14 April 2003. 

The development of part of the swimming pool and leisure centre lands for residential development was embodied in the West Tallaght Study, June 2003.  The development of part of the lands for residential use was part of the comprehensive package for the provision of the swimming pool and associated facilities. 

 1.3
Description of Lands  

The subject area (circa 1.8 ha ) is located at the junction of Cheeverstown Road and Fortunestown Way, which forms the eastern corner of lands zoned ‘F’ in the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010 – ‘To provide for Open Space and Recreational Amenity’’.   The subject lands are not currently used as open space and are part of the construction site for the new swimming pool and leisure centre.  

The adjoining lands to the north consist of playing pitches and open space.  The subject lands are separated from adjacent residential areas to the east and south by distributor roads and wide grass margins, or localised open space, adjoining these roads.   In addition, the layouts of the adjacent residential estates are configured so that these dwellings do not overlook the open space and recreational lands.   

1.4
Considerations

The existing playing fields and new sports facilities under construction are vulnerable to anti-social behaviour largely because the area is not under the type of surveillance afforded by residential development which directly overlooks public areas.  It is considered that residential use to overlook the sports complex and the adjoining playing pitches would significantly enhance the security and amenity of these community facilities. 

It is considered appropriate, therefore, to change the current zoning on this site from ‘F’ – ‘To provide for Open Space and Recreational Amenity’ to ‘A’ – ‘To protect and/or improve residential amenity’ (see attached map).   This proposed to make this change by means of a Variation of the Development Plan.  As noted above the residential use was agreed in principle by the Council as part of the Part 8 process in 2003. 

A Variation to the Development Plan will ensure that the policies and standards of the “A” (residential) zoning objective, as set out in the Development Plan, can apply on this site.  These standards refer to such factors as density, housing type, private open space etc.. 

2.0
REQUIREMENTS

2.1 In terms of the Regulations it is mandatory to undertake the screening process to determine whether or not to carry out a strategic environmental assessment as set out in Article 13K of the Regulations. An assessment of the Proposed Variation  in terms of the criteria set out in Schedule 2A of the Regulations is set out in Section 3 below.

3.0 ASSESSMENT IN TERMS OF SCHEDULE 2A OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT (STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 2004

	1.0   THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE PLAN HAVING REGARD IN PARTICULAR TO:



	1.1 The degree to which the plan sets a framework for projects and other activities, either with regard to the location, nature, size and operating conditions, or by allocating resources;

The Proposed Variation will provide for the application of provisions of the “A” zoning objective - To protect and/or improve residential amenity to these lands.



	1.2 The degree to which the plan influences other plans, including those in a hierarchy.

The Proposed Variation to change the zoning of lands to provide for an infill residential development in an existing urban area will not affect other plans.



	1.3 The relevance of the plan for the integration of environmental considerations, in particular with a view to promoting sustainable development.

The Proposed Variation will ensure that development on the lands will be carried out in general accordance with the provisions of the South Dublin County Council Development Plan 2004 – 2010 regarding residential development.



	1.4 Environmental problems relevant to the plan.

No significant environmental problems are identified in relation to the Proposed Variation. The lands are capable of being serviced by existing public water supply and foul and surface water drainage services.  The lands are also served by a modern road network, on which  Dublin Bus provides services.



	1.5 The relevance of the plan for the implementation of European Union legislation on the environment (e.g. plans linked to waste management or water protection).

These plans and programmes are addressed in the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010 and are not specifically addressed in this Proposed Variation. Any site specific issues would be addressed through the planning application process




	2.0     CHARACTERISTICS OF THE EFFECTS AND OF THE AREA LIKELY TO BE AFFECTED, HAVING REGARD, IN PARTICULAR, TO:



	2.1    The probability, duration, frequency and reversibility of the effects.

The Proposed Variation will result in the permanent conversion of the subject land (circa 1.8 ha) from open space to residential development and recreational facilities, which as currently under construction. 



	2.2 The cumulative nature of the effects.

It is considered that there will be no cumulative likely significant effects on the environment.



	2.3    The transboundary nature of the effects.

It is considered that there will not be any transboundary likely significant effects on the environment with regard to the Proposed Variation.



	2.4   The risks to human health or the environment (e.g. due to  accidents).

No risks to human health or the environment due to accidents have been identified.  



	2.5   The magnitude and spatial extent of the effects (geographical area and size of population likely to be affected).

The Proposed Variation will result in an infill housing scheme per ha in conjunction with the swimming pool/sports complex, which is currently under construction.


	2.6   The value, and vulnerability of the area likely to be affected due to:

(a) special natural characteristics or cultural heritage;

No likely significant effects on either special natural characteristics or cultural heritage are anticipated.

(b) exceeded environmental quality standards or limit values;

           None identified.

(c)    intensive land use

None identified.

	2.7   The effects on areas or landscapes which have a recognised national, European Union or international protection status.

There are no such designated landscapes affected by the Proposed Variation.
               


4.0 STATUTORY CONSULTATION

4.1
The specified environmental authorities in relation to variations of development plans are;

· The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

· The Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government (DEHLG)

· The Department of Communications, Marine and Natural Resources (DCMNR).

As the Proposed Variation will have no significant effects in relation to fisheries or the marine environment, the authorities to be consulted are the EPA and DEHLG under Article 13A(4) of the Regulations.

5.0 DETERMINATION IN TERMS OF ARTICLE 13K

5.1 In terms of the provisions of Article 13K of the Regulations, following the appropriate consultation period the planning authority shall determine whether or not implementation of the Proposed Variation would be likely to have significant effects on the environment, taking account of relevant criteria set out in Schedule 2A of the Regulations (see 3.0 above) and any submission or observation received from the environmental authority (see 4.0 above).

5.2 It is proposed to initiate the procedures for the variation of the South Dublin County Development Plan in order to facilitate passive surveillance of the community assets of a swimming pool and sports complex and adjoining playing pitches as a method to deterring anti-social behaviour, while providing additional dwellings in the Dublin Metropolitan Area..  The aim of the Proposed Variation is to ensure the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

5.3 CONCLUSION

5.4 It is considered that the Proposed Variation as detailed above is not likely to have significant effects on the environment.


Part 2
 Decision of South Dublin County Council


In view of the above it is considered that a Strategic Environmental Assessment Report is not required in respect of the Proposed Variation No. 3 of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010.


Part 3
 Public Notice of the Decision of South Dublin County Council

The closing date for submissions from the statutory bodies was 24 October 2006.  No response was received.  After consideration, the South Dublin County Council confirms its decision that a strategic environmental assessment is not required in respect of the Proposed Variation No. 3 of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010.

APPENDIX 2 
SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED ON PROPOSED

VARIATION NO3.

SUBMISSION  REF: Var 3/No.1

Paddy McNamara

Administrative Officer

Planning Department

South Dublin County Council

County Hall

Tallaght

Dublin 24

 

12/12/06

 

RE: Proposed Variation (No. 3) of South County Dublin Council development Plan 2004-2010. Lands at Tallaght west Swimming pool/Sports Complex, Jobstown
 Dear Mr. McNamara, 

I refer to your letter of the 14/11/06 in the above regard. 

The Department of Communications, Marine and Natural Resources have no comments to make at this time. 

The above is without prejudice to any comments that the Eastern Regional Fisheries Board may have in this matter. 

Yours sincerely, 
Frances Heaslip 
Co-Ordination Unit 
DCMNR 
Phone- 01 6783084 
E-Mail - frances.heaslip@dcmnr.gov.ie
SUBMISSION  REF: Var 3/No.2
Paddy McNamara, 

Administrative Officer, 

Planning Department, 

South Dublin County Council, 

County Hall, 

Tallaght, 

Dublin 24
Re:
(VARIATION NO. 3) LANDS AT TALLAGHT WEST SWIMMING
POOL/SPORTS COMPLEX, JOBSTOWN
5th December 2006 

Further to a meeting held by the Jobstown Community Council on the 4th December last it was decided to put forward a submission against the proposed variation to the Development Plan of land located in Jobstown Park adjacent to the new swimming pool facility.

The considerations against the proposal to rezone this site put forward by the committee/community representatives locally are as follows:

1. Additional housing on land that is designated for sports and recreation in the RAPID areas of Tallaght is not sustainable.  South Dublin County Council should be preserving and developing such sites to their full recreational potential as opposed to burdening an area that is already stretched to it’s limits in terms of supports for families and other infrastructure with additional demands for services. Rezoning this land as residential is not in keeping with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

2. The trends to date in the Jobstown area in relation to private residential development are extremely negative, we have witnessed since the onset of the “Tiger Economy” the degradation of private residential estates by the practice of absentee landlords/investor buyers purchasing houses in abundance.  Many properties in the area have been bought and continue to be bought by investors who are pricing local prospective owner/occupier purchasers out of the market and for the most part it appears they are renting their properties to people who are in receipt of rental supplement payments from the HSE.  This practice gives a distorted view of the needs in the Jobstown/Brookfield area – effectively these properties are private properties housing people who should be accommodated by the Local Authority but are placed outside of that system and yet still put pressure on all services locally such as family supports, health services, policing and transport infrastructure.  In addition The Housing strategy of South Dublin County Council states that any further residential development in the West Tallaght area should be Affordable housing only, which in effect is recognition of the fact that this concentration of Local Authority developments and rental accommodation is not sustainable.

3. When the original Part VIII was agreed to allow for the development of the 

excellent new swimming pool facility councillors agreed to place this site on the open market in order to fund the cost of providing the pool.  At that time this decision would have been seen to be reasonable as times were tougher and the state coffers were not in the healthy position that they are in today.  Given that the economy has improved significantly since that time, Jobstown Community Council feel that the onus should be placed on the government to come up with any shortfall in funding for facilities in RAPID areas and that assets of the areas should not be “up for grabs” in a Sale of the Century type scenario anymore.  The government should be assisting RAPID areas to retain and develop existing open spaces instead of forcing the Council to sell them off to fund much needed facilities.  With facilities such as the swimming pool and all of the other excellent facilities provided in the area such as playgrounds etc it should be borne in mind that RAPID areas are really playing catch-up with all other areas from the outset, even since the RAPID plan for West Tallaght was published there has been a significant increase in residential development in the area Russell Square, Fortunestown B, various infill schemes - for the most part social housing.  The RAPID plan was also discussed and it was agreed that is now out of date in the context of the increase in population in the area.

4. The notion of a need to provide passive surveillance of the swimming pool facility is negated by the fact that the site is located in a key location on a very busy junction on a road which is about to be upgraded significantly thereby increasing traffic in the area would provide the passive surveillance needed, in addition the site is surrounded by residential development i.e. Kilclare and to the south of the site in Raheen. 

Alternative suggestions for the development of this site

The Community Council strongly feel that this site should not be developed for anything other than recreational facilities.  South Dublin County Council should look to provide improved sporting or youth or community facilities on the site such as the following:

· A realigned and properly maintained grass soccer pitch.

· A hockey pitch.

· A state of the art Skateboard park.

· An all-weather facility – not soccer which could encompass basketball courts, netball courts, half basketball courts, tennis courts, athletic facility, bowling facility, MUGAs etc.
If in the event the site must be sold off – the Community Council strongly suggest the following two uses ONLY  for the land:

1. In light of the consistent findings of reports such as RAPID, the West Tallaght Study, the CDI report and previously the Jobstown Integrated Services Process and CODAN the area has an absolute need for a Garda Station.  The Council must demonstrate leadership in this area by approaching the Department of Justice on behalf of the community expressing its commitment to the West Tallaght area and calling on them to purchase this site to provide a Garda Station.  Gardai in the Tallaght area are woefully under-resourced to the point of being scandalous, if there is any doubt about this need and what the community want the Council should undertake a door-to-door survey in the area in order to assess democratically the wishes of the communities.  This is a serious suggestion and could be an important exercise in engaging a community that feels significantly marginalised by South Dublin County Council according to the council’s own customer satisfaction survey and by the latest exercise in Electoral register deletions.

2. Affordable Housing provision should be the next priority of South Dublin County Council, if the Council sells this site to the highest bidder to provide Private Residential Development without conditioning in affordable housing only it will be contravening its very own Housing Strategy which states that any further residential development in West Tallaght should provide for Affordable Housing only.  Affordable Housing offers the opportunity to provide for owner occupied development in the area many local young people are interested in setting up home in Jobstown but are priced out of the market by investors – placing an affordable housing designation on this site will provide an opportunity to stabilise the area by curtailing the number of properties that are used for rental/transient housing in the area.

As the rezoning of land is a function for the elected members of the County Council and not a function of management we strongly urge our local councillors to stand up and be counted for the communities in the area and represent our views to councillors outside of Tallaght and to encourage them to support us.  We understand that many of the decisions that councillors have to make have to be based on hard economic facts and that the sentiments that underpinned the original Part VIII decision for this site were well intentioned but given that there has been a significant upturn in the economy since that time, we feel that Councillors are well within their rights to review the original decision they made in the light of current economic realities and use their imagination and ingenuity to come up with an alternative way of raising the funding for our new leisure centre.

Yours sincerely

__________________________

Anne Genockey

Chairperson

Jobstown Community Council

SUBMISSION  REF: Var 3/No.3

From: FutureWest CRA [mailto:futurewest@eircom.net] 
Sent: 12 December 2006 16:44
To: Paddy McNamara
Subject: Submission re Variation number 3 to Development Plan

Dear Mr McNamara

 

Please find attached the submission of FutureWest CRA in relation to the proposed Variation number 3 to the Development Plan.

 

This is a copy of a submission which has already been provided to you from Jobstown Community Council - this document reflects the views of FutureWest CRA and should be considered as an additional submission in this process.

 

I would appreciate an acknowledgement of receipt of this submission and if there are any issues with this submission please feel free to contact me on the following numbers.  Many thanks.

 

Yours sincerely

 

Mary McManus

Chairperson - FutureWest CRA

 

Telephone:    01 4011915

Mobile:         085 1199834

 

Paddy McNamara, 

Administrative Officer, 

Planning Department, 

South Dublin County Council, 

County Hall, 

Tallaght, 

Dublin 24
Re:
(VARIATION NO. 3) LANDS AT TALLAGHT WEST SWIMMING
POOL/SPORTS COMPLEX, JOBSTOWN
5th December 2006 

Dear Mr McNamara

Further to a meeting held by the Jobstown Community Council on the 4th December last it was decided to put forward a submission against the proposed variation to the Development Plan of land located in Jobstown Park adjacent to the new swimming pool facility.

The considerations against the proposal to rezone this site put forward by the committee/community representatives locally are as follows:

5. Additional housing on land that is designated for sports and recreation in the RAPID areas of Tallaght is not sustainable.  South Dublin County Council should be preserving and developing such sites to their full recreational potential as opposed to burdening an area that is already stretched to it’s limits in terms of supports for families and other infrastructure with additional demands for services. Rezoning this land as residential is not in keeping with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

6. The trends to date in the Jobstown area in relation to private residential development are extremely negative, we have witnessed since the onset of the “Tiger Economy” the degradation of private residential estates by the practice of absentee landlords/investor buyers purchasing houses in abundance.  Many properties in the area have been bought and continue to be bought by investors who are pricing local prospective owner/occupier purchasers out of the market and for the most part it appears they are renting their properties to people who are in receipt of rental supplement payments from the HSE.  This practice gives a distorted view of the needs in the Jobstown/Brookfield area – effectively these properties are private properties housing people who should be accommodated by the Local Authority but are placed outside of that system and yet still put pressure on all services locally such as family supports, health services, policing and transport infrastructure.  In addition The Housing strategy of South Dublin County Council states that any further residential development in the West Tallaght area should be Affordable housing only, which in effect is recognition of the fact that this concentration of Local Authority developments and rental accommodation is not sustainable.

7. When the original Part VIII was agreed to allow for the development of the 

excellent new swimming pool facility councillors agreed to place this site on the open market in order to fund the cost of providing the pool.  At that time this decision would have been seen to be reasonable as times were tougher and the state coffers were not in the healthy position that they are in today.  Given that the economy has improved significantly since that time, Jobstown Community Council feel that the onus should be placed on the government to come up with any shortfall in funding for facilities in RAPID areas and that assets of the areas should not be “up for grabs” in a Sale of the Century type scenario anymore.  The government should be assisting RAPID areas to retain and develop existing open spaces instead of forcing the Council to sell them off to fund much needed facilities.  With facilities such as the swimming pool and all of the other excellent facilities provided in the area such as playgrounds etc it should be borne in mind that RAPID areas are really playing catch-up with all other areas from the outset, even since the RAPID plan for West Tallaght was published there has been a significant increase in residential development in the area Russell Square, Fortunestown B, various infill schemes - for the most part social housing.  The RAPID plan was also discussed and it was agreed that is now out of date in the context of the increase in population in the area.

8. The notion of a need to provide passive surveillance of the swimming pool facility is negated by the fact that the site is located in a key location on a very busy junction on a road which is about to be upgraded significantly thereby increasing traffic in the area would provide the passive surveillance needed, in addition the site is surrounded by residential development i.e. Kilclare and to the south of the site in Raheen. 

Alternative suggestions for the development of this site

The Community Council strongly feel that this site should not be developed for anything other than recreational facilities.  South Dublin County Council should look to provide improved sporting or youth or community facilities on the site such as the following:

· A realigned and properly maintained grass soccer pitch.

· A hockey pitch.

· A state of the art Skateboard park.

· An all-weather facility – not soccer which could encompass basketball courts, netball courts, half basketball courts, tennis courts, athletic facility, bowling facility, MUGAs etc.

If in the event the site must be sold off – the Community Council strongly suggest the following two uses ONLY  for the land:

3. In light of the consistent findings of reports such as RAPID, the West Tallaght Study, the CDI report and previously the Jobstown Integrated Services Process and CODAN the area has an absolute need for a Garda Station.  The Council must demonstrate leadership in this area by approaching the Department of Justice on behalf of the community expressing its commitment to the West Tallaght area and calling on them to purchase this site to provide a Garda Station.  Gardai in the Tallaght area are woefully under-resourced to the point of being scandalous, if there is any doubt about this need and what the community want the Council should undertake a door-to-door survey in the area in order to assess democratically the wishes of the communities.  This is a serious suggestion and could be an important exercise in engaging a community that feels significantly marginalised by South Dublin County Council according to the council’s own customer satisfaction survey and by the latest exercise in Electoral register deletions.

4. Affordable Housing provision should be the next priority of South Dublin County Council, if the Council sells this site to the highest bidder to provide Private Residential Development without conditioning in affordable housing only it will be contravening its very own Housing Strategy which states that any further residential development in West Tallaght should provide for Affordable Housing only.  Affordable Housing offers the opportunity to provide for owner occupied development in the area many local young people are interested in setting up home in Jobstown but are priced out of the market by investors – placing an affordable housing designation on this site will provide an opportunity to stabilise the area by curtailing the number of properties that are used for rental/transient housing in the area.

As the rezoning of land is a function for the elected members of the County Council and not a function of management we strongly urge our local councillors to stand up and be counted for the communities in the area and represent our views to councillors outside of Tallaght and to encourage them to support us.  We understand that many of the decisions that councillors have to make have to be based on hard economic facts and that the sentiments that underpinned the original Part VIII decision for this site were well intentioned but given that there has been a significant upturn in the economy since that time, we feel that Councillors are well within their rights to review the original decision they made in the light of current economic realities and use their imagination and ingenuity to come up with an alternative way of raising the funding for our new leisure centre.

Yours sincerely

__________________________

Anne Genockey

Chairperson

Jobstown Community Council”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors M. Murphy, M. Corr, E. Walsh, M. Daly, C. Jones, J. Daly, J. Hannon, C. Keane, J. Neville, E. Maloney and T. McDermott.  Mr. Doherty responded to the Members’ queries.
It was proposed by Councillor E. Maloney, seconded by Councillor A. White:
“That Proposed Variation of the South Dublin County Council Development Plan  2004 – 2010 – (Variation No. 3 for lands at Tallaght West Swimming Pool/Sports Complex), amending the zoning of the lands from Zoning Objective ‘F’ (To preserve and provide for Open Space and Recreational Amenities) to Zoning Objective ‘A’ (To protect and/or improve Residential Amenity), be adopted.”
It was AGREED that a Roll Call Vote would be taken.  The result of the vote was as follows:

FOR:  19(NINETEEN)

AGAINST: 6 (SIX)

The following Councillors voted FOR the motion:  M. Ardagh, G. Cullen, J. Daly, M.Daly, T. Gilligan, B. Gogarty, J. Hannon, C. Jones, C. Keane, D. Keating, S. Laing, E. Maloney, T. McDermott, J. Neville, G. O’Connell, T. Ridge, E. Walsh, K. Warren and A. White.
The following Councillors voted AGAINST the motion:  M. Corr, R. Dowds, C. King, M. Murphy, S. O’Connor and E. Tuffy.
The Motion was PASSED.
(C/0057/07)  DECLARATION OF ROADS TO BE PUBLIC ROADS

It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

The Mayor informed the meeting that under the heading of ‘Proposed Disposal of Properties/Sites that he was taking Item (f) first.

(C/0058/07)
VARIATION IN PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF SITE AT FRIARSTOWN, BOHERNABREENA, DUBLIN 24 TO THE TRUSTEES OF BRC SHOOTING CLUB.
Mr. J. Walsh, Director of Economic Development presented the report.

“The Council at its meeting held on 7th April 2004 approved of the disposal, by way of a lease for a term of 99 years, of a site at Friarstown,  Bohernabreena, Dublin 24 comprising an area of 2.6 acres or thereabouts to the Trustees of The BRC Shooting Club for the provision of a permanent rifle range including a Clubhouse, car-parking  and ancillary facilities. Minute No. C/0248/04 refers.  The disposal agreed was subject to the preparation of an accurate map prior to the completion of the legal formalities. The site has since been surveyed with a view to preparing the lease map and it is noted that the area of the site is greater than originally stated and now measures 1.3 Hectares(3.2 acres) or thereabouts. 

I recommend therefore that the Council proceed with the disposal of a site at Friarstown, Bohernabreena  as shown outlined in red on Drawing No. PLS.1602-01 to The Trustees of the BRC Shooting Club  in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 subject to a variation in the area from 2.6 acres to1.3 Hectares (3.2 acres) or thereabouts.

The terms of the disposal as agreed at the meeting held on 7th April 2004 otherwise to remain unchanged. 

J. Horan 

County Manager”
A discussion followed with a contribution from Councillor D. Keating.

The report was NOTED.

(C/0059/07) PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING (11 UNITS)
The report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Under Section 94 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 (as amended) South Dublin County Council prepared a Housing Strategy.  One of the key purposes of the strategy is to identify the overall need for affordable housing in the area of the County Development Plan and to ensure that South Dublin County Council provides for the development of  affordable housing.  To date, the Council has been successful in acquiring affordable housing units for eligible applicants through:-    

(a)    Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) 

 
(b)   The development of public private partnerships/joint ventures. 

 
(c)    The Integrated Area Plans in tax designated areas. 

The  Property Path have sold 612 affordable homes since the commencement of all programmes.215 affordable homes are currently being sold under the AHI programme 

In order to comply with the requirements of Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 (as amended) and Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 it is recommended that the Council dispose of 5 properties in Rath Geal, Clondalkin and 6 properties in Thornfield Square, Clondalkin to the eligible applicants (as per the attached schedules) in accordance with the affordable housing scheme as adopted by the Council in April 2003. It is also proposed that the common areas in Thornfield  Square (schedule available at the meeting) excluding public open space be disposed of to the named Management Company. 

It is also proposed to amend resolutions minute no. c/0706/06 dated 11/12/2006 regarding the applicants set out in the second schedule hereto. 

The consent of the Council is sought for the disposal of these properties to eligible applicants. 

Joe Horan   

County Manager”
A discussion followed with contribution from Councillor M. Daly.  Mr. P. Murphy, Senior Executive Officer responded to the Member’s query.

The report was NOTED.

(C/0060/07) PROPOSED EXCHANGE OF LANDS AT HARELAWN, PHASE 2, CLONDALKIN, DUBLIN 22
The report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“The Council is proposing to develop a Housing Scheme at Harelawn Park/ Harelawn Grove, Clondalkin, Dublin 22.  South Dublin County Council and Dublin City Services, Sports and Social Club are owners of the various plots of land at Harelawn, Clondalkin, Dublin 22.  The land ownerships are somewhat intermingled and the Council and Dublin City Services, Sports and Social Club have discussed an exchange of lands to consolidate and rationalise the areas in each parties ownership in order to facilitate this development at Harelawn, Phase 2, Clondalkin, Dublin 22.
It is recommended that the Council dispose of two plots of lands comprising (1) 1617.59 sq. m. or thereabouts as shown on drawing O.S. Sheet No. 3261-10 and (ii) 657.12 sq. m. or thereabouts as shown on drawing O.S Sheet No. 3261-09-01 to Dulbin City Services Sports and Social Club, Coldcut Road, Clondalkin, Dublin 22 in exchange of lands in their ownership comprising 2102.33 sq. m. or thereabouts as shown on drawing O.S Sheet No. 3261-09-02 subject to the following conditions:
1. That South Dublin County Council shall transfer the unencumbered freehold interest in possesion in the lands comprising (i) 1617.59 sq. m. or thereabouts as shown on drawing No. OS Sheet No.3261-10 and (ii) 657.12 sq. m or thereabouts as shown on drawing NoOS Sheet No. 3261-09-01. 

