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(C/0490/07)
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS 
As the outset of the meeting it was proposed by Councillor B. Gogarty, seconded by Councillor T. Ridge and RESOLVED:
“That the meeting be adjourned in accordance with Standing Order No. 20 to commence at 4:15 p.m. to enable Members and Management to meet in-committee in order to consolidate some of the issues for determination in the interest of getting through the business of the meeting efficiently.”

Members of the public and press were requested to leave the Chamber until 4:15 p.m. and it was agreed to pursue business up to and including 7.15 pm.

The following slide presentation report, which had been circulated in advance (together with revised Manager’s Report and supporting documentation), was presented by Mr. Tom Doherty, Director of Planning.
“INTRODUCTION
· Local Area Plans shall be consistent with the County Plan

· Facilitate and Guide Development of Zoned Lands

· Council restricted to:-

· The proper planning and sustainable development of the area

· The statutory obligations of the Planning Authority

· Any relevant policies of Government or any Minister

· Failure results in a flawed plan

· County Plan permits at least 3,500 dwellings on LAP lands

· This site has District Centre, 2 no. railway stations. All parts of the site are within 5-10 minutes walk to rail

· Metro West and Interconnector increase dwelling capacity since the adoption of County Plan

· Metro West Rail Order being prepared and submitted to An Bord Pleanala by Dec’ 08. 

SCENARIOS





    Aug’ 07    
Dec’ 07 

Motions






          Mgr’s Report
· Scenario A:  4 Track + Buses     3125       
2118
 

1059

· Scenario B: + Metro West
      3460       
2805


 2528

· Scenario C: + Interconnector      4495       
4495
 

2528

· Scenario C1: + 2 Major Roads*   4495      
4495
 

3371

* + M50 Junction @ Cloverhill

  + N4 to N7 Link  
IMPACT OF MOTIONS
· County Plan permits 3500 dwellings to Dec 2010 


i.e. 1166 per annum

· Motions limit to 1059 dwellings for 10 years +


i.e. to the year 2017 

· Seek to defer Scenario B for 7 years

· Restrict to 96 dwellings per year for 11 years.

· Equates to downzoning. 

· Purpose of LAP is to clarify how County Plan can be achieved
PROPER PLANNING AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
· Motions restrict to 2528 dwellings until M50 Cloverhill + N7 to N4 route are available

· Both of these projects outside Council Control

· NRA opposes M50 Cloverhill

· No evidence of relevance to LAP

· Unsustainable use of serviced land

· Contrary to principle

· Flawed Plan

OBLIGATIONS OF COUNCIL TO GOVERNMENT OBJECTIVES, PLANS + MINISTERIAL DIRECTIVES
· Council has contracted with Shelbourne Ltd. Section 183 passed Nov ’06

Park & Ride at Cooldrinagh & Liffey Valley Amenity Lands

· Social & Affordable units + monetary sum + private housing

· Obligation to apply for permission within 3 months of LAP adoption

· Legitimate expectation

· Plan would abort that – Council would lose effective assets/proposals. Lands blighted.

· Lap could not proceed beyond Phase 1.  
· Loss of at least 2 of 3 proposed schools, commercial facilities, shopping & leisure outlets, employment opportunities, bridges over railway and canal, QBC underpass, neighbourhood parks, squares & community centres 
· Conflicts with Regional Planning – 3000 dwellings per year for SDCC 
· Such constraints contrary to Regional & National Planning Guidelines – to consolidate growth in built up area & close to Public Transport
SUMMARY
· On four-tracking:-

· County Plan permits 3,500 dwellings

· LAP reduced to 2118

· Motions reduce to 1059

· With Metro West:-

· Multi-Modal capacity 3460

· LAP reduced to 2805

· Motions reduce to 2526 only, when interconnector is there

Finally:-
· LAP must be consistent with County Development Plan

· Achieve clarity and encourage investment

· Achieve housing programme and support facilities

· Achieve sustainable development on place-making model

· Maximise Council ability to provide other facilities

· Have regard to statutory obligations”
Mr. T. Doherty referred to the initial meeting held on 12th December 2007 at which these broad issues were raised. He then advised, in the strongest possible terms, that the Council cannot use these Plans as vehicles to depart from the County Development Plan, or to create uncertainty and delay into the planning process within the County.  He stated that in doing so, the Council would be giving investors the message that South Dublin County Council is not open for business and that they should provide homes, jobs and facilities elsewhere or else wait for a ten year period  or more.  

