COMHAIRLE CONTAE ÁTHA CLIATH THEAS

SOUTH  DUBLIN  COUNTY  COUNCIL

	Minutes of South Dublin County Council Meeting held on 10th March 2008.


	PRESENT


	Councillors
	Councillors

	Ardagh, M.
	Maloney, E

	Brophy, C.
	McDermott, T.

	Corr, M.
	McGaughey, A.

	Cosgrave, P.
	Murphy, M.

	Daly, J.
	Neville, J.

	Daly, M.
	O’Connell, G.

	Dowds, R.
	O’Connor, S.

	Hannon, J.
	Ridge, T.

	Keane, C.
	Tuffy, E.

	Keating, D.
	Walsh, E.

	King, C.
	Warren, K.

	Lahart, J.
	


OFFICIALS PRESENT

	County Manager
	J. Horan 

	Directors / Heads of Function


	T. Doherty, P. Smith, P. Poole, F. Coffey, A. Jacob, J. Walsh, F. Nevin

	County Architect
	E. Conroy

	Senior Executive Officers
	M. Maguire, M. Judge, L. Kelly, P. Murphy, E. O’Gorman, J. Quinlivan, J. Byrne, M. Coleman, H. Hogan

	Senior Planners
	P. Hogan, M. Kenny

	Senior Executive Planners
	P. Devlin, A. Hyland

	A/Administrative Officer
	U. Donnellan

	A/Senior Staff Officer
	T. Fallon

	A/Assistant Staff Officer
	M. Dunne

	IT Support
	D. Calpin, L. Donoghue


Apologies for inability to attend were received from the Mayor, Councillor B. Gogarty and Councillor T. Gilligan.
The Deputy Mayor, Councillor D. Keating presided and extended best wishes to the Mayor.  

(C/0090/08)  CONFIRMATION AND RE-AFFIRMATION OF MINUTES
a) Minutes of Meeting of South Dublin County Council, 11th February 2008, which had been circulated, were submitted and APPROVED as a true record and signed.
(C/0091/08)  TERENURE/RATHFARNHAM AREA COMMITTEE (1) - 5TH FEBRUARY 2008 DEALING WITH ROADS, PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT AND CORPORATE SERVICES
It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.

(C/0092/08)  TERENURE/RATHFARNHAM AREA COMMITTEE (2) - 12TH FEBRUARY 2008DEALING WITH COMMUNITY (1 REPORT - GRANTS), PARKS, ENVIRONMENT AND HOUSING
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

Community Business:

“Application for Grant (Arts Act 2003)
Application for a grant under the Council’s Arts Scheme has been received from the organisation listed below. Payment of this grant, 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

	614
	Templeogue Orchestral Performance
	Grant for performance
	January 08
	1,000


It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane, seconded by Councillor T. McDermott and RESOLVED:

“That this Committee recommends that South Dublin County Council APPROVE the grant as recommended in the foregoing report.””
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor J. Lahart and RESOLVED:
“That the recommendations contained in the reports of the South Dublin County Council Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Committee (2) 12th February 2008 – Community Department be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”
(C/0093/08)  TALLAGHT AREA COMMITTEE (1) - 18TH FEBRUARY 2008 
DEALING WITH COMMUNITY (1 REPORT - GRANTS), PARKS, ENVIRONMENT AND HOUSING
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

Community Business:

“Application for Grants
Applications for grants under South Dublin County 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 and in the amounts set out hereunder, is recommended for approval:-

	Ref:
	Group:
	Type of Application
	Date of Application
	Amount

	GF1644
	Tallaght Community School Sports Complex
	Community Centre I.T. Based Infrastructure
	03/10/07
	€3,700

	GF 1674
	Virginia Heights Residents Association
	Environmental Improvements
	10/01/08
	€500

	
	
	
	
	


	Ref:
	Group:
	Type of Application
	Date of Application  
	Amount

	GF 1688
	Killinarden Community Council Ltd,
	Extension to Existing Multipurpose Community Centre
	30/01/08
	€50,000

	GF 1670
	The Libyan Community
	Community Activity (Including Sport Activity
	03/01/08
	€500