2. That Dublin City Services Sports and Social Club shall transfer the unencumbered freehold interest in possession in the lands comprising 2102.33 sq. m. or thereabouts as shown on drawing No. OS Sheet No. 3261-09-02. 

3. That the title to pass shall be the unencumbered freehold title in possession save only for any existing way leaves traversing the lands. 

4. That all outstanding charges, rates and taxes (if any) on the lands shall be cleared prior to completion of the transaction. 

5. That South Dublin County Council shall meet the reasonable costs including legal costs of Dublin City Services Sports and Social Club in this matter. 

6. The lands are registered within Folio nos. 19827 and 67589F to South Dublin County Council and Folio no. 1318 to Dublin City Services, Sports and Social Club. 

I recommend that this disposal be proceeded with subject to the aforementioned conditions.
Joe Horan
____________________________  

County Manager”
The report was NOTED.

(C/0061/07) PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF AREA OF LAND ADJACENT 124 PALMERSTOWN WOODS, CLONDALKIN TO PAUL AND VERONICA HATFIELD.
The report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“An application was received from Paul and Veronica Hatfield, 124 Palmerstown Woods, Clondalkin, Dublin 22 to acquire an area of land adjoining their property from the Council.  The plot of land in question has been maintained by Paul and Veronica Hatfield for the past number of years and they are anxious to regularise the ownership of the area.  The Council’s Valuer has recommended the following terms as being fair and reasonable having regard to the claim that the lands have been in the applicants’ possession for some time.

1. That the applicant pay the Council €12,000 (twelve thousand euro) for freehold interest in the subject land outlined in red on the attached map with an area of approximately 280 sq. m.

2. That the Council shall retain a wayleave to any services that exist on, under or above the subject land.
3. That the applicant shall construct a suitable boundary feature if required, by the Council.  If the Council require the applicant to construct a boundary feature details, specifications and the construction of the boundary feature shall be to the satisfaction of the Council.  Otherwise the applicant shall not be permitted to construct any walls, structures or buildings on the area shown hatched black on the attached map.

4. That each party are responsible for their own professional fees.

Accordingly, I recommend that the Council dispose of its residual freehold interest in the area of land adjacent to 124 Palmerstown Woods, Clondalkin, Dublin 22 comprising an area of 280 sq.m. as outlined in red on Drawing No. LA/30/06 to Paul and Veronica Hatfield in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 subject to the above terms and conditions as recommended by the Council’s Valuer.

J. Horan

County Manager”
The report was NOTED.

(C/0062/07) PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF SITE AT  KNOCKLYON ROAD, DUBLIN 16 TO DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND SCIENCE FOR THE PROVISION OF A SCHOOL BUILDING TO ACCOMMODATE GAELSCOIL CHNOC LIAMHNA. 
Mr. J. Walsh, Director of Economic Development presented the report.

“The Council has agreed terms with the Department of Education and Science for the provision of a site at Knocklyon Road, Dublin 16 to accommodate a local primary school, Gaelscoil Chnoc Liamhna. The School is in operation on a portion of the site at present in prefabricated buildings. The Council has encountered some delay in registering the title to a section of the old Knocklyon Road which was severed by the construction of the M50 (Southern Cross Route ) and has ceased to be a public road.  This section of road runs through the site designated for the school and the title issues will require to be resolved in Land Registry before the legal transfer can be finalised. 

I recommend therefore that, subject to the registration of title as outlined above the Council dispose of its interest in a site measuring 1.5 acres or thereabouts at Knocklyon Road, Dublin 16  as shown outlined in red on Drawing No. PLS.5034-01 to the Department of Education and Science in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 subject to the following terms and conditions as recommended by the Council’s Valuer:-

1. That the Council dispose of the subject site for the consideration of €1,018,620.00(one million, eighteen thousand six hundred and twenty euro).

2. That the Council shall retain a wayleave to services that exist in the above land (if any).

3. That each party shall be responsible for its own costs and fees in this matter.

4. That the Purchaser shall obtain the written consent of the Council prior to entering onto the subject plot for the purpose of carrying out any works thereon.

5. That no agreement enforceable at law is created or intended to be created until exchange of contracts has taken place.

6. That the County Solicitor shall draft the necessary legal Agreement and may include further terms and conditions as are deemed appropriate in order to protect the Council’s interest in this case.

The lands to be disposed of form part of lands acquired from Elizabeth Meade in 1980 and from Thomas McInerney and Company Ltd in 1977 for roads and open space purposes . 

J. Horan 

County Manager”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors J. Daly, M. Daly, M. Murphy and C. Keane.  Mr. Walsh responded to the Members’ queries.

The report was NOTED.

(C/0063/07) PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF PORTION OF LAND ADJACENT TO 68 CASTLE PARK, TALLAGHT, DUBLIN 24 - MR. GERALD KAVANAGH.
The report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“An application has been received from Gerald Kavanagh, 68 Castle Park, Tallaght, Dublin 24  to incorporate a portion of land  adjoining his house, into his garden. This is required by the applicant to provide a buffer zone between the gable of his dwelling and public lands and to alleviate the problem of anti-social behaviour. 

Accordingly, I recommend that the Council dispose of an area measuring 55 square metres or thereabouts adjacent to 68 Castle Park, Tallaght, as shown outlined in red on Drawing No. LA/20/06 to the respective householder, Gerald Kavanagh in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 subject to the following terms and conditions as recommended by the Council’s Valuer:-

1. That the area be disposed on the basis of a leasehold disposal for garden purposes only.

2. The applicant to pay to the Council a capital premium of €1,325 (one thousand three hundred and twenty five euro).

3. That the applicant shall be granted a lease in the above land for a term of 99 years at a nominal rent of €1 (one euro) per annum (if demanded) with rent reviews every 5 years linked to changes in the Consumer Price Index.

4. That the Council shall retain a wayleave to any services that exist on, under or above the subject land.

5. That the applicant shall construct a suitable boundary feature to the satisfaction of the Council, the specification for which is to be agreed with the Council’s Parks   

Superintendent.

6. That the applicant shall be responsible for the repositioning of the existing footpath to the satisfaction of the Council.

7. That the applicant shall obtain the written consent of the Council prior to entering onto the subject plot for the purpose of carrying out any works thereon.

8. That each party shall be responsible for their own professional fees.

9. That the applicant shall not cover over or impede access to two manholes located in the subject strip of land from a private combined drain system.

10. That in the event of any building being attached to the side gable of the existing  dwelling to which it is understood an Eircom cable is presently attached, the applicant shall be responsible for the cost of rerouting the cable.

The lands to be disposed of form part of lands acquired from Siobhain O’Dea in 1964 for housing purposes. 

J. Horan 

County Manager”
The report was NOTED.

(C/0064/07)
PART 8 REPORT ON EARLSFORT TRAFFIC CALMING
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“The attached report was considered at the Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee

Meeting (1) on Tuesday 16th January 2007.  Following consideration of the report

it was recommended by the Committee that the Scheme be implemented subject

to the following 5 modifications as listed in the report:-

                                              Modifications:

1.  “Children At Play” signs will be provided at both entrances to the estate.  

2.  It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of 34/36 Earlsfort Meadows.

3.   It is proposed to install an additional ramp on Earlsfort Lane to the side of no17 Earlsfort  Drive.

4.   It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of 75/77 Earlsfort Road.

5.   It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of No. 5/7 Earlsfort View.

MEETING OF LUCAN/CLONDALKIN AREA COMMITTEE (1)


TUESDAY, 16th JANUARY, 2007


HEADED ITEM No.10 

 REPORT ON PART 8 OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

             REGULATIONS 2001 – EARLSFORT EST., LUCAN

 PROPOSED TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES

INTRODUCTION:

Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 prescribes the requirements in respect of certain classes of Local Authority Developments. The Regulations apply to the proposed works involved in the provision of traffic calming in Earlsfort Estate, Lucan.

DESCRIPTION OF SCHEME AS ADVERTISED:

The proposed works consist of the following:

1. Installation of 21 Traffic Calming ramps.

2. Installation of Stop signs at the following locations:

A) on Earlsfort Glade at its junction with Earlsfort Road,

B) on Earlsfort Lawn at its junction with Earlsfort Road.

3. Associated road signage.

CONSULTATION PROCESS:

The Earlsfort Estate, Lucan Traffic Calming Scheme was advertised in accordance with Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001, in the Echo on Thursday, 12th October, 2006.  The scheme went on public display on Thursday 12th October, 2006 to Friday 10th November 2006 at the offices of South Dublin County Council, County Hall, Tallaght, Clondalkin Offices, Ninth Lock Road, Clondalkin, and Lucan Library, Superquinn Shopping Centre, Newcastle Road, Lucan. A leaflet detailing the proposed measures was circulated to each household in Earlsfort Estate.

The closing date for submissions was Friday 24th November 2006.

SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED:

30 submissions were received. A schedule of the submissions is attached to this report and a file containing the submissions is available at the meeting. 

ISSUES RAISED AND ROADS DEPARTMENT REPLIES TO THE SUBMISSIONS:
	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (1)

	1.
	Submission
	Welcomes the scheme.

Requesting the repositioning of the ramp proposed for 9/11 Earlsfort Rise to 17/19.

	1.
	Response
	It is considered that a ramp in the vicinity of 9/11 Earlsfort Rise would be better placed to slow down traffic on this road in advance of the corner.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Residents (2) (9) (11) (16) (17) (19) (20) 

                                                                                         (22) (23) (25) (26) (27) (29) (30)

	2.
	Submission
	Welcomes the scheme.



	2.
	Response
	Noted.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Councillor (3) Residents Association (20b)

	3.
	Submission
	(a) Requesting “Children At Play” signs & Speed   Limit signs at both entrances to the estate.

(b) That ramps cover the full width of the road.

	3.
	Response
	(a) “Children At Play” signs will be provided at both entrances to the estate.  It is not Council policy to install Speed Limit signs at entrance to housing estates.

(b) The ramps will be full road width leaving space a drainage channel on either side of the road.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (4)

	4.
	Submission
	Requesting a gap either side of the roadway to allow cyclists/motorcyclists pass through.

	4.
	Response
	A gap of   300mm (1ft)  will be provided on either side of  the ramp.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (5)

	5.
	Submission
	Concerned that ramp will prevent parking outside her house.

	5.
	Response
	It is possible to park on the ramp.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (6)

	6.
	Submission
	(a) Requesting a Stop sign and line in the vicinity of 13 Earlsfort Lawn.

(b) Requesting Stop signs at all junctions within the estate.

	6.
	Response
	(a) This location is a standard T Junction and a stop sign would not appear to be warranted at this junction.

(b) It is not considered necessary to install Stop signs at all junctions in the estate.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (7)

	7.
	Submission
	Opposing installation of ramp outside her house at 22 Earlsfort Lawn.

	7.
	Response
	That section of Earlsfort Lawn from nos. 13 to 46 is a long straight road and house nos. 21/22 were identified as a suitable location for the provision of a ramp to reduce the speed of traffic on this road.  It is proposed to proceed with the installation of a ramp at this location.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (8)

	8.
	Submission
	Welcomes the scheme.

Requesting additional ramp at bend in the vicinity of house nos. 25/27 Earlsfort Road.

	8.
	Response
	As the scheme provides for the installation of a ramp either side of this bend it is not proposed to install a ramp at this location.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (10) (18)

	9.
	Submission
	Requesting ramps on Earlsfort Drive.

	9.
	Response
	Due to the configuration of the driveways it is not possible to install ramps on Earlsfort Drive.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (12) (14)

	10.
	Submission
	Requesting additional ramps in the vicinity of 36/38 Earlsfort Meadows.



	10.
	Response
	It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of 34/36 Earlsfort Meadows.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Residents (13) (14b)

	11.
	Submission
	Requesting additional ramps at the following locations:

(a)  On Earlsfort Meadows after turn in from Earlsfort Road;

(b)  On Earlsfort Meadows opposite the Green;

(c)  On Earlsfort Park opposite the Green. 

	11.
	Response
	(a) It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of 34/36 Earlsfort Meadows.

(b) It is considered that the additional ramp in the vicinity of 34/36 Earlsfort Meadows will obviate the need for a ramp on Earlsfort Meadows opposite the green.

© This request is from a resident in Earlsfort Meadows. No request has been received from any resident in Earlsfort Park. As this section of Earlsfort Park is a short cul-de-sac the installation of a ramp would not appear to be warranted. However, this location will be kept under review.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (15)

	12.
	Submission
	Considers the junction at the community centre to be dangerous.  

	12.
	Response
	The scheme provides for the installation of a ramp in the vicinity of the community centre.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (18)

	13.
	Submission
	Requesting additional ramp on entrance to Earlsfort Lane.

	13.
	Response
	It is proposed to install an additional ramp on Earlsfort Lane to the side of no 17 Earlsfort Drive.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (19)

	14.
	Submission
	Requests that ramps either side of the bend on Earlsfort Road are retained.

	14.
	Response
	The scheme provides for the installation of  ramps at these locations.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Residents Association (20) 

	15.
	Submission
	Requesting that the ramps as installed include reflective strips/cats eyes.



	15.
	Response
	These reflective strips will be included in the ramps.




	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Dublin Fire Brigade

	16.
	Submission
	No objection to the proposal.  Recommends that ramps be no greater than 75mm high and are at 100m intervals.

	16.
	Response
	The ramps will not be greater than 75mm high and will be spaced at approx  75m  intervals.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (22)

	17.
	Submission
	Requesting double yellow lines on the right angled bend on Earlsfort Road.  

	17.
	Response
	The request for double yellow lines will be examined separately by the Traffic Section.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (23)

	18.
	Submission
	Requesting a Stop sign and line on Earlsfort Park at its junction with Earlsfort Close/Glade.

	18.
	Response
	This location is a standard T Junction and a stop sign would not appear to be warranted at this junction.



	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Senator on behalf of Individual Resident (24)

	19.
	Submission
	Concerned at ramp proposed outside 28 Earlsfort Rise as it may create difficulties for mini-bus.

	19.
	Response
	The installation of this ramp will not interfere with current parking at this location.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Individual Resident (25)

	20.
	Submission
	Requesting an additional ramp at the junction of Earlsfort Road/Earlsfort Meadows.

	20.
	Response
	It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of 75/77 Earlsfort Road.


	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by: Residents  Assoc. (28) ,Individual Resident (30b)

	21.
	Submission
	(a) Requesting double yellow lines at 7 locations.

(b) Requesting additional ramp in the vicinity of no. 11 Earlsfort View.

	21.
	Response
	(a) The request for double yellow lines will be examined separately by the Traffic Section.

(b) It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of No.  5/7  Earlsfort View .


RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the scheme be implemented subject to the following  5 modifications:-
1.  “Children At Play” signs will be provided at both entrances to the estate.  

2.  It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of 34/36 Earlsfort Meadows.

3.   It is proposed to install an additional ramp on Earlsfort Lane to the side of no17 Earlsfort  
      Drive.

4.   It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of 75/77 Earlsfort Road.

5.   It is proposed to install an additional ramp in the vicinity of No. 5/7 Earlsfort View.
The recommendation of the Committee will be brought to the County Council for decision. 

LIST OF SUBMISSIONS

	No.
	Name
	Address



	1
	Phil O’Brien
	2 Earlsfort Rise

	2
	Paula Regan
	56 Earlsfort Road

	3
	Councillor Trevor Gilligan
	c/o South Dublin County Council

	4
	Martin Stackpoole
	44 Earlsfort Meadows

	5
	Tara Hogan
	11 Earlsfort Road

	6
	Cara & Colm Reid
	12 Earlsfort Lawn

	7 
	Geraldine Lyons
	22 Earlsfort Lawn

	8
	Sheila Burke
	52 Earlsfort Road

	9
	Rani  Mugany
	68 Earlsfort Road

	10
	Emer & David Grenville
	Earlsfort Drive

	11
	Liam & Lorraine O’Brien              
	Earlsfort Road

	12
	Amy Torr
	38 Earlsfort Meadows

	13
	Karla & Fergal McNamara
	23 Earlsfort Meadows

	14
	Elizabeth Griffin
	44 The Meadows

	15
	Jenny Doran
	Earlsfort Close

	16
	Craig Thomas
	48 Earlsfort Road

	17
	Sean de Barra
	

	18
	Tom Prior
	3 Earlsfort Drive

	19
	John Mullaney
	54 Earlsfort Road

	20
	John Mullaney on behalf of Earlsfort Residents Assoc.
	54 Earlsfort Road

	21
	Dublin Fire Brigade
	Fire Brigade Headquarters, 165-169 Townsend Street, Dublin 2.

	22
	Pádraig O’Gnimh
	10 Earlsfort Gardens 

	23
	Rowan Lyons
	25 Earlsfort Close

	24
	Senator Joanna Tuffy (on behalf of Ms. Mary Larkin, 28 Earlsfort Rise) 
	Seanad Eireann, Leinster House,Kildare Street, Dublin 2.

	25
	Derek Tomney
	

	26
	Elaine Lacy
	18 Earlsfort Rise

	27
	Terri Doyle
	16 Earlsfort View

	28
	John Mullaney on behalf of Earlsfort Residents Assoc.
	54 Earlsfort Road

	29
	Luke Moriarty (Fianna Fáil)
	Unit 15 Palmerstown Shopping Centre, Palmerstown, Dublin 20.

	30
	Evelyn O’Connell
	Earlsfort View, Lucan”


A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors E. Tuffy, D. Keating and T. Gilligan. Mr. J. McLoughlin, Senior Engineer responded to the Members’ queries.
The report was NOTED and it was AGREED that the proposed development be carried out as recommended in the Manager’s Report.

(C/0065/07)
PART 8 REPORT – PROPOSED LINK BETWEEN AYLMER ROAD AND PEAMOUNT ROAD

The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“The attached report was considered at the Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee Meeting (1) on Tuesday 16th January 2007.

Following consideration of the report it was recommended by the Committee that the scheme be implemented subject to the following 3 modifications as listed in the report:-

1. Access gates will be provided to severed lands

2. A noise assessment study will be carried out

3. Tree planting will be carried out in the road verge.

MEETING OF LUCAN / ClONDALKIN  AREA COMMITTEE (1)

  16Th January, 2007

HEADED ITEM No. 9  

REPORT ON PART 8 OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS 2001

PROPOSED LINK ROAD BETWEEN THE AYLMER ROAD
AND PEAMOUNT ROAD (R120) IN THE TOWNLANDS
OF WESTMANSTOWN AND PEAMOUNT

INTRODUCTION:

Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 prescribes the requirements in respect of certain classes of Local Authority Developments. The Regulations apply to the proposed works involved in the provision of a new link road between the Aylmer Road and the Peamount Road (R120) in the townlands of Westmanstown and Peamount.

PLANNING CONTEXT:

The proposal is in accordance with Variation (No. 1 - Greenogue) of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010 Written Statement in respect of lands at Greenogue, Newcastle, Co. Dublin:-

Variation (No. 1) of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010 Written Statement was made on the 9th January, 2006 as follows:
Deletion of existing Specific Local Objective No. 56:

 “Prior to the commencement of development of the industrial lands at Greenogue, newly-zoned in this Development Plan, the Greenogue Road West, northwards as far as the Newcastle Road shall be completed”

and replacing it with the new Specific Local Objective 56 as follows:

“It is an objective of the Council to provide at the earliest possible date, a new link road between the Peamount Road and Aylmer Road to facilitate the development of zoned industrial lands and to divert through traffic away from Newcastle Village Centre”.    

DESCRIPTION OF THE SCHEME AS ADVERTISED:

The proposal is to provide a link road between the Aylmer Road and Peamount Road (R120) in the Townlands of Westmanstown and Peamount as described below:

1. A link road of approximately 1.15km in length, with a cross-section of two 4.5metre wide lanes, two 1.5 metre verges and one 2.0 metre footpath;

2. A roundabout at the junction of the link road with the R120 Regional Road;

3. A roundabout at the junction of the link road with the Aylmer Road;

4. An access from the Greenogue Business Park onto the roundabout at the Aylmer Road;

5. Traffic signs, roadmarkings, public lighting, drainage and associated works; and

6. Tie-in works with the existing road network.

CONSULTATION PROCESS:
The proposed development was advertised in accordance with Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001, in the Irish Independent and The Echo on Thursday 13th July 2006.
The scheme went on public display on Thursday 13th July 2006 to Friday 11th August 2006 as required by the Planning and Development Regulations 2001. Details of the proposed scheme were on display at the offices of South Dublin County Council, County Hall, Tallaght; County Library, County Hall, Tallaght; and South Dublin County Council Civic Offices, Clondalkin. The closing date for submissions was Monday 28th August 2006 before 4.30pm.

SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED:

Three submissions were received. A schedule of the submissions is attached to this report and a file containing the submissions is available at the meeting.
	Concerns Expressed
	  Submission by: (1)

	1.1
	Submission
	Access: Our client requests a total of three access points and gates off the new road as it traverses her lands i.e. one access point to the dwelling house , one separate access point to the portion of lands on the house side and one access point to the severed lands north east of the new road. All access details to be discussed and agreed. Access points to be suitable for commercial development at all three locations. 

	 
	Response
	Existing access points rendered ineffective will be replaced and an access point to any severed lands resulting from the road proposal will be provided, where such lands are rendered inaccessible from any existing access. Accesses will be constructed in accordance with current design criteria whilst having regard to current land use and zoning.

Locations of these access points will be agreed at detailed design stage.

	1.2
	Submission
	Noise Mitigation: Noise mitigation to be installed along both sides of the new road for the entire length of owner’s property.

	 
	Response
	A noise assessment study will be carried out as part of the detailed design. 

	1.3
	Submission
	Landscaping: Dense landscape planting to be installed alongside both sides of the new road in the interest of visual amenity.

	 
	Response
	Tree planting will be incorporated in the verge of the proposed road. 

	1.4
	Submission
	Surplus: No lands surplus to road building requirements to be acquired in this case.

	 
	Response
	Lands deemed necessary and sufficient for the scheme will be identified at detailed design / CPO stage. No surplus lands will be acquired.

	1.5
	Submission
	Ducts: Service ducts suitable for development to be laid under the new road. Number and size of ducts to be discussed and agreed with owner.

	 
	Response
	Service ducts and road drainage will be laid as required for the construction of the proposed road, having regard to the existing zoning of the area 

	1.6
	Submission
	Drainage: The scheme should be designed in such a manner that it facilitates the proper drainage of the retained lands with no negative drainage impacts particularly in relation to the river along the frontage of the property.

	 
	Response
	The proposed drainage system will cater for both the normal run-off from the proposed road and any resulting interference with the natural drainage system of the lands.

	1.7
	Submission
	Structural / Condition Survey: Structural / Condition Survey to be carried out on the dwelling house prior to construction.

	 
	Response
	As Westmanstown House will be approximately 50m from the new road, a condition survey is not considered necessary. Ground vibrations produced by road traffic are unlikely to cause structural vibration in properties located at such a distance from well-maintained and smooth road surfaces. Appropriate measures will also be undertaken at construction stage to ensure vibration will not be an issue in the vicinity of Westmanstown House. 



	1.8
	Submission
	Lighting: Road lighting to be suitably shaded so that it causes minimal light pollution to dwelling house and property.

	 
	Response
	Any public lighting incorporated into the scheme shall be designed to current standards which incorporate minimisation of light pollution.


	Concerns Expressed
	  Submission by: (2)

	2.1
	Submission
	We believe that the proposed road will generate significant additional ‘rat-run’ traffic from the Naas Road to Celbridge and to Lucan. This will divert significantly increased traffic close to our house.

	
	Response
	The purpose of the proposed road is to divert traffic primarily associated with the zoned industrial lands at Greenoge away from Newcastle Village Centre.

It is not envisaged that the proposed road will be the cause of increased traffic volumes passing Reniskey House, over and above normal expected traffic growth on the Peamount Road. The proposed road will be located at a greater distance from Reniskey House than the existing R120.

	2.2
	Submission
	Our house is located close to the proposed roundabout on the junction of the proposed road and Peamount Road, with the proposed road running parallel to the boundary of our property. The proposed roundabout and road will generate significant additional noise and other pollution. It will also make our property significantly more visible and vulnerable from both roads. We would insist that a solid wall of a height of at least 2.5 metres be provided along the boundaries of our property to both roads and where necessary returned along our other boundaries.



	 
	Response
	At detail design stage full consideration will be given to the distance of Reniskey House to the proposed roundabout and any impacts of merging the proposed route with the existing R120. A noise assessment study will be carried out as part of the detailed design. 

Given the distance of the existing property from the proposed road, and the quality of existing hedging and trees surrounding Reniskey House, it is envisaged that impact will be minimal and the boundary treatments sought would be unnecessary. 

Boundary treatments will be discussed with the property owner in the context of acquisition of lands for the proposed road.

	2.3
	Submission
	We believe the approaches to the proposed roundabout on the Peamount Road should have ramps to slow traffic approaching the roundabout as the visibility is poor due to bends in the road or alternatively that this section of road is realigned.

	
	Response
	An examination of the approaches to any proposed junction is undertaken at detailed design stage and appropriate measures will be incorporated into the design.

	2.4
	Submission
	It is not clear if you intend to acquire land from our holding for the proposed new roundabout. Can you please clarify this matter and also at which point we should make further observations.

	
	Response
	The full extent of the lands required for the scheme become apparent when the detailed design is complete. Should any holding be affected, the acquisition is by way of agreement with the land owner or by way of a Compulsory Purchase Order. In the latter case the CPO is published and land owners served with the statutory notices, which will specify their statutory entitlements including the making of submissions to An Bord Pleanala. 

At any stage the land owner or interested party can seek what information they require from South Dublin County Council.


	Concerns Expressed
	  Submission by: (3)

	3.1
	Submission
	Access: Our clients are currently actively progressing a masterplan for future development of the Peamount lands. In this context it is submitted that the design and alignment of the proposed Link Road should consider appropriate future access arrangements to the Peamount lands. This is particularly pertinent in the context of the development plan objective which states that it is an objective of the Council to “examine the feasibility and infrastructure requirements” in relation to Peamount.

The detail of such access should be subject to detailed agreement with Peamount Hospital and their advisors. We enclose a drawing which outlines an appropriate and potential access roundabout arrangement serving the Peamount lands from the proposed link Road.

It is respectfully submitted that the roads and Traffic Department should not object to any future planning application in relation to the subject lands that would include a roundabout access to Peamount.

	 
	Response
	The current zoning in the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 – 2010 identifies the objective to protect and improve rural amenity and provide for the development of agriculture. In the context of the current zoning the provision of other than access for agricultural use is premature. 



	3.2
	Submission
	Saggart – Rathcoole – Newcastle Drainage Collection Improvement Scheme: It is noted that in tandem with the current Part 8 proposal South Dublin County Council are currently progressing a major new drainage collection improvement scheme which also has a direct bearing on our client’s lands. We enclose in appendix three a drawing indicating the location of the proposed improvement scheme.

We respectfully submit that it would be more appropriate for the Part 8 drainage to be connected to an improved drainage along the R120 than for the County Council to take a new way leave as shown on the Part 8 proposal.

This would be a more efficient course of action from an engineering and land use perspective and ultimately would result in far less disruption to our clients lands.

	 
	Response
	These matters will be considered in the detailed design of the scheme.

 

	3.3
	Submission
	Servicing: With regard to the provision of services, it is submitted that the development of the new Link Road should take cognisance of the development plan objective regarding the future of the Peamount Lands and that provision should be made for the routing of future services along this road. Provision should be made to accommodate all the services necessary to serve a major development on these lands such as foul sewerage, ‘gas’, water, broadband, ESB, telecom etc in the future.

	
	Response
	Services along the proposed road will be determined at detailed design stage having regard to the zoning as shown in the current Development Plan, 2004 – 2010. 

	3.4
	Submission
	Boundary Treatment: It is submitted that the proposed Link Road should have an appropriate boundary to ensure the protection of our client’s lands. Our preferred form of boundary treatment is a 1.2 stone clad base wall with metal railings extending to an overall height of 2.5 metres. We enclose in appendix four a drawing indicating the appropriate detail of our preferred boundary treatment.

	
	Response
	Boundary treatment is a matter for detailed design stage having regard to the current zoning of the lands. In general in the rural environment, a timber post and rail fence is considered appropriate.

	3.5
	Submission
	Field Gates: It is noted that our client’s lands currently have three farm access field gates that will be affected by the proposed development. These farm access field gates should be clearly identified on the proposed Part 8 drawings and these access gates maintained in order to ensure the necessary access to our clients lands. We enclose a drawing indicating the location of these farm access gates.



	
	Response
	Existing access points rendered ineffective will be replaced and an access point to any severed lands resulting from the road proposal will be provided, where such lands are rendered inaccessible from any existing access. Accesses will be constructed in accordance with current design criteria whilst having regard to current land use and zoning.

Locations of these access points will be agreed at detailed design stage. 


RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the scheme as advertised be implemented, subject to the following:-

1. Access gates will be provided to severed lands

2. A noise assessment study will be carried out

3. Tree planting will be carried out in the road verge.
LIST OF SUBMISSIONS:

	No.
	Name and Address
	Agent
	

	1


	Kathleen Byrne,

 Westmanstown House,

Westmanstown,

Newcastle, 

Co. Dublin.
	Mr Tom Corr,



Charterer Valuation Surveyor,

Gaynor Corr & Associates Ltd.,

4 Abbeyleix Road,

Portlaoise,

Co Laois.
	

	2


	John and Margo Delaney,

Reniskey House,

Peamount Road,

Newcastle,

Co Dublin.
	
	

	3
	Peamount Hospital Inc
	John Spain,

John Spain Associates,
Planning & Development Consultants

10 Lower Mount Street,

Dublin 2.”
	


A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors R. Dowds, T. Ridge and T. Gilligan. 

The report was NOTED and it was AGREED that the proposed development be carried out as recommended in the Manager’s Report.

(C/0066/07) 
SECTION 38 REPORT ON WHITEBROOK PARK, SPRINGFIELD TRAFFIC CALMING SCHEME.
The report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:
“The attached report was considered at the Tallaght Area Committee Meeting (2) on

Monday 22nd January 2007.  Following consideration of the report it was recommended

by the Committee that the Scheme be implemented subject to the following 2 

modifications as listed in the report:-

                                              Modifications:

1.
It is proposed to install 2 additional ramps at the following locations:

(a)  between 65 and 66 Whitebrook Park;

(b)  to the side of 47 Whitebrook Park.

2.
Ramp originally shown to the side of 17 Whitebrook Park will be repositioned closer to no. 18 Whitebrook Park.

MEETING OF TALLAGHT AREA COMMITTEE (2)

TUESDAY 16TH JANUARY 2007

HEADED ITEM No. 15   

REPORT UNDER SECTION 38 OF THE ROAD TRAFFIC ACT 1994

PROPOSED TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES IN WHITEBROOK PARK, SPRINGFIELD, TALLAGHT.

INTRODUCTION:

Section 38 of the Road Traffic Act 1994 empowers a Roads Authority to provide traffic calming measures in respect of public roads in their charge. Following the receipt of a petition signed by a large number of residents of Whitebrook Park requesting traffic calming measures the Council designed a traffic calming scheme. The proposed traffic calming measures as circulated to the residents of Whitebrook Park, Springfield, Tallaght are as follows:-  

DESCRIPTION OF SCHEME

The proposed works consist of the following:
1. The construction of five (5) standard traffic calming ramps,

2. Associated Road signage.

CONSULTATION PROCESS:

Details of the proposed Traffic Calming Scheme for Whitebrook Park, Springfield, Tallaght were distributed to all households in Whitebrook Park.  The closing date for submissions was 4.30 p.m. on Friday 24th November, 2006.   

SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED

Six (6) submissions were received.   

A schedule of the submissions is attached to this report and a file containing the submissions is available at the meeting.

ISSUES RAISED AND ROADS DEPARTMENT REPLIES TO THE SUBMISSIONS:

	Concerns

Expressed        Submission by Resident (1)

	1.
	Submission
	Welcomes the scheme.

Concerned if ramp is positioned outside the driveway.

	1.
	Response
	The ramp will be positioned so as not to interfere with the entrance/egress at this driveway.

	
	Submission by Residents (2), (3) & (5) 

	2.
	Submission
	Requesting additional traffic calming measures between house nos. 22 and 64 due to joyriding.

	2.
	Response
	It is proposed to install 2 additional ramps at the following locations:

(a)  between 65 and 66 Whitebrook Park;

(b)  to the side of 47 Whitebrook Park.

	
	Submission by Resident (3)

	3.
	Submission
	Requesting repositioning of ramp shown to the side of no. 17 closer to no. 18 Whitebrook Park.

	3.
	Response
	Ramp will be repositioned as requested.

	
	Submission by Resident (4)

	4.
	Submission
	Would not like a ramp outside no. 32 Whitebrook Park.

	4.
	Response
	There is no proposal to install a ramp outside no. 32 Whitebrook Park.

	
	Submission by Dublin Fire Brigade (6)

	5.
	Submission
	No objection to the proposal.  Recommends that ramps be no greater than 75mm high and are at 100m intervals.

	5.
	Response
	The ramps will not be greater than 75mm high and will be spaced at approx 65m intervals.


RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the scheme be implemented subject to the following 2 modifications:

1.
It is proposed to install 2 additional ramps at the following locations:

(a)  between 65 and 66 Whitebrook Park;

(b)  to the side of 47 Whitebrook Park.

2.
Ramp originally shown to the side of 17 Whitebrook Park will be repositioned closer to no. 18 Whitebrook Park.

The recommendation of the Committee will be brought to the County Council for decision.

LIST OF SUBMISSIONS


NAME






ADDRESS

1. Paul Kenny, 
       
42 Whitebrook Park, Springfield, Tallaght, Dublin 24 

2. Angela Kenna, 
       
66 Whitebrook Park, Springfield, Tallaght, Dublin 24

3. Ian Kane, 
       

58 Whitebrook Park, Springfield, Tallaght, Dublin 24

4. Sandra Boyle,            
32 Whitebrook Park, Springfield, Tallaght, Dublin 24

5. Noel Murphy.

6.  Dublin Fire Brigade,
Fire Brigade Headquarters, 165-169 Townsend Street,  Dublin 2.”
It was proposed by Councillor E. Maloney, seconded by Councillor J. Neville   and AGREED:

“That the Traffic Calming Scheme for Whitebrook Park, Springfield be implemented as recommended by the Tallaght Area Committee – 22nd January 2007.”
(C/0067/07) 
REPORT ON METRO WEST PROJECT
Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Planning presented the report.
“The attached report was considered at the joint meeting of the Lucan/Clondalkin and Tallaght Area Committees.
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Metro West Project 

Report to the joint meeting of the Lucan-Clondalkin and Tallaght Area Committees of South Dublin County Council

South Dublin Planning and Transportation Departments

29 January 2007

Introduction

The proposed Metro West Project is an orbital light rail corridor that runs around the western and northern edges of the Dublin built-up area, outside, or west of the route of the M50 orbital motorway.

The Metro West corridor extends from Tallaght Town Centre to the proposed City Centre to Airport Metro Line, or ‘Metro North’ line, just south east of the Airport.  

The Metro West corridor is planned to link communities in the Tallaght, Clondalkin, Liffey Valley and Blanchardstown areas as well as the Luas Red line, the Dublin-Kildare and Dublin-Maynooth rail lines and Metro North, thereby enhancing the connectivity of the entire rail/metro/luas network.

Metro West will run as a light railway system initially, with similarities to the mainly segregated parts of the existing Luas systems.  Examples of this include the Luas red line where it adjoins Tallaght Hospital or runs adjacent to Embankment Road and the Luas green line where it runs on the track bed of the old Harcourt Street rail line.

Metro west is compatible with existing Luas light rail and will allow for full integration between luas and proposed metro transport networks in the Dublin Area.  Metro West will also have the ability to upgrade to carry more passengers when required.

As a light rail system Metro West is currently proposed to mainly run at surface level. It will cross some road junctions at street level and bridges and underpasses will be provided at major roads, railways and other crossings.  

In particular, it is proposed that Metro West will be ‘grade separated’ (will be separate and run over or under) all National Primary Roads (N7 Naas Road, N4 Galway Road, N3 Navan Road and N2 Ashbourne Road) and Heavy Rail lines (Kildare and Maynooth lines) that it crosses.

The Rail Procurement Agency (RPA) is the Statutory Agency responsible for overseeing the implementation of the Metro West Project.  The RPA has identified two main route options for Metro West -Route Option 1 and Route Option 2.   There are also a number of ‘sub-options’ with the South Dublin County Council Area.  These are mainly in relation to Route Option 1.

South Dublin is the Local Planning and Transport Authority in respect of over half the proposed Metro West Route.  The other Local Authority is Fingal County Council.  In this capacity and as a statutory consultee, it is proposed that South Dublin County Council make a submission in respect of the proposed Metro West Project.

Evaluation of Route Options

Route Option 1 – South Dublin Section

Option 1 starts in Tallaght Town Centre on the Belgard Road. From Tallaght the route follows Belgard Road north, crosses over the Luas Red Line and continues to Newlands Cross. It crosses the N7 (Naas Road) and runs north along Fonthill Road, crossing the Grand Canal and the Kildare railway line. The route serves Liffey Valley Town Centre before crossing the N4 (Lucan by pass) and the River Liffey. There are sub-options to run the route around Clondalkin Town Centre and more directly into Liffey Valley Shopping Centre.  There is a further sub-option to use the existing Luas line in Tallaght rather than the southern part of the Belgard Road.

Route Option 1 – Fingal Section

North of the River Liffey the route continues to Porterstown, crossing the Royal Canal and Maynooth railway line. From there it runs along Blanchardstown Road South, before turning east to Millennium Park and the Blanchardstown Town Centre. The route crosses the N3 (Navan Road) and Tolka Valley Park before reaching the Snugborough Road. The route follows the Snugborough Road, serving the National Aquatic Centre to reach the Ballycoolin Road. The route turns east towards the M50, crossing Cappagh Road and the N2 and runs between the M50 and Dublin Airport to join up with Metro North at in the vicinity of Ballymun. Passengers will be able to travel north to the Airport and Swords or south to the city centre. 

Option 1 includes eight indicative stops and two possible future stops in the South Dublin County Council area.  Following a review of Route Option 1 the following merits have been identified. 

Advantages: 

1. Links the key towns and centres of Tallaght, Clondalkin, Liffey Valley and Blanchardstown. 

2. Serve existing centres of employment and population, including the three principal centres in South Dublin.

3. Direct route with 8-10 stops in SDCC.

4. Also serves significant areas of planned and potential future development.

5. Intersects with planned Balgaddy SDZ at optimal location for interchange with Kildare Route Project.

6. Sustainable urban public transport corridor with opportunities for infill and redevelopment.

7. Allows for direct crossing of River Liffey Valley.

8. Doesn’t interfere with capacity of existing Luas Red Line.

9. Allows for future proofing in terms of possible extension east, to areas such as Terenure, Rathfarnham or Dundrum.

Disadvantages:

1. Potential conflict with traffic and impact on residual traffic and/or QBC capacity along parts of the Belgard-Fonthill Road corridor, where not separated.

2. Potential for impact on existing communities during construction   and operating phases.

3. Will necessitate some land acquisition and displacement due to limited reservations in areas like Clondalkin (compensation will be payable in any such cases).

4. Will traverse River Liffey Valley (no alternative route).

5. If certain sub-options taken, may only skirt Clondalkin Town Centre and/or Liffey Valley Centre.

6. If certain sub option taken, may interfere with Luas red line capacity to Tallaght and Citywest.

7. Potential Archaeological sites along the route, particularly in Clondalkin area, which if discovered, must be resolved.

Route Option 2 – South Dublin Section

Route Option 2 starts at the Tallaght Luas terminus on the Red Line. It runs along the existing Luas line as far as Cookstown Road and takes the proposed Citywest extension line as far as Cheeverstown. At Cheeverstown, the route separates from the Luas line and follows the Outer Ring Road north to Kingswood where it crosses the N7 (Naas Road). It continues along the Outer Ring Road through Grange Castle, skirting Clondalkin to the west. Following the Outer Ring Road it crosses the Grand Canal and the Kildare Railway line at Kishoge. Continuing north into Lucan along the Outer Ring Road the route crosses the N4 (Lucan By-pass) and crosses the River Liffey just north-west of the Hermitage Golf Club.

Route Option 2 – Fingal Section

North of the River Liffey the route joins up with Route Option 1, just south of Porterstown. It crosses the Royal Canal and the Maynooth railway line. From there it runs along Blanchardstown Road South serving Blanchardstown Town Centre. It then crosses the N3 (Navan Road) and Tolka Valley and continues north along Blanchardstown Road North. The route follows Blanchardstown Road North serving the Blanchardstown Institute of Technology. It turns onto Ballycoolin Road where it joins Route Option 1 as far as the N2 (Ashbourne Road). It then crosses the N2 (Ashbourne Road) and runs between the M50 and Dublin Airport north of Route Option 1 to join with Metro North in the vicinity of Ballymun. Passengers will be able to travel north to the Airport and Swords or south to the city centre. 

Following a review of Route Option 2 the following merits have been identified. 

Advantages:

1. Metro and existing/already proposed Luas interchangeable, to Cheeverstown.

2. Likely to be cheaper and easier to construct, as more of route through open, undeveloped lands and parklands.

3. Crossing N7 at Kingswood less constrained than Newlands Cross.

4. 10-11 stations in SDCC.

5. Serves Citywest and Grange Castle employment areas.

6. Penetrates planned SDZ development lands at Kishoge.

7. Serves the proposed Affordable Home Partnership (AHP) site at St. Edmondsbury Lucan and potential SDCC Affordable Housing lands Corkagh.

Disadvantages:

1. By passes key Towns of Clondalkin and Liffey Valley Centre

2. Does not serve the principal existing centres of population in the County.

3. Indirect route with more stops and longer journey times. 

4. Significant Interference with Luas red line capacity to Tallaght and Citywest.

5. 5 out of 10-11 proposed stations already existing on Luas Red Line or proposed Citywest Extension.

6. Potential conflict with traffic and impact on traffic and/or QBC capacity along on the completed and nearly completed sections of the Outer Ring Road, particularly on existing constrained sections to the north of the Adamstown roundabout and south of the N7. 

7. Significant areas of land along the route are not designated for future development, including Belgard Quarry, Corkagh Park and Grange Castle Golf Course.

8. Grange Castle is a low density employment area with a 24 hour shift pattern that militates against public transport patronage.

9. Potential impact on River Liffey Valley due to approach length to crossing.

10. Reservation may interfere with AHP housing potential at St. Edmondsbury. 

11. Kishoge is not the optimal location on the Balgaddy SDZ lands for a major interchange between Metro West and the Kildare Route Project. 

12. Accessibility to interchange and stations compromised by severance associated by the Outer Ring Road, especially where dual carriageway.

Analysis

Route Option 1 directly links the three principal designated Town Centres in the County.  Route Option 1 also links some of the most significant development areas in the County – Tallaght Town Centre, Clondalkin Town Centre, Balgaddy-Clonburris SDZ and Liffey Valley Town Centre and will provide infill/consolidation opportunities.  Route Option 1 is based entirely on new light rail infrastructure and provides for transport interchange opportunities at several key locations, including Tallaght Town Centre, Belgard, Fonthill and Liffey Valley.

Whilst there are likely to be some traffic and construction impacts, which must be subject to detailed assessment and amelioration, in strategic terms, Route option 1 is a sustainable urban public transport corridor that will serve both existing and proposed communities as well as commercial activity.

Route Option 2 is located in a more open, less developed corridor and is likely to be less expensive to construct, but will only partly serve the three principal  designated Town Centres in the County.  It by-passes Clondalkin and Liffey Valley Centre.  Whilst it will serve communities in West Tallaght and East Lucan, these areas are planned be served by the proposed Luas extension to Citywest and Lucan Luas lines respectively.  The Citywest and Grange Castle employment areas are predominantly low density and the latter in particular includes significant 24 hour employment patterns, which limit public transport patronage.

Most significantly, Route Option 2 includes partial sharing of existing and planned Luas infrastructure, including five existing/already planned stations.  This could give rise to capacity constraints, especially between Cheeverstown and Belgard, which may limit service to Tallaght and/or Citywest.  The relatively large number of stations over a short distance, when combined with a less direct, route, would ultimately result in longer journey times.  

Finally, Route Option 2 follows a major sub-regional road corridor and adjoins significant areas not designated for development including Belgard Quarry, Corkagh Park and Grange Castle Golf Course and does not therefore conveniently serve existing or planned future populations.

Recommendation

Taking all of the above into consideration, Route Option 1 more closely accords with National and Regional Planning Guidance and the objectives of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 and is recommended as the South Dublin Preferred Route Option.

There are some areas of where more detailed analysis is required or where specific measures should be recommended, as part of the ongoing consultation and public inquiry processes on order to ensure that Route Option 1 is optimised, however.

Whilst it is recommended that South Dublin County Council endorse and support Route Option 1, it is also recommended that the following measures be sought in the Council’s formal submission to the RPA:-

· Consideration should be given to the location and format of a new terminus in Tallaght Town Centre, in order to provide a convenient link with the existing Luas terminus.  Ideally, Metrowest should terminate on Belgard Square North, on the other side of the proposed new town square (Millennium Square) to the existing Luas, allowing interchange passengers to link across the Square.

· Measures to minimise interference with traffic on Belgard Road must be incorporated in order to maintain existing routes between areas to the west and the east of Belgard Road.

· Most significantly, the section of the proposed Metrowest Project between the approach to Newlands Cross on Belgard Road, through Clondalkin as far as the Nangor Road, must be underground. The Newlands Cross crossing is currently proposed as a separated junction.  This should be continued, below ground.  

· The sub option to link into Liffey Valley Centre must be considered carefully.  Whilst this is supported in the context of Town Centre zoning, the full implications of this in terms of journey times and environmental impact must be carefully assessed.

· The River Liffey Valley crossing must also be considered carefully and be via a lightweight bridge structure of the highest possible design quality.

The following recommendation was agreed; 

Recommendation

Taking all of the above into consideration, Route Option 1 more closely accords with National and Regional Planning Guidance and the objectives of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 and is recommended as the South Dublin Preferred Route Option.

There are some areas of where more detailed analysis is required or where specific measures should be recommended, as part of the ongoing consultation and public inquiry processes on order to ensure that Route Option 1 is optimised, however.

Whilst it is recommended that South Dublin County Council endorse and support Route Option 1, it is also recommended that the following measures be sought in the Council’s formal submission to the RPA:-

· Consideration should be given to the location and format of a new terminus in Tallaght Town Centre, in order to provide a convenient link with the existing Luas terminus.  Ideally, Metrowest should terminate on Belgard Square North, on the other side of the proposed new town square (Millennium Square) to the existing Luas, allowing interchange passengers to link across the Square.

· Measures to minimise interference with traffic on Belgard Road must be incorporated in order to maintain existing routes between areas to the west and the east of Belgard Road.

· Most significantly, the section of the proposed Metrowest Project between the approach to Newlands Cross on Belgard Road, through Clondalkin as far as the Nangor Road, must be underground. The Newlands Cross crossing is currently proposed as a separated junction.  This should be continued, below ground.  

· The sub option to link into Liffey Valley Centre must be considered carefully.  Whilst this is supported in the context of Town Centre zoning, the full implications of this in terms of journey times and environmental impact must be carefully assessed.

· The River Liffey Valley crossing must also be considered carefully and be via a lightweight bridge structure of the highest possible design quality.

It is recommended that the Council endorse this recommendation for formal submission to the RPA.”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors R. Dowds, J. Neville, T. Ridge, C. Keane, T. Gilligan and J. Daly.  Mr. Doherty responded to the Members’ queries.

It was proposed by Councillor E. Maloney, seconded by Councillor A. White and AGREED that:
“Taking all of the above into consideration, Route Option 1 more closely accords with National and Regional Planning Guidance and the objectives of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 and is recommended as the South Dublin Preferred Route Option.

There are some areas of where more detailed analysis is required or where specific measures should be recommended, as part of the ongoing consultation and public inquiry processes on order to ensure that Route Option 1 is optimised, however.

Whilst it is recommended that South Dublin County Council endorse and support Route Option 1, it is also recommended that the following measures be sought in the Council’s formal submission to the RPA:-

· Consideration should be given to the location and format of a new terminus in Tallaght Town Centre, in order to provide a convenient link with the existing Luas terminus.  Ideally, Metrowest should terminate on Belgard Square North, on the other side of the proposed new town square (Millennium Square) to the existing Luas, allowing interchange passengers to link across the Square.

· Measures to minimise interference with traffic on Belgard Road must be incorporated in order to maintain existing routes between areas to the west and the east of Belgard Road.

· Most significantly, the section of the proposed Metrowest Project between the approach to Newlands Cross on Belgard Road, through Clondalkin as far as the Nangor Road, must be underground. The Newlands Cross crossing is currently proposed as a separated junction.  This should be continued, below ground.  

· The sub option to link into Liffey Valley Centre must be considered carefully.  Whilst this is supported in the context of Town Centre zoning, the full implications of this in terms of journey times and environmental impact must be carefully assessed.

· The River Liffey Valley crossing must also be considered carefully and be via a lightweight bridge structure of the highest possible design quality.”
(C/0068/07)
FILLING OF VACANCY ON LOCAL TRAVELLER ACCOMMODATION CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“The Local Traveller Accommodation Consultative Committee was established by the Council in 1999 in accordance with the requirements of the Housing (Traveller Accommodation) Act, 1998 and comprises members of the council, local Travellers, representatives of Traveller bodies and council officials. There is currently a vacancy on the Committee in the Traveller bodies strand. 

At a meeting held on 30th November 2006 the LTACC was informed that Ms. Orla McCaffrey had resigned from the committee and that Tallaght Travellers Community Development Project (TTCDP) proposed to nominate Mr. Glen Keating as a replacement for her.  The LTACC noted this proposal and agreed that the name of Mr. Keating would be forwarded to the County Council for appointment to the committee.  

As the making of appointments to the Local Traveller Accommodation Consultative Committee is a reserved function of the Council the following resolution is required: 

 “That South Dublin County Council hereby resolves that Mr. Glen Keating, C/O Tallaght Travellers Community Development Project be appointed to fill the existing vacancy in the Travellers Bodies strand of the Local Traveller Accommodation Consultative Committee in accordance with Section 22(3) of the Housing (Traveller Accommodation) Act, 1998.”
 It was proposed by Councillor E. Maloney, seconded by Councillor R. Dowds and RESOLVED:

“That South Dublin County Council hereby resolves that Mr. Glen Keating, C/O Tallaght Travellers Community Development Project be appointed to fill the existing vacancy in the Travellers Bodies strand of the Local Traveller Accommodation Consultative Committee in accordance with Section 22(3) of the Housing (Traveller Accommodation) Act, 1998.”  

CORRESPONDENCE
Ministerial
(C/0069/07)
Letter dated 5th January 2007 from the Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government in reply to South Dublin County Council's letter regarding the allocation of the Local Government Funding.
The above letter was NOTED.

 Other
(C/0070/07) 
Letter, dated 19th December 2006 from South Tipperary County Council regarding motion passed in relation to funding of services operated by the Hospice movement.

The above letter was NOTED.
(C/0071/07)
Letter, dated 16th January 2007 from Fingal County Council regarding motion passed calling on the Government to introduce legislation to impose mandatory life-long custodial sentences for murder.

The above letter was NOTED.
(C/0072/07)
Letter, dated 16th January 2007 from South Tipperary County Council regarding motion passed in relation to public lighting network in South Tipperary. 

The above letter was NOTED.
(C/0073/07)
MAYOR’S BUSINESS 

GREEN OPEN SPACES


It was proposed by Councillor E. Maloney, seconded by Councillor A. White:

“That this Council take immediate action to protect and preserve all "green open-spaces" in the county by a variation of the Development Plan.  This variation to give stronger legal protection against any residential developments on any of our green open spaces.” 

The Mayor, Councillor E. Maloney then proposed the following amendment to his motion, which was seconded by Councillor M. Daly:

“That this Council take immediate action to protect and preserve all “green open-spaces” which are conditioned as public open space in the planning permissions for private residential development in the county if necessary by a variation of the Development Plan.  This variation to give stronger legal protection against any residential developments on any of such public open spaces.”
REPORT:

“Development Plan

There are a significant number of policies and objectives contained in the Development Plan 2004-2010 relating to “green open spaces”.  These policies and objectives reflect the wide range and size of spaces that are contained in the County such as - 

· Major natural high amenity areas (mountains and river valleys), 

· Green belts that separate towns and development areas, 

· Parks and recreational areas (Tymon, Corkagh etc.), 

· Institutional lands (hospital lands etc.), 

· Open spaces in residential areas, 

· Children’s play areas etc.  

Given the broad range of spaces within the County, a wide variety of policies and objectives are set out in the Development Plan which seek to protect, retain, develop, manage, acquire and make accessible these open spaces.  The Plan also recognizes that it may not always be possible or appropriate to preserve all open spaces.  Thus the Plan provides for eventualities such as open spaces in the ownership of the Council and which are no longer considered appropriate for retention as open space (due to, for example, inappropriate design, vandalism, requests from the local community etc.) being re-developed for housing.

Land Use Zoning and “green open spaces”

There are a number of land use zoning objectives in the Plan relating to open space and which are illustrated on the Development Plan maps.  The aim of land use zoning is to ensure the orderly and sustainable development of the County through the setting out of zoning objectives for a variety of uses.  

The principal land use zonings in relation to open space (excluding the ‘B’ – Agriculture / Rural – zone) are as follows:

· ‘F’ – to preserve and provide for Open Space and Recreational Activities

· ‘G’ – to protect and improve High Amenity Areas 

· ‘GB’ – to preserve a Green Belt between Development Areas

· ‘H’ – to protect and enhance the outstanding natural character of the Dublin Mountain Area

In all of these zones, a range of proposed uses, including residential uses, are ‘Open for Consideration’.  These uses will be considered on their individual merits and may be permitted only if not materially in conflict with the policies and objectives of the Development Plan and if they are consistent with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area. 

Open Space and Development 

Council Lands.  The Development Plan seeks to protect, acquire and make accessible existing and future open spaces in the County.  However it also provides for development in those cases where it is recognised that some open space lands in its ownership are no longer considered appropriate for retention as open space and/or recreational areas due to poor location, anti-social behaviour, excess of open space in a particular area etc.  The Motion as proposed would introduce a blanket ban on the re-development of such spaces.  Oftentimes the request to reconsider the future of these spaces comes from local communities themselves.  The Council’s Architects’ Department has designed a number of new schemes on problematic open spaces where infill housing has been used to redefine and overlook large unused spaces.  Passive supervision of the remaining space from the new houses has been found to work well.  The new houses have been used to accommodate tenants from the local area - disabled, large families, empty-nesters etc.  The finance raised from these schemes has financed the landscaping of the remaining spaces and brought overall environmental improvements to the areas concerned.

Landownership.  A further issue is that the Motion as proposed does not recognize that much of “our green open spaces” are not in fact “ours” – they are not owned by South Dublin County Council.  Many of the spaces in the County are owned by others – by individuals, by companies, by other state organizations and by institutions, such as the churches.  Introducing a blanket ban such as the one proposed in the Motion will negate the balanced approach adopted in the Council’s Development Plans over the years where proposals for developments are adjudicated on their merits and in accordance with the provisions of the Plan and the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.  

A blanket ban could be seen to interfere with a landowner’s legitimate expectations.  In the past blanket bans on certain types of developments in certain areas have been found by the Courts to be unlawful.  A ban will definitely interfere with the possible decisions that a Council may wish to make in future e.g. allowing housing on the Council’s own lands.

Private Residential Developments.  In relation to private schemes it has been longstanding Council policy to require the provision of public open space as part of these schemes.  The new Development Plan requires that these spaces should be of a higher quality than heretofore. The provision of public open spaces is conditioned as such in planning permissions for new schemes.  It is Council policy not to permit the development of these spaces for other uses (e.g. residential), and proposals for re-development of the spaces have generally been refused.  The Council, in accordance with its policy, seeks to retain good quality open space which is available for all age-groups and accessible to everyone, at a convenient distance from people’s homes.

If a planning application for residential development is made on lands which have been conditioned as public open space in a private residential development the Planning Authority could and would refuse permission and such refusal does not give rise to a right to compensation. 

Conclusion

There is no requirement for the proposed Variation.  If a private housing scheme is being considered on any of the open space zonings outlined above (i.e. ‘F’, ‘G’, ‘GB’, ‘H’ zones) and if the development is considered to be in material conflict with the policies and objectives of the Development Plan then either - 

a) a Variation of the Development Plan is required (as in the case of the Affordable Homes Partnership recommendation in relation to St. Edmundsbury), or

b) a Material Contravention of the Plan is required where there is planning application before the Council.  

In both cases it is for the Members to decide on whether or not the make a Variation or a Material Contravention of the Development Plan.  A policy such as the one being proposed will remove this decision making capacity from the Members.
Recommendation

The Development Plan as adopted provides for a balanced approach to open space in the County by including a number of policies and objectives within which proposed developments can be considered in the interests of proper planning and sustainable development.  These policies and objectives have regard to the wide variety of open spaces in the County coupled with the different landownership patterns of such spaces.  

It is recommended that a variation to the County Development Plan be not initiated.”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors E. Maloney, M. Daly, J. Daly, C. Jones and C. Keane.

(C/0073/07)
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS
The Mayor, Councillor E. Maloney, proposed that Standing Orders be suspended to extend the meeting by five minutes to continue discussion on the matter. This proposal was in compliance with Standing Order Nos. 76 and 77 and was AGREED by the Members.

The discussion continued with a contribution from Councillor J. Neville.

The motion as amended was PASSED.

The meeting concluded at 6.35 p.m.
.
(C/0074/07) 
MOTIONS NOT REACHED

BAN ON PIT BULL TERRIERS
Mayor’s Business: Councillor E. Maloney   

  
That this Council supports a ban on the ownership of pit-bull terriers.


HOUSING ESTATE NAMES IN IRISH

Councillor S. O'Connor   

That this Council will adopt a policy of using the Irish Language in the naming of all new housing estate developments. 


DISPOSAL OF ‘END OF LIFE’ VEHICLES
Councillor R. Dowds   

That this council approves the following change to the disposal of 'end of life' vehicles:-

a)  That the €50 charge be scrapped.

b)  That a sum of perhaps €200 be paid to people who bring a car to an 'end of life' unit.


INTEGRITY OF THE COUNCIL’S PLANNING FILES
Councillor T. McDermott   

That that the Members discuss the process to secure the integrity of the Council's planning files and call on the Manager to improve it in light of recent failures by the Council to fulfill its obligations in this regard. 


COMMUNITY FORUM AND COMMUNITY PLATFORM

Councillor G. O'Connell   

That this Council values the role and contribution of the Community Forum and Community Platform and will positively support them by holding at least one conference per annum dealing with issues of concern to the community and voluntary sector to which the executive from both organisations, as well as the elected members of the Council be invited and by  providing each organisation with a full time support worker and by including both organisations on the relevant invitation list for council events.


WATER LEISURE STRATEGY

Councillor D. Keating   

That the Manager would report on the initial stages of the Review of the Water Leisure Strategy specifically regarding the provision of the outstanding Swimming Pools.  Would the Manager also set out in detail his intentions to ensure that the necessary funding is available in the case of government funding not being made available. 


COUNCIL PLAY OFFICER

Councillor E. Tuffy   

That in the light of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child to which Ireland has signed up, and which includes the right of the child to engage in play and recreational activities appropriate to the age of the child, and the onus  the National Children's Office, the National Children's Plan and the National Play Policy place on local authorities to provide for children exercising this right, this Council should appoint a Play Officer as it is required to do under the National Play Policy. 


ANIMAL RESCUE GROUPS

Councillor M. Árdagh   

That the Manager review the criteria for animal rescue groups that entitles them to have fees waived: 

Confirmation of an organisation's status as a registered charity. 

Confirmation of planning permission to operate a dog pound facility 

Copy of a current General Dog Licence 

Names of the nominated individuals, approved by the organisation to collect dogs on behalf of the organisation 

as not every animal rescue group is a registered charity,  no rescue centres have permission to operate a dog pound as these are rescue centres and not every animal rescue have premises and many volunteers operate from their homes and will he give a report on the matter.


RENEWABLE ENERGY SOURCE

Councillor C. Keane   

That this Council recommends that South Dublin County Council reduce the use of fossil used fuel by switching to a renewable energy source. 

APARTMENT BUILDINGS

Councillor T. Ridge   

That this Council agree that apartment buildings in this Council should include the following - a concierge service, and coin operated washing and drying machines in a communal area which would do away with the need to dry clothes on balconies.


ILLEGAL DOMESTIC CLOTHING COLLECTIONS

Councillor J. Lahart   

That this Council, in order to combat the proliferation in illegal domestic clothing collections;

investigates the possibility of introducing bye-laws which oblige all collectors to clearly identify their company/organisation name , address, landline and other relevant company/organisation/charity number details, together with the relevant tax clearance details;

and inter alia introduces severe penalties for those collectors and residents who knowingly breach these regulations;

organises a publicity campaign to alert householders to any proposed changes

and examines best practice in this regard.


COUNCIL HOUSES – BUY BACK


Councillor R. Dowds   

That South Dublin County Council adopt a policy whereby our County Council would purchase back houses in Council estates from elderly residents in return for them moving into rented sheltered accommodation. 


TAKING IN CHARGE OF ESTATES

Councillor C. Keane   

That this Council agrees to draw up a policy as per  circular PD1 of 2006 from the Minister reminding planning authorities of their legal obligation imposed by section 180. The circular also stated that planning authorities must establish a policy for the completion and taking in charge of estates, and  (b) that it include a policy on management companies.


PROVISION OF SOCIAL HOUSING AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

Councillor E. Tuffy   

That in view of the enormous barriers facing young people in securing their own homes in South Dublin, due to rampant inflation in house prices in every part of the County and the failure of Government to adequately resource the provision of Social Housing and Affordable Housing, this Council re-affirms its commitment to realising in practice the delivery of 15% of all housing in the County as Social and Affordable Housing under the Part V process and calls on the Manager to refuse to negotiate any departure from this requirement with any developer in the County. 


ENVIRONMENTALLY FRIENDLY CEMENT


Councillor T. McDermott   

That this council, in accordance with new public sector procurement procedures (SI no. 329 / 2006), calls for the use of environmentally friendly cement in construction and within Local Area Plans. 


SITING OF PLANNING APPLICATION

Councillor J. Lahart   

That the Council undertakes a review of the regulations governing the siting of planning application roadside public notices, particularly in light of obvious flaws relating to where a planning application may be lodged within an estate that directly affects residents to the rear of that house but located in a different estate. 


CYCLISTS AND INCREASED TRAFFIC VOLUMES

Councillor D. Keating   

That the Manager would agree to bring forward a detailed report or discussion on the implications for cyclists of increased traffic volumes and gridlock on our roads, as well as considerable road widening programmes, including the Outer Ring Road, the N4 and M50. 
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Metro West Project 

Report to the joint meeting of the Lucan-Clondalkin and Tallaght Area Committees of South Dublin County Council

South Dublin Planning and Transportation Departments


29 January 2007

Introduction

The proposed Metro West Project is an orbital light rail corridor that runs around the western and northern edges of the Dublin built-up area, outside, or west of the route of the M50 orbital motorway.

The Metro West corridor extends from Tallaght Town Centre to the proposed City Centre to Airport Metro Line, or ‘Metro North’ line, just south east of the Airport.  


The Metro West corridor is planned to link communities in the Tallaght, Clondalkin, Liffey Valley and Blanchardstown areas as well as the Luas Red line, the Dublin-Kildare and Dublin-Maynooth rail lines and Metro North, thereby enhancing the connectivity of the entire rail/metro/luas network.

Metro West will run as a light railway system initially, with similarities to the mainly segregated parts of the existing Luas systems.  Examples of this include the Luas red line where it adjoins Tallaght Hospital or runs adjacent to Embankment Road and the Luas green line where it runs on the track bed of the old Harcourt Street rail line.


Metro west is compatible with existing Luas light rail and will allow for full integration between luas and proposed metro transport networks in the Dublin Area.  Metro West will also have the ability to upgrade to carry more passengers when required.

As a light rail system Metro West is currently proposed to mainly run at surface level. It will cross some road junctions at street level and bridges and underpasses will be provided at major roads, railways and other crossings.  


In particular, it is proposed that Metro West will be ‘grade separated’ (will be separate and run over or under) all National Primary Roads (N7 Naas Road, N4 Galway Road, N3 Navan Road and N2 Ashbourne Road) and Heavy Rail lines (Kildare and Maynooth lines) that it crosses.

The Rail Procurement Agency (RPA) is the Statutory Agency responsible for overseeing the implementation of the Metro West Project.  The RPA has identified two main route options for Metro West -Route Option 1 and Route Option 2.   There are also a number of ‘sub-options’ with the South Dublin County Council Area.  These are mainly in relation to Route Option 1.

South Dublin is the Local Planning and Transport Authority in respect of over half the proposed Metro West Route.  The other Local Authority is Fingal County Council.  In this capacity and as a statutory consultee, it is proposed that South Dublin County Council make a submission in respect of the proposed Metro West Project.


Evaluation of Route Options


Route Option 1 – South Dublin Section

Option 1 starts in Tallaght Town Centre on the Belgard Road. From Tallaght the route follows Belgard Road north, crosses over the Luas Red Line and continues to Newlands Cross. It crosses the N7 (Naas Road) and runs north along Fonthill Road, crossing the Grand Canal and the Kildare railway line. The route serves Liffey Valley Town Centre before crossing the N4 (Lucan by pass) and the River Liffey. There are sub-options to run the route around Clondalkin Town Centre and more directly into Liffey Valley Shopping Centre.  There is a further sub-option to use the existing Luas line in Tallaght rather than the southern part of the Belgard Road.

Route Option 1 – Fingal Section


North of the River Liffey the route continues to Porterstown, crossing the Royal Canal and Maynooth railway line. From there it runs along Blanchardstown Road South, before turning east to Millennium Park and the Blanchardstown Town Centre. The route crosses the N3 (Navan Road) and Tolka Valley Park before reaching the Snugborough Road. The route follows the Snugborough Road, serving the National Aquatic Centre to reach the Ballycoolin Road. The route turns east towards the M50, crossing Cappagh Road and the N2 and runs between the M50 and Dublin Airport to join up with Metro North at in the vicinity of Ballymun. Passengers will be able to travel north to the Airport and Swords or south to the city centre. 


Option 1 includes eight indicative stops and two possible future stops in the South Dublin County Council area.  Following a review of Route Option 1 the following merits have been identified. 


Advantages: 

1. Links the key towns and centres of Tallaght, Clondalkin, Liffey Valley and Blanchardstown. 

2. Serve existing centres of employment and population, including the three principal centres in South Dublin.

3. Direct route with 8-10 stops in SDCC.

4. Also serves significant areas of planned and potential future development.

5. Intersects with planned Balgaddy SDZ at optimal location for interchange with Kildare Route Project.

6. Sustainable urban public transport corridor with opportunities for infill and redevelopment.

7. Allows for direct crossing of River Liffey Valley.

8. Doesn’t interfere with capacity of existing Luas Red Line.

9. Allows for future proofing in terms of possible extension east, to areas such as Terenure, Rathfarnham or Dundrum.

Disadvantages:

1. Potential conflict with traffic and impact on residual traffic and/or QBC capacity along parts of the Belgard-Fonthill Road corridor, where not separated.

2. Potential for impact on existing communities during construction   and operating phases.


3. Will necessitate some land acquisition and displacement due to limited reservations in areas like Clondalkin (compensation will be payable in any such cases).

4. Will traverse River Liffey Valley (no alternative route).

5. If certain sub-options taken, may only skirt Clondalkin Town Centre and/or Liffey Valley Centre.


6. If certain sub option taken, may interfere with Luas red line capacity to Tallaght and Citywest.


7. Potential Archaeological sites along the route, particularly in Clondalkin area, which if discovered, must be resolved.

Route Option 2 – South Dublin Section


Route Option 2 starts at the Tallaght Luas terminus on the Red Line. It runs along the existing Luas line as far as Cookstown Road and takes the proposed Citywest extension line as far as Cheeverstown. At Cheeverstown, the route separates from the Luas line and follows the Outer Ring Road north to Kingswood where it crosses the N7 (Naas Road). It continues along the Outer Ring Road through Grange Castle, skirting Clondalkin to the west. Following the Outer Ring Road it crosses the Grand Canal and the Kildare Railway line at Kishoge. Continuing north into Lucan along the Outer Ring Road the route crosses the N4 (Lucan By-pass) and crosses the River Liffey just north-west of the Hermitage Golf Club.

Route Option 2 – Fingal Section


North of the River Liffey the route joins up with Route Option 1, just south of Porterstown. It crosses the Royal Canal and the Maynooth railway line. From there it runs along Blanchardstown Road South serving Blanchardstown Town Centre. It then crosses the N3 (Navan Road) and Tolka Valley and continues north along Blanchardstown Road North. The route follows Blanchardstown Road North serving the Blanchardstown Institute of Technology. It turns onto Ballycoolin Road where it joins Route Option 1 as far as the N2 (Ashbourne Road). It then crosses the N2 (Ashbourne Road) and runs between the M50 and Dublin Airport north of Route Option 1 to join with Metro North in the vicinity of Ballymun. Passengers will be able to travel north to the Airport and Swords or south to the city centre. 


Following a review of Route Option 2 the following merits have been identified. 


Advantages:


1. Metro and existing/already proposed Luas interchangeable, to Cheeverstown.


2. Likely to be cheaper and easier to construct, as more of route through open, undeveloped lands and parklands.


3. Crossing N7 at Kingswood less constrained than Newlands Cross.

4. 10-11 stations in SDCC.


5. Serves Citywest and Grange Castle employment areas.

6. Penetrates planned SDZ development lands at Kishoge.


7. Serves the proposed Affordable Home Partnership (AHP) site at St. Edmondsbury Lucan and potential SDCC Affordable Housing lands Corkagh.

Disadvantages:


1. By passes key Towns of Clondalkin and Liffey Valley Centre

2. Does not serve the principal existing centres of population in the County.


3. Indirect route with more stops and longer journey times. 

4. Significant Interference with Luas red line capacity to Tallaght and Citywest.


5. 5 out of 10-11 proposed stations already existing on Luas Red Line or proposed Citywest Extension.


6. Potential conflict with traffic and impact on traffic and/or QBC capacity along on the completed and nearly completed sections of the Outer Ring Road, particularly on existing constrained sections to the north of the Adamstown roundabout and south of the N7. 


7. Significant areas of land along the route are not designated for future development, including Belgard Quarry, Corkagh Park and Grange Castle Golf Course.

8. Grange Castle is a low density employment area with a 24 hour shift pattern that militates against public transport patronage.

9. Potential impact on River Liffey Valley due to approach length to crossing.

10. Reservation may interfere with AHP housing potential at St. Edmondsbury. 


11. Kishoge is not the optimal location on the Balgaddy SDZ lands for a major interchange between Metro West and the Kildare Route Project. 


12. Accessibility to interchange and stations compromised by severance associated by the Outer Ring Road, especially where dual carriageway.

Analysis


Route Option 1 directly links the three principal designated Town Centres in the County.  Route Option 1 also links some of the most significant development areas in the County – Tallaght Town Centre, Clondalkin Town Centre, Balgaddy-Clonburris SDZ and Liffey Valley Town Centre and will provide infill/consolidation opportunities.  Route Option 1 is based entirely on new light rail infrastructure and provides for transport interchange opportunities at several key locations, including Tallaght Town Centre, Belgard, Fonthill and Liffey Valley.

Whilst there are likely to be some traffic and construction impacts, which must be subject to detailed assessment and amelioration, in strategic terms, Route option 1 is a sustainable urban public transport corridor that will serve both existing and proposed communities as well as commercial activity.

Route Option 2 is located in a more open, less developed corridor and is likely to be less expensive to construct, but will only partly serve the three principal  designated Town Centres in the County.  It by-passes Clondalkin and Liffey Valley Centre.  Whilst it will serve communities in West Tallaght and East Lucan, these areas are planned be served by the proposed Luas extension to Citywest and Lucan Luas lines respectively.  The Citywest and Grange Castle employment areas are predominantly low density and the latter in particular includes significant 24 hour employment patterns, which limit public transport patronage.

Most significantly, Route Option 2 includes partial sharing of existing and planned Luas infrastructure, including five existing/already planned stations.  This could give rise to capacity constraints, especially between Cheeverstown and Belgard, which may limit service to Tallaght and/or Citywest.  The relatively large number of stations over a short distance, when combined with a less direct, route, would ultimately result in longer journey times.  


Finally, Route Option 2 follows a major sub-regional road corridor and adjoins significant areas not designated for development including Belgard Quarry, Corkagh Park and Grange Castle Golf Course and does not therefore conveniently serve existing or planned future populations.


Recommendation

Taking all of the above into consideration, Route Option 1 more closely accords with National and Regional Planning Guidance and the objectives of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 and is recommended as the South Dublin Preferred Route Option.


There are some areas of where more detailed analysis is required or where specific measures should be recommended, as part of the ongoing consultation and public inquiry processes on order to ensure that Route Option 1 is optimised, however.

Whilst it is recommended that South Dublin County Council endorse and support Route Option 1, it is also recommended that the following measures be sought in the Council’s formal submission to the RPA:-


· Consideration should be given to the location and format of a new terminus in Tallaght Town Centre, in order to provide a convenient link with the existing Luas terminus.  Ideally, Metrowest should terminate on Belgard Square North, on the other side of the proposed new town square (Millennium Square) to the existing Luas, allowing interchange passengers to link across the Square.

· Measures to minimise interference with traffic on Belgard Road must be incorporated in order to maintain existing routes between areas to the west and the east of Belgard Road.

· Most significantly, the section of the proposed Metrowest Project between the approach to Newlands Cross on Belgard Road, through Clondalkin as far as the Nangor Road, must be underground. The Newlands Cross crossing is currently proposed as a separated junction.  This should be continued, below ground.  

· The sub option to link into Liffey Valley Centre must be considered carefully.  Whilst this is supported in the context of Town Centre zoning, the full implications of this in terms of journey times and environmental impact must be carefully assessed.

· The River Liffey Valley crossing must also be considered carefully and be via a lightweight bridge structure of the highest possible design quality.
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