He suggested that having developed experience and learning from the Adamstown project, the Council would be squandering this opportunity to plan now to connect existing and future communities to improvements in public transport.  He stated that it might even be possible to jeopardise the timely delivery of these improvements by failing to adapt land-use policies for such key locations and would certainly devalue the Council’s land asset, and damage future capital programmes as well as the delivery of social and affordable housing. 

End of in - committee 
(C/0491/07)
PROPOSED CLONBURRIS LOCAL AREA PLAN
Following the adjournment from in-committee, the special meeting of South Dublin County Council resumed at 16:30 p.m. to consider the business on the agenda which was in the first instance  to continue consideration of the Clonburris LAP.
Discussion continued in relation to the priority Motions 1- 6 (as determined by the Members) brought forward from the meeting held on 12th December 2007 plus 3 priority motions considered as such by the County Manager.  The serial number shown in brackets after each motion below identifies the motion in the composite book of Clonburris Motions as submitted by Members following receipt of the Manager’s Report on submissions received following the period of public display.

The motions being considered in relation to the Clonburris LAP and the Manager’s response were as follows:
Motion 1

Councillor R. Dowds (13058)

Councillor E. Tuffy (13104) 
Councillor S. O’Connor (13171)

Councillor D. Keating (13072 -1)

Councillor G. O’Connell (13225 -16)

Councillor T. Ridge (13348)

 “Make the amendments to the plan to reflect the following change to the quantum of

residential development permitted under development scenarios A, B and C proposed in the Plan:

Scenario A – reduce the number of residential units permitted from 11,800 to 4,000 units

Scenario B – reduce the number of residential units from 14,800 to 9,000 units

Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units from 16,000 to 12,000 residential units

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate these changes in the quantum of development.”

Motion 2

Councillor R. Dowds (13060), Councillor D. Keating (13072 – 3), Councillor E. Tuffy (13107), Councillor S. O’Connor (13173), Councillor B. Gogarty X 2 (13153 & 13202), Councillor T. Ridge X 2 (13322 & 13350)

“Make amendments to the plan to reflect the following change: - All the recommendations from the study into delivery of the ongoing services from Heuston Station to the remainder of the city following the commissioning of the Kildare Route project as required by the Kildare Route Project Railway Order must be fully implemented and operational before any units in the LAP or SDZ areas are occupied.

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

Motion 3

Councillor R. Dowds (13062), Councillor D. Keating (13072 - 5)

Councillor E. Tuffy (13109), Councillor B. Gogarty X 2 (13155 & 13204) , Councillor S. O’Connor (13176), Councillor G. O’Connell (13225 – 20), Councillor T. Ridge X 2 (13324 & 13353)

“Make amendments to the plan to reflect the following change: - The City Centre Rail Interconnector must be operational before Scenario B can commence. 

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

Motion 4

Councillor E. Tuffy (13111), Councillor B. Gogarty X 2 (13158 & 13208) , Councillor G. O’Connell (13225 – 23), Councillor T. Ridge (13329), Councillor R. Dowds (13064), Councillor D. Keating (13072 – 7), Councillor S. O’Connor  X 2 (13354 & 13178)

“The additional junction with the M50 at Cloverhill as identified in the transport assessment for this Plan as being necessary must be operational before Scenario C can commence. 

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

Motion 5

Councillor E. Tuffy (13112), Councillor D. Keating (13072 – 8), Councillor S. O’Connor (13179), Councillor T. Ridge (13360), Councillor R. Dowds (13065) Councillor B Gogarty (13160 13210), Councillor G. O’Connell (13225 Motion 25)
“The provision of an additional north-south link west of Adamstown linking the N7 & N4 to Fingal across the Liffey as identified in the transport assessment for this Plan as being necessary must be operational before Scenario C can commence. 

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change”.
Motion 6

Councillor R. Dowds (13066), Councillor D. Keating (13072 - 9), Councillor E. Tuffy (13113), Councillor S. O’Connor (13180), Councillor B. Gogarty (13211), Councillor G. O’Connell (13225 - 26), Councillor T. Ridge X 2 (13361) & (13331)

“Amend paragraph two in clause H.6.2 to read as follows: -

As a minimum, major public transport projects must be operational; and Written approval for progression to a subsequent development scenario must be gained from the Development Agency/Planning Authority.

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

Plus 3 No. Priority Motions considered as such by the County Manager
Motion 7

Cllr B. Gogarty Motion 13144 (2)

 “Make the amendments to the plan to reflect the following change: - To permit development of the local area plan lands as per manager’s report and amendments up as far as phase 2. Any subsequent phases to be postponed until after 2017, pending a sustainability and environmental impact assessment in 2015.

The LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

Response 

This motion is not sufficiently clear and the consequences within the Plans are not addressed. The motion effectively nullifies the SDZ by creating less intensive zoning on the site.  This would result in the unreasonable deferral of development of long-term zoned lands. 

Motion 8

Motion  13151 Cllr B. Gogarty

“Make the amendments to the plan to reflect the following change to the quantum of residential development permitted under development scenarios A, B and C proposed in the Plan:

Scenario A – reduce the number of residential units permitted from 11,800 to 4,500 units

- construction of Phase 1 of the SDZ to begin after January 1, 2017

- construction of the Local Area Plan permitted up to Phase 2, with no further development taking place until after January 1, 2017.

Scenario B – reduce the number of residential units from 14,800 to 9,000 units

- construction of Phase 1 of the SDZ to begin after January 1, 2017

- construction of the Local Area Plan permitted up to Phase 2, with no further development taking place until after January 1, 2017.

Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units from 16,000 to 12,000 residential units

- construction of Phase 1 of the SDZ to begin after 

January 1, 2017

- construction of the Local Area Plan permitted up to Phase 2, with no further development taking place until after January 1, 2017.

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate these changes in the quantum of development.”

Response 

This motion is not sufficiently clear and does not address the spatial allocation within the Plan. This motion seeks to defer the SDZ development for 10 years, which would result in the unreasonable deferral of development of long-term zoned lands. It effectively nullifies the SDZ by creating less intensive zoning on the site. This motion fails to address the consequences within the Plans.  
Motion 9

Motion No. 13365 Cllr M Murphy 

“That the numbers of housing units be calculated based on the actual land that is being zoned for that purpose (not including lands for parks, roads etc). If this is done along with setting aside land for institutional use, the total number of housing units will be less that half the very excessive 13,000 units envisaged in the plan as proposed”.  

Response 

This motion is unrealistic and would effectively nullify the SDZ by creating less intensive zoning on this site. This would result in the unreasonable deferral of development of long term zoned land. This motion fails to address the consequences within the Plans. 

General Response by the County Manager to the first 6 motions listed above
A number of motions proposed the postponement or delay of the Plan until a future date or until an EIS has been carried out or until certain infrastructural works are in place.

Almost all of the lands at Clonburris have been zoned for development since 2002 and the current zoning consists of residential development (A and A1), district centre, and open space. Much of the site was previously zoned for development, including a ‘Town Centre’ zoning dating back to 1972. The principle of development in the area is therefore well established. Furthermore, at the time of zoning no time-based restrictions were placed on when these zoned lands should come forward for development other than completion of an Action Plan/LAP. 

In addition to the current zoning of the lands for development in the County Development Plan, two-thirds of the area was designated as a Strategic Development Zone (SDZ) by the Government in 2006. Section 166, Part IX of the Planning and Development Act 2000 states that SDZ status can be designated “where in the opinion of the Government, specified development is of economic or social importance to the state…”  This designation recognises the strategic location of the area and the opportunities that arise from the investment in the major public transport infrastructure in the area. 

The significant investment in public transport on the site has given rise to an exceptional and extraordinary opportunity to provide for a sustainable community on the site.  The investment in public transport includes: the upgrade of the Kildare rail line, including two new stations within the Clonburris site to be completed by 2010; the chosen route for the orbital Metro along Fonthill Road, linking with the Kildare rail line, to be achieved by 2014; and the city centre interconnector rail project linking the site directly with the docklands by 2015/2016.  This considerable investment in infrastructure will present South Dublin with the best public transport connected site in Ireland, outside of the city centre. It is therefore critical that a strategic approach is taken to the development of the area to realise its full potential.  

A Plan encompassing both the LAP and SDZ was prepared and this Plan is informed by a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) prepared in consultation with the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), The Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government (DoEHLG and the Department of Communications, Marine and Natural Resources (DoCMNR).  The SEA incorporated a rigorous and robust analysis of various options for development on the site.  Four options of how development could progress on the site were assessed within the SEA.  These included the development of the site in accordance with the County Development Plan and development of the site with low, medium and high densities.  The SEA demonstrated that the optimum use of the land would be represented by providing a maximum of density and population which can support the proposed public transport, but which would not create significant negative effects on the receiving environment.

The SEA found that the development of the lands at Clonburris must balance the requirement for sustainable development with the ecological and infrastructural constraints and quality of life issues of the site and surrounding area.  Government policy from national to local level strongly advocates) suitably dense development of appropriate land uses adjacent to public transport networks.  Additionally, effective use of the public transport infrastructure in order to develop sustainable transport patterns should be uppermost in the proposals for the development of lands on the site.  The nature, scope of development and form taken must maximise access to public transport, reduce demand for public and private transport movements, co-locate land uses and create walkable neighbourhoods.  In order to develop the site in the most sustainable manner, optimum use should be made of the infrastructural servicing of the land.  It is considered that the optimum use of the land would be represented by providing a maximum density and population which can support the proposed public transport, but which would not create significant negative effects on the receiving environment.  It was considered that the population and quantum of development proposed for the site under Option 3, medium density of 15-16,000 residential units, was appropriate.  In providing for the recreational, community and working needs of the local area, the scale and massing of development provided opportunities for the provision of a range of facilities which would not be possible in a less populated area.  The proposed quantum of development would create suitable densities to facilitate high usage of public transport.  

The implementation of a sustainable transport policy in Clonburris involves creating a balance between reducing the need to travel, facilitating travel movements by way of public transport and minimising impact on the surrounding road network.  In order to facilitate a sustainable transport policy such as this, a high density of development is required in order to create the demand and critical mass for higher order local facilities which can satisfy a significant amount of day to day needs within the site.  It is asserted that the proposed population and density would provide the critical mass required to create demand for a sufficient level of commercial, retail, community and employment uses within the site.  It is also maintained that the provision of higher densities of development in proximity to such public transport nodes will facilitate more intensive use of public transport and surrounding facilities.

Clonburris is a large scale project and long term project and will take between 15-20 years to develop out completely based on a construction rate of up to 1,000 new residential units per year.  It is therefore unlikely to be fully completed until the mid-late 2020s.  It is fully accepted that if the 16,000 residential units and other development proposed in the draft Plan were to be provided with no supporting public transport or other infrastructure, then the impact on the surrounding area and infrastructure would be completely unacceptable. However, the overall quantum of development proposed for Clonburris has been broken down into three development scenarios, each tied to the delivery of the major public transport and other facilities required to support new development, and the Plan clearly states that development cannot proceed beyond a phase until that specified for that phase has been delivered.    

The three development scenarios have been informed by a detailed public transport capacity and road network assessment so that the quantum of development permitted at each stage is clearly related to the capacity available on public transport and the surrounding road network. The phasing plan clearly ties the amount of development that is permitted to the public transport project needed to support it. It is considered that the amount of development permitted under each of the three scenarios is appropriate. However, a number of amendments have been recommended to the draft Plan to address the concerns raised – these include a reduction in the number of residential units permitted under Scenarios A and B; and a requirement that public transport capacity and evaluation of modal share are addressed before permission is given to move from one development scenario to the next.

In preparing the draft Clonburris Plan which incorporates the SDZ Planning Scheme, the Council commissioned transport, retail and sustainability studies. These studies, along with the Strategic Environmental Assessment undertaken in respect of the Plan, have provided a robust basis for considering the form of future development of this area and have taken account of the impact of a fully built-out Adamstown development, and other large scale developments proposed or underway in the area. The phasing plan proposed as part of the Plan has taken account of the potential impact of the proposed development and clearly set out the infrastructure that must be in place at each stage of the development in order to minimise its impact.

The delay and reduction in the quantum of development proposed in several motions that could not be implemented  would be contrary to Government Policy, The County Development Plan and the proper planning and development of the Area”. 
End of Response
An extensive debate took place to which Councillors E. Tuffy, M. Murphy, T. Ridge, R. Dowds, G. O’Connell, T. Gilligan, D. Keating and A. McGaughey contributed. 
Primary concerns expressed by the Members were in relation to densities and number of units being proposed under the various scenarios by the Manager in his report. The Members reiterated the need for and reliance on the provision of public transport in order to serve such proposed densities. The members further expressed concern with the implications of the proposed LAP densities on the imminent SDZ for adjacent lands having regard to ratio of land involved. 
The Members queried why there were two separate plans prepared for the lands and Mr. P. Hogan, Senior Planner outlined the background to the plans and the difference between the LAP and SDZ. They also queried the integrated traffic study carried out by JMP and the modelling on population to which Ms. L. Basford responded. The Members requested the Manager for a statement of intent on densities proposed for the SDZ in order for them to clarify concerns regarding proposed densities for the LAP. 
In response Mr. T. Doherty reiterated that today’s proceedings were dealing with a decision in the first instance on the Clonburris Local Area Plan and that consideration of anything less than 4,000 units would make the plan non-viable.  If a motion was passed for a reduced density below the figures outlined in the Draft Local Area Plan it would have to go on public display as a material variation.  
Mr. J. Horan, County Manager advised the Members of contractual issues with  Shelbourne for the Council’s land, to the value of €41m.  He also reiterated the advice given by Mr. Doherty at the commencement of the meeting in relation to land-use policies for such key locations, the devaluing of Council’s land, loss of social and affordable housing, and the knock-on damage for the Council’s future capital programmes. 
At this point the Mayor proposed that the meeting go into recess and this was unanimously agreed by all present.  It was also agreed on the proposition of Cllr. R. Dowds, seconded by Cllr. T. Ridge to suspend Standing Orders and that when reconvened the meeting to continue business up to 8.30pm.
Following resumption of the meeting and having consulted extensively with the Members the Manager presented revised recommendations as outlined hereunder.  In consideration of those recommendations the following two motions were WITHDRAWN:

Motion 2

Councillor R. Dowds (13060), Councillor D. Keating (13072 – 3), Councillor E. Tuffy (13107), Councillor S. O’Connor (13173), Councillor B. Gogarty X 2 (13153 & 13202), Councillor T. Ridge X 2 (13322 & 13350)

“Make amendments to the plan to reflect the following change: - All the recommendations from the study into delivery of the ongoing services from Heuston Station to the remainder of the city following the commissioning of the Kildare Route project as required by the Kildare Route Project Railway Order must be fully implemented and operational before any units in the LAP or SDZ areas are occupied.

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

Motion 6

Councillor R. Dowds (13066), Councillor D. Keating (13072 - 9), Councillor E. Tuffy (13113), Councillor S. O’Connor (13180), Councillor B. Gogarty (13211), Councillor G. O’Connell (13225 - 26), Councillor T. Ridge X 2 (13361) & (13331)

“Amend paragraph two in clause H.6.2 to read as follows: -

As a minimum, major public transport projects must be operational; and Written approval for progression to a subsequent development scenario must be gained from the Development Agency/Planning Authority.

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

The Manager’s revised recommendations were then presented in relation to the remaining motions as follows:
1.       “Make the amendments to the local area plan to reflect the following change to the quantum of residential development permitted under development scenarios A, B and C proposed in the Plan:

Scenario A – reduce the number of residential units permitted to 1600 units

Scenario B – reduce the number of residential units to 2805 units

Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units to 4495 residential units

Scenario B to be dependent on Metro West or the City Centre interconnector being approved.

Scenario C to be dependent on Metro West and the City Centre interconnector being approved.

2.         It is an objective of the LAP to actively pursue Fingal and Kildare County Councils to co-operate in the provision of an additional north-south link across the Liffey west of Lucan. Should this be unsuccessful, despite best efforts,  this objective will lapse.

3.         The additional junction at M50 at Cloverhill will be an objective of the LAP in the same way as it is an objective in the County Development Plan.

In response to the revised recommendations the Members once again disputed the number of units detailed in relation to Scenario C and dependency on Metro West and/or City Center interconnector.
A further debate ensued with contributions from Councillors M. Murphy, A. McGaughey, R. Dowds, J. Daly, T. Gilligan, E. Tuffy, D. Keating, C. Jones, T. McDermott and G. O’Connell during which various densities for Scenario C were suggested, all of which were lower than that being recommended by the Manager.  Mr. J. Horan, Mr. E. Conroy, Mr. P. Hogan and Mr. T. Doherty responded once again outlining the advice already given in relation to the implications of reduced densities. 
The following amended motion was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell, seconded by Councillor D. Keating:
“Make the amendments to the local area plan to reflect the following change to the quantum of residential development permitted under development scenarios A, B and C proposed in the Plan:

Scenario A – reduce the number of residential units permitted to 1600 units

Scenario B – reduce the number of residential units to 2800 units

Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units to 3500 residential units

Scenario B to be dependent on Metro West or the City Centre interconnector being approved.

Scenario C to be dependent on Metro West and the City Centre interconnector being approved.”
Before concluding with this item and the taking of the vote it was unanimously AGREED to amend the wording of the last two sentences to read as follows:

“Scenario B to be dependent on Metro West or the City Centre interconnector being approved and contracts signed.

Scenario C to be dependent on Metro West and the City Centre interconnector being approved and contracts signed.”

The amended motion as set out hereunder was then put to a vote: 

“Make the amendments to the local area plan to reflect the following change to the quantum of residential development permitted under development scenarios A, B and C proposed in the Plan:

Scenario A – reduce the number of residential units permitted to 1600 units

Scenario B – reduce the number of residential units to 2800 units

Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units to 3500 residential units
“Scenario B to be dependent on Metro West or the City Centre interconnector being approved and contracts signed.

Scenario C to be dependent on Metro West and the City Centre interconnector being approved and contracts signed.”

The result was as follows:

FOR: 15 (fifteen)

All members present voted in favour:  Councillors M. Ardagh, P. Cosgrave, J. Daly, R. Dowds, T. Gilligan, B. Gogarty, C. Jones, D. Keating, T. McDermott, A. McGaughey, M. Murphy, G. O’Connell, T. Ridge, E. Tuffy and K. Warren.
The remaining two recommendations were then considered as follows:
It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds, seconded by Councillor T. Ridge and RESOLVED that:

“ It is an objective of the LAP to actively pursue Fingal and Kildare County Councils to co-operate in the provision of an additional north-south link across the Liffey west of Lucan. Should this be unsuccessful, despite best efforts,  this objective will lapse.”

It was proposed by Councillor T. Gilligan, seconded by Councillor T. Ridge and RESOLVED that:
“The additional junction at M50 at Cloverhill will be an objective of the LAP in the same way as it is an objective in the County Development Plan.”

Councillor D. Keating then referred to his motion in relation to boundary walls.
Motion No. 13140

“Make amendments to the plan to reflect the following change: - That no interferences or adjustments will be made to the existing boundary walls of established residential estates of Lucan, including Foxborough, Oldbridge, Tullyhall, Rossberry, Moy Glas, Griffeen Glen etc.  Such interferences or adjustments in established boundary walls and fencing will clearly have an adverse affect on the quality of life of existing residents in these estates, including increased rat-running, all-day parking etc.  All efforts must be made by way of conditioning the plan to protect the quality of life of Lucan residents.

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”
The Manager’s response as outlined in the Manager’s report as follows was NOTED.
“The motion is not sufficiently specific.  Many of the boundaries and estates referred to are outside the LAP.  It is unclear where the motion relates to the LAP or the SDZ.  Consequences within the plans are not addressed.”
Members then referred to the following motions submitted in reference to post primary school provision. 
Councillor D. Keating (13137) 

“Make amendments to the plan to reflect the following change: - To amend the the Clonburris Draft Local Area Plan to provide for an additional second-level school to be located in the Kishoge Cross neighbourhood.

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

Councillor T. Ridge (13315)

Make amendments to the plan to require that Post Primary School No. 1/LAP to be included in phase 1 of the LAP phasing.

Councillor T. Ridge (13316)

Make amendments to the plan to provide for additional second-level school to be located in the Kishoge Cross neighbourhood. The SDZ and LAP  areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.

Councillor E. Tuffy (13126) 

Councillor G. O’Connell (13328)

Section H7. Development/Phasing Strategy

Amend section H.7 by transferring Post Primary School No.1/LAP from Phase 4 to Phase 1.

Councillors D. Keating (13132)  & G. O’Connell (13326)
“Make amendments to the plan to reflect the following change: - To delete the requirement to provide Post Primary School No. 1/LAP from Phase 4  (or phase 3 as recommended in the Managers Report) and insert in Phase 1.

The SDZ and LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

Councillor B. Gogarty X 2 (13145 & 13194) 

School provision

“Make the amendments to the plan to reflect the following change: - The provision of Post Primary School No. 1/LAP to be moved from phase 4 (or phase 3 in the Manager’s report) to phase 1 of the Clonburris LAP.

The LAP areas of the plan will be modified with all necessary variations to incorporate this change.”

In the course of consideration of these motions Mr. P. Hogan advised that the requests being made for post primary schools through these motions were considered an overload of the plan. He also advised that having consulted with the Department of Education & Science it had been established that it could not deliver on such demands.
At this point Councillor E. Tuffy withdrew his motion 13126 in relation to the post primary school.
Members agreed to vote on these collective motions by a show of hands which was determined as follows:
For: 7 (seven) 
Against: 7(seven). This representing an equality of votes it then fell to the Mayor to use his casting vote, and Mayor Gogarty voted in favour.  

The motions were consequently deemed to be PASSED.
In advance of the cessation of business and the passing of the resolution to make the Proposed Clonburris Local Area Plan, Mr. Hogan advised that the amendments to the plan would now be put on public display as material variations. 

Management expressed disappointment at the outcome of the meeting’s proceedings.  In particular the County Manager referred to the implications of the decisions taken and their effect on the Council’s ability to realize resources now required for the delivery of the Council’s Capital Programme and the delivery of social and affordable housing.
In conclusion the following resolution was unanimously passed by all members present (14):  

“That South Dublin County Council resolves to make the Proposed Clonburris Local Area Plan, as set out in the Draft Local Area Plan document, together with the proposed changes as detailed in the Manager’s Report on submissions and subject to the variations and modifications as adopted at the Adjourned Special Meeting of South Dublin County Council on 18th December 2007, in accordance with S.20 (3) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 as amended.”

The meeting concluded at 8.30 pm
Note:   This concluded consideration of the Clonburris LAP, subject to statutory process and the next adjourned meeting on 9th January 2008 will consider the proposed Clonburris SDZ Planning Scheme.    
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