	GF1666
	Tallaght Chess Club
	Start up Costs for Community Groups
	12/12/07
	€500

	GF 1691
	Kilnamanagh AFC
	Single Interest Grant
	04/02/08
	€50,000

	GF 1680
	Tallaght Centre for the Unemployed Ltd.,
	Upgrading of Single Interest Facilities
	30/01/08
	€8,000

	GF 1692
	Kilnamanagh AFC
	Running Costs Grant for Community Groups
	04/02/08
	€200

	GF 1636
	Westside Boxing Club
	Equipment Grant
	14/09/07
	€3,000

	GF 1672
	Kingswood Community & Leisure Centre Ltd
	Equipment Grant
	14/09/07
	€3,000

	GF 1673
	Killinarden Drug Primary Prevention Group
	Equipment Grant
	10/01/08
	€3,000

	GF 1677
	Firhouse Community Centre
	Equipment Grant
	24/01/08
	€3,000


It was proposed by Councillor M. Corr, seconded by Councillor J. Hannon and RESOLVED:

“That this Committee recommends that South Dublin County Council APPROVE the grants as recommended in the foregoing report”.”
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor C. King and RESOLVED:
“That the recommendations contained in the reports of the South Dublin County Council Tallaght Area Committee (1) 18th February 2008 – Community Department be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”
(C/0094/08)  TALLAGHT AREA COMMITTEE (2) - 25TH FEBRUARY 2008
DEALING WITH ROADS (1 REPORT - EXTINGUISHMENT OF PUBLIC RIGHT OF WAY ON LAND ADJOINING 58 & 60 DUNMORE PARK, KINGSWOOD, DUBLIN 24), PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT AND CORPORATE SERVICES
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

Roads Business:

“Proposed extinguishment of public right of way on land adjoining 58 & 60 Dunmore Park, Kingswood, Dublin 24.  Map Ref: RE 0708

The following report was considered at the Tallaght Area Committee Meeting (2) on 25th February, 2008.  

It was proposed by Councillor J. Neville, seconded by Councillor E. Maloney and AGREED:

“That this Committee recommends to the Council that the public right of way, on land adjoining 58 & 60 Dunmore Park, Kingswood, Dublin 24 as shown colored red on Drawing No RE 0708 be extinguished.” 

The extinguishment is to be effected by means of incorporation into their gardens.

The decision regarding the extinguishment of a public right-of-way is a reserved function of the Council.

If the Council agrees to the recommendation, the following resolution is required:

“South Dublin County Council in pursuance of its power under Section 73 of the Roads Act, 1993 hereby orders that the public right-of-way on land adjoining 58 & 60 Dunmore Park, Kingswood, Dublin 24, as shown coloured red on Drawing No. RE 0708 be extinguished.”
MEETING OF TALLAGHT AREA COMMITTEE 2

Monday, February 25, 2008

HEADED ITEM NO. 10

Proposed extinguishment of public right of way on land adjoining 58 & 60 Dunmore Park, Kingswood, Dublin 24.  
The following report was considered at the Tallaght Area Committee Meeting on 25th June, 2007. 
“An application has been received from Development Department and Residents of Dunmore Park, Kingswood, Dublin 24, to formally extinguish the public right of way on land adjoining 58 & 60 Dunmore Park, Kingswood, Dublin 24, due to antisocial behaviour, and to effect the closure by means of incorporation into their gardens.”

Following consideration of the report, it was agreed to initiate the procedure.

The proposal to extinguish the public right-of-way was advertised in the Echo on 15th August, 2007 and signs were erected on site in accordance with Section 73 of the Roads Act, 1993.  The latest date for receipt of objections, representations and requests for an oral hearing was 1st October, 2007.

No submissions were received in response to the public advertisement/notice.

Bord Gais has no objection with the stipulation that they must be notified prior to commencement of any works.

Eircom and NTL have stated that they have no objections to the proposed extinguishment.

ESB has no objection but want to be contacted prior to commencement of any works so that an up-to-date map can be issued.

Water Section has no objection to the proposed extinguishment.

 Drainage Section objects to the proposed extinguishment on the grounds that 

 “there are two main drains and two manholes on this land.  One manhole is the foul sewer mains.  The Drainage Maintenance Section would need access to these services at all times.  This land would have wayleaves over it for the Council to access these services and change of ownership would be subject to wayleave agreements being transferred to the new owners.”
 Public Lighting has no objection to the proposed extinguishment but stated that there is IPL Column which would have to be re-located.

The decision regarding the extinguishment of a public right-of-way and the granting of an oral hearing is a reserved function of the Council.

 The recommendation of the Committee will be brought to the attention of the Council.”
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor E. Maloney and RESOLVED:
“That the recommendations contained in the reports of the South Dublin County Council Tallaght Area Committee (1) 25th February 2008 – Roads Department be ADOPTED and APPROVED.””
(C/0095/08)
LUCAN/CLONDALKIN AREA COMMITTEE (1) - 20TH FEBRUARY 2008 DEALING WITH ROADS, PLANNING (1 REPORT - LIFFEY VALLEY PARK), DEVELOPMENT, AND CORPORATE SERVICES
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

Planning Business:

“The Lucan Clondalkin meeting passed the following motions and unanimously recommended its adoption to the Council.

MOTION: Councillor D. Keating

That this Committee supports the concept of a Liffey Valley Park as proposed originally by Lucan Planning Council and in more recent years by Liffey Valley Park Alliance and which is also widely supported by the local Community, including all Local Residents Associations. In addition that this Committee acknowledges the historical significance of the Liffey Valley, and recognises not only the local and regional value of a Liffey Valley Park, but also its national and indeed international future potential. In such circumstances it is wholly undesirable that any future housing developments take place in the Liffey Valley, including at St. Edmundsbury and Woodville, that would undoubtedly further damage the Liffey Valley Park as did, for example, the earlier housing developments at Laraghcon.

REPORT:
Development Plan
The establishment and development of a Liffey Valley Park is an objective of the Council as set out in Policy LHA 5 of the County Development Plan 2004-2010, which seeks to “secure, as an amenity of national significance, the preservation of the Liffey Valley and its landscapes and to seek to have the lands brought into public ownership for the purpose of designation as a National Park”. This policy is supported by Policy LHA 17 which seeks to “preserve the major natural amenities of the County (i.e. Dublin Mountains and River Valleys) and to provide parks and open spaces in association with them”. It is an objective of the Council to “preserve all areas within the Liffey Valley from major housing developments” (Objective 9.4.3.iii). It is also the policy of the Council “to promote and encourage the provision of social and affordable housing in accordance with the proposals outlined in the Council’s Housing Strategy” (Policy H 11).    
Towards a Liffey Valley Park 
The study “Towards a Liffey Valley Park” prepared under the direction of the OPW envisages opportunities for some development along the corridor of the Liffey while at the same time bringing parts of the valley into public ownership. The OPW Study states that “opportunities are to be taken, throughout the length of the Liffey Valley to secure water front lands for recreational purposes in the interest of preserving and enhancing the river environments” and that “it is important to acknowledge that the local authorities will have to liaise with property owners along the Liffey Valley and that development can provide a means of acquiring further land in public ownership”.

In South Dublin County substantial progress has been, and continues to be, made in the establishment and development of a Liffey Valley Park through the acquisition of lands along the river. These include lands at Palmerstown, with the acquisition of lands at Riversdale House and Stewarts Hospital, and at Hermitage in connection with the development of the new private hospital at Fonthill. 

The challenge for the Council now is to explore the possibility of bringing further lands into public ownership and creating a further section of the Liffey Valley Park to which the public can have access and which can provide passive and active recreational amenity. 

A Motion agreed at the County Council Meeting of 10th December, 2007 requested the Manager to write to the OPW regarding the establishment of the Strategy Steering Group to implement the recommendation of “Towards a Liffey Valley Park”.  The Minister of State at the OPW, Noel Ahern TD was written to by the Council. In reply, the OPW stated in a letter dated 23rd January that “the implementation of steps to bring the Park into existence are a matter for the local authorities concerned and the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government” (Correspondence Item No. 4, Meeting of County Council 11th February 2008).

Affordable Homes Partnership (AHP) Recommendation
The Affordable Homes Partnership (AHP) recommended to the Council that it should initiate a Variation of the Development Plan 2004-2010 in relation to lands at St. Edmondsbury and Woodville, Lucan. The recommendation by the AHP was made on foot of a proposal to the AHP by Ballymore, the owners of the lands.

The Variation would involve:--

a) re-zoning lands comprising of some 99 acres from zoning objective “G” – ‘To protect and improve High Amenity Areas’, to zoning objective “A1”– ‘To provide for new Residential Communities in accordance with Approved Area Plans’, and 

b) inserting a Specific Local Objective on the subject lands to provide that in any residential development 70% of the residential units (up to 10% of which may be social housing if so determined by the planning authority) shall be for affordable housing purposes as agreed in a covenant with the Affordable Homes Partnership.

The proposal includes the provision of 1,600 residential units, a school site, a neighbourhood centre, a local centre, a crèche. It is also proposed that 70% of the 1,600 housing units would be ‘affordable’ including 10% ‘social’ (100 sheltered housing units) as defined in Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended), and 30% open market housing. 

In addition to providing affordable homes on the lands the landowners propose to transfer 184 acres of land to the Council. This would include all of the land in their holding at St. Edmondsbury that lies within the Liffey Valley (Lucan Bridge to Palmerstown) Special Amenity Area Order 1990 (SAAO) area. 

An opportunity exists under the proposal to acquire a substantial area of riverside land at Lucan, in return for facilitating a residential development on a portion of the Ballymore lands, the major part of which will be available for purchase as affordable housing.  Having regard to the extensive capital programme of public and recreational facilities already determined by the Council in terms of priorities, there is no likelihood of the Council being in a position to purchase the land for the foreseeable future. There is no proposal by the State to acquire the lands. In these circumstances it is advisable that the opportunity to bring the greater part of this land into public ownership at no cost to the Council be explored fully.

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)  

Article 13K of the Planning and Development (Strategic Environmental Assessment) Regulations 2004 (S.I No. 436 of 2004), requires that where a planning authority proposes to make a variation of a development plan under Section 13 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended), it shall, before giving notice of the variation, consider whether or not the proposed variation would be likely to have significant effects on the environment.  

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is a systematic process of predicting and evaluating the likely significant environmental effects of implementing a proposed policy, plan or programme, in order to ensure that these effects are appropriately addressed at the earliest appropriate stage of decision-making, on a par with economic and social considerations. 

Screening of the recommended Variation indicated that it could have likely significant effects on the environment.  The screening exercise concluded that an Environmental Report should be prepared as it was considered that the recommended Variation could have likely significant effects on the environment.  Accordingly consultants were requested to prepare a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Environmental Report on behalf of the Council.    

The Environmental Report has indicated that in order to have no adverse effects on the lands the 99 acres in full recommended for re-zoning by the AHP should not be considered for development.  However it also indicated that development on an area of approximately half that which had been recommended, some 48 acres, would cause minimal effects on the environment – the SAAO, the Liffey, protected structures etc.  A set of mitigation measures designed to prevent, reduce and offset as fully as possible any minimal effects on the environment is also proposed.  Given this it has been necessary to refer the matter back to the AHP, to whom the application was originally made by the landowners, to ascertain if the owners wished to abandon the application to the AHP or revise their proposal.  It is understood that the AHP has reverted back to the landowners and a response is awaited by the Council.  

Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion not be adopted, pending further consideration of the AHP recommendation, the SEA Environmental Report, any matters that may arise from the Environmental Report, public advertisement and display, the receipt of submissions and observations and the consideration of these in a Manager’s Report to the Elected Council.

Report to County Council Meeting – March 2008
It should be noted 

(1) That the AHP recommendation to initiate a variation of the County Development Plan has been referred back in the context of the Strategic Environment Report, 

(2) The view expressed by the OPW in its letter to the Council on 23rd January 2008 “that the implementation of steps to bring the park into existence are a matter for the local authorities concerned and the Department of Environment Heritage and Local Government”.  

(3) There is no likelihood of the Council being in a position to purchase the land for the foreseeable future.

4) That there is the possibility of a very substantial acreage of land at St. Edmondsbury and Woodville in the Liffey Valley, including all of the lands included in the Special Area Amenity Order together with additional open space lands being transferred, free of charge, to the Council as part of the application submitted to the Affordable Homes Partnership.

Therefore, it is recommended that the motion be not passed pending a response from the AHP, when the matter will come before the Council formally.      

Note for members on membership of Affordable Homes Partnership (AHP)
The South Dublin County Manager, Joe Horan is a member of the Affordable Homes Partnership and as such he has withdrawn from all discussions and decisions taken by the AHP in relation to any site located within this county. Similarly, on foot of his membership of AHP, the County Manager will not engage or make any contribution to any discussion that may arise at this meeting in relation to this item.”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors D. Keating, T. McDermott, J. Hannon, C. Keane, T. Ridge, E. Maloney, S. O’Connor, E. Tuffy, T. Ridge, G. O’Connell, R. Dowds, P. Cosgrave, J. Hannon, M. Daly, J. Daly, C. Brophy, A. McGaughey, M. Murphy and M. Corr.

Mr. T. Doherty, Deputy County Manager responded to the Members’ queries and reiterated the Manager’s recommendation that the motion not be passed.
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor T. McDermott and RESOLVED unanimously:
“That this Committee supports the concept of a Life Valley Park as proposed originally by Lucan Planning Council and in more recent years by Life Valley Park Alliance and which is also widely supported by the local Community, including all Local Residents Associations. In addition that this Committee acknowledges the historical significance of the Life Valley, and recognises not only the local and regional value of a Life Valley Park, but also its national and indeed international future potential. In such circumstances it is wholly undesirable that any future housing developments take place in the Life Valley, including at St. Edmunds bury and Woodville, that would undoubtedly further damage the Life Valley Park as did, for example, the earlier housing developments at Marathon.”
The motion was PASSED.
Following resumption of the meeting after the recess the Deputy Mayor indicated that a related “emergency motion” had been received from Councillor T. McDermott. 
Clarification was sought in relation to the determination of Emergency Motions and the Meetings Administrator advised that there is no provision in Standing Orders for “Emergency Motions”. However Articles 76 & 77 of Standing Orders specifies that Standing Orders may at any time be suspended on a motion proposed to enable specific business defined in the suspensory motion to be considered and dealt with by the Council, subject to certain criteria.
It was proposed by Councillor T. McDermott, seconded by Councillors D. Keating, G. O’Connell and E. Tuffy and RESOLVED without debate:
“That the Manager refrain from all further action regarding the Affordable Homes Partnership’s recommendation for a variation of the Development Plan in relation to lands at St. Edmunds bury and Woodville, Lucan pending forthcoming correspondence and a decision regarding an extension of the Special Amenity Area Order by the Minister for the Environment, Heritage and Local Government, John Gormley, T.D.”

(C/0096/08)  LUCAN/CLONDALKIN AREA COMMITTEE (2) - 26TH FEBRUARY 2008 DEALING WITH COMMUNITY, PARKS, ENVIRONMENT AND HOUSING
It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.
(C/0097/08)  STANDING COMMITTEES - ADJOURNED ORGANISATION, PROCEDURE AND FINANCE COMMITTEE, 11TH FEBRUARY 2008 - REPORT ON PROPOSED RE-BRANDING PROJECT
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“PRESENTATION ON PROPOSED RE-BRANDING PROJECT
Mr. A. Jacob, A/Head of Corporate Services welcomed Ruth Kelleher of Zinc Designs back to the Council Chamber. 

Mr. Jacob summarized the proceedings from the previous meeting and Ms.   Kelleher then delivered a presentation with particular focus on the refinement task which presented following from the previous meeting and the issues and sentiments raised by the members at that meeting.   

Ms Kelleher outlined a number of options now for consideration including colour and graphics as well as the positioning of the Logo and text size.  

A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors E. Walsh, J. Lahart, J. Hannon, C. Keane, M. Daly, J. Daly, G. O’Connell, T. McDermott, C. Brophy, E. Tuffy, T. Ridge, C. King, M. Ardagh and D. Keating.  

It was AGREED to have a vote by show of hands to accept or reject the proposed new branding.  The result was as follows:  

FOR:  12 (twelve)
AGAINST:        5 (five)
The proposed new branding in the colour orange was AGREED.
Following a request from the members the executive committed to the circulation of a draft protocol for the appropriate usage of the heraldic crest and new logo.”
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor R. Dowds and RESOLVED:
“That the recommendations contained in the report of the South Dublin County Council Organisation, Procedure and Finance Committee (Adjourned Meeting) -11th February 2008 be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”
(C/0098/08)  ENVIRONMENT STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE – (i) REPORT OF MEETING 6TH FEBRUARY 2008; (ii) MINUTES OF MEETING 7TH NOVEMBER 2007
The following reports by the Manager, which had been circulated, were CONSIDERED:

(i) – Report of Meeting 6th February, 2008

“In attendance:

Members
Councillor T. McDermott (Chair)

Councillor C. King

Councillor M. Murphy 

Councillor E. Maloney

Councillor G. O’Connell

Councillor E. Walsh

Ms. C. Kiernan
Officials
P. Poole, Director of Environmental Services

J. Quinlivan, Senior Executive Officer

M.Coleman, Senior Executive Officer 

D.Finch, Senior Engineer

L.Magee, Senior Engineer

T.Moyne,Senior Engineer

M.Ni Dhomhnaill, Environmental Awareness Officer

C.Hinch, Assistant Environmental Awareness Officer

P.Moffat, Senior Staff Officer

Apology for inability to attend was received from Mr B. Buckley.

An Cathaoirleach, Councillor T. McDermott presided.

H-I (1) Minutes
The minutes of the Environmental SPC meeting held on 2nd November 2007 were proposed by  Cllr. Mc Dermott, seconded by Cllr G. O’Connell and Agreed
H-I (2) Matters Arising
It was noted that there were no matters arising from the minutes.

H-I (3) Presentation on dumping in the Dublin mountains -PURE.

A presentation was given by Mr Ian Davis a representative of PURE, on the issue of dumping in the Dublin/ Wicklow mountains.  PURE is a partnership project incorporating the local authorities of Dun Laoghaire Rathdown County Council, Wicklow County Council,  South Dublin County Council, Dublin City Council, Coillte, the National Parks and Wildlife Service the ESB and a number of non - statutory organisations in a joint endeavour to prevent incidents of illegal dumping in the Dublin/ Wicklow upland regions.

The presentation outlined the various measures taken by PURE to protect the mountains from illegal dumping including the use of CCTV in identifying offenders

Following contributions from Cllr M. Murphy, Cllr G. O’Connell, Cllr E. Walsh and Ms.C. Kiernan Mr Davis answered a number of questions from the members. The Committee members expressed their appreciation of the excellent work being done by PURE. 

An Cathaoirleach Cllr. McDermott thanked Mr Davis for his attendance and for his presentation.

H-I (4)   Litter Management Plan:

It was agreed to defer discussion on the Draft Litter Management Plan until the next meeting of the Committee in order to give members further opportunity to examine the contents of the document.

H-I (5)   Climate Change Submission – Group update
A presentation on climate change was made by Ms. M. NiDhomhnaill, Environmental Awareness Officer. She stated that, as previously agreed, arrangements had been made to meet with CODEMA, the company which had been engaged by Dublin City Council in a similar capacity and to progress the matter from there. A sub-group of the SPC has been established to facilitate progress and a meeting will be arranged between CODEMA and the Sub-Group before the next meeting of the Strategic Policy Committee.

In the meantime an awareness programme has been planned for the SPC members during ECO Week which commences the week beginning 14th April. Arrangements have also been made for members of the Committee to see the film ‘An Inconvenient Truth’ at the UCI Cinema, Tallaght. Details of the date/time etc will be forwarded to the members as soon as possible. 

H-I ( 6)   Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage Study (GDSDS) SEA – briefing
A report of the Strategic Environmental Assessment of the Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage Study (GDSDS) was presented by Mr.T. Moyne, Senior Engineer.  

Fingal County Council is the lead authority in this project at a regional level.
It was agreed that a separate joint meeting of the Environment SPCs of all the local authorities involved should be held to consider the Final Environmental Report and SEA Statement.

H-1 (7)    Major Water Source Scheme – SEA
A report of the issue of finding a new major water source for the Dublin Region was presented by Mr.T. Moