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                MEETING OF SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL 

MONDAY 10th APRIL 2007
HEADED ITEM No. 2 (e) (i)
CLONDALKIN PARKING STRATEGY
REPORT:

An emergency motion on the Parking Strategy for Clondalkin in the following terms 

“That this committee recommends that South Dublin Co. Council deletes Castle Park, Castle Grove and Moyle Crescent from the Parking Strategy for Clondalkin.”
was debated at the Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee Meeting of 20th March 2007.  Following consideration of the report ( listed at the end of this report)  the Motion was passed and is now before the Council for consideration. 
Introduction
The installation of pay and display or controlled parking was initially introduced in South Dublin in December 2003 in Lucan Village. In the second phase of a countywide strategy for the control of on-street parking, pay and display parking has now been extended to the commercial areas of Clondalkin, Palmerstown, Rathcoole, Rathfarnham and Saggart.
Public consultation
South Dublin Council is permitted to introduce Bye Laws controlling on street parking under Section 36 of the Road Traffic Act 1994. Section 36 outlines the necessary notice and public consultation procedures to be followed and requires documented compliance with the Act’s provisions for prosecution of any resulting offences.
Rationale for including certain areas
Parking control was introduced in order to manage the limited parking available in the commercial areas of South Dublin as outlined. By its nature this process converts areas of free limited availability parking to paid-for available parking. One of the recognised consequences of converting the central commercial area to controlled paid-for parking is that a percentage of users will seek to relocate to parking in nearby uncontrolled areas, to avoid payment of parking charges. Therefore it is good practice to include areas assessed at risk from this relocated parking demand in the overall parking scheme, with appropriate permit arrangements catering for residential and visitor parking in these at-risk areas.
Current experience
Based on experience to date, the assessment of adjoining areas to be included within the overall parking scheme in each area has had regard to the extent of non-residential parking already occurring in areas or housing estates adjacent to the commercial area. It also involved the mapping of the most immediate areas where motorists are likely to transfer to when parking charges are introduced. The over-riding factor guiding selection of an adjacent area is to make non-residential parking unattractive or to limit it to an extent that residents and their visitors will still have opportunity to park in the immediate vicinity of their dwellings. Examples to date include:
· Sarsfield Park in Lucan suffered from periodic parking and inappropriate congestion and was included from commencement. This has successfully prevented inappropriate parking.
· Owendore Crescent in Rathfarnham while assessed to be some distance from the village now needs to be included in as a result of overspill parking.
Clondalkin
In Clondalkin the residential areas of Castle Grove, Castle Park (part of), Moyle Crescent and Laurel Park were all included in the scheme which went to public consultation as they had been assessed as either currently suffering from inappropriate parking or being at risk from relocated parking once the parking charges were introduced. Exclusion of these areas from the scheme is likely to increase inappropriate parking in those areas with resulting difficulties for residents and their visitors as there will be no means of preventing non-residents from parking in the area in the absence of parking controls. This will result in a detrimental effect on the amenities enjoyed by the residents at present.
In summary, the introduction of resident and visitor parking permits has been assessed as being the most appropriate way to preserve parking facilities for householders and their visitors in housing estates and areas adjacent the commercial areas where on-street parking controls are introduced. This assessment has been borne out by the experience to date in Lucan and Rathfarnham, and also in the Tallaght area where residents have encountered problems due to uncontrolled parking in nearby estates by people travelling on the LUAS. It is reasonable to assume based on this experience, that the above-noted areas in Clondalkin will suffer a similar occurrence in the absence of implementing a resident and visitor parking system similar to that already introduced successfully in other areas under the Countywide Parking Strategy. 

            LUCAN/CLONDALKIN AREA COMMITTEE MEETING (1) 
                                 TUESDAY 20TH MARCH 2007

EMERGENCY MOTION: COUNCILLOR R. DOWDS

“That this committee recommends that South Dublin Co. Council deletes Castle Park, Castle Grove and Moyle Crescent from the Parking Strategy for Clondalkin.”
Report:

In line with the parking strategy, South Dublin County Council commissioned the preparation of DRAFT Control of Parking Bye Laws to regulate and control on-street parking in certain areas within South Dublin County Council’s administrative area. The areas consisted of the villages of Clondalkin, Palmerstown, Rathcoole, Rathfarnham and Saggart. South Dublin County Council is entitled to make such Bye Laws under Section 36 of the Road Traffic Act, 1994.

The Bye Laws set out the following information with regard to the provision and control of on street parking in relation to areas within the villages mentioned above:

(a) the specifying of parking places;

(b) the payment of fees, including the manner and proof of payment in respect of the parking of vehicles;

(c) the specifying of the amount of any fees payable pursuant to bye-laws under paragraph ( b );

(d) the specifying of the maximum periods for which vehicles may be parked in specified parking places;

(e) the prohibition of the parking of vehicles in a parking place for a period for which a fee is chargeable without the appropriate fee having been paid in the manner specified;

(f) the prohibition of the parking of vehicles in a parking place for a longer period than that in respect of which a fee was paid;

(g) the specifying of the classes of vehicles which may use a parking place in respect of which a fee is payable;

(h) the exemption of specified classes of vehicles from the payment of fees in respect of parking, the conditions under which specified classes of vehicles may be so exempted and the identification of exempted vehicles;

(i) that indications given by parking meters shall be treated as evidence until the contrary is shown of such facts and for such purposes as may be specified in the bye-laws.

A schedule indicating the type of parking provision available was included in the Bye-Laws. Also included were drawings, which indicated the affected area and outlined, in reference to the schedule, the location of the parking specification types.

A notice was placed in the Irish Independent and The Echo on the 24th of February 2005 indicating the availability for inspection and purchase of the draft Bye Laws between Thursday 24th February 2005 to Thursday 24th March 2005 excluding St. Patrick’s Day, Thursday, 17th March 2005. This notice also indicated the closing date, 08th April 2005, for lodgement of relevant representations to the Senior Executive Officer, Roads Department. A supplementary reminder notice was placed in The Echo 31st March 2005.

The notice indicated the location where the draft scheme could be viewed. One such location was Clondalkin Library.

Part (3) of Section 36 of the Road Traffic Act indicates clearly the process, which must be adhered to in progressing the approval of the Bye-Laws under this section. 

‘Before making bye-laws under this section (other than bye-laws relating to the fees to be paid in respect of the parking of vehicles), a road authority shall:

	Road Traffic Act Requirement:
	Compliance

	(a)
	Consult with the Commissioner
	Yes

	(b)
	Publish a notice in one or more newspapers circulating in the area to which the bye-laws relate—
	Yes*



	
	(I)
	Indicating that it is proposed to make bye-laws under this section
	

	
	(ii)
	Indicating the times at which, the period (being not less than one month) during which and the place (being a place within their functional area) where a copy of the draft bye-laws may be inspected,
	

	
	(iii)
	Stating that representations may be made in writing to the road authority in relation to the draft bye-laws before a specified date (which shall be not less than 2 weeks after the end of the period for inspection),
	

	
	(iv)
	Stating that a copy of the draft bye-laws may be purchased on payment of a fee not exceeding the reasonable cost of making such copies
	

	(c)
	Before deciding whether to make the bye-laws and determining their content, consider any observations made to them by the Commissioner or any representations made to them pursuant to paragraph (b) (iii)
	This report


The scheme was adopted at the monthly meeting of South Dublin County Council of 10th October 2005.

The report to Council contained a commitment to a formal review of the bye-laws within three months of operation of implementation and necessary amendments will be adopted. The scheme will also be subject to continuous monitoring and improvement during the implementation period. 

The operational hours of the scheme are 8.00 a.m. to 6.00 p.m.

Controlled parking in residential areas is introduced for the sake of protecting residents from potential spill over parking. There is a charge associated with the administration costs, production, and checking of these permits. The proposed charge is operational in the scheme in Lucan Village and is in line with the costs for similar services in adjacent areas.

The omission of residential areas, as proposed, will result in such areas being used by motorists who wish to park in Clondalkin and commute to the City. It should be remembered that Clondalkin Village is only a short walk from the Luas Park and Ride site.

It is strongly recommended that the motion be not passed.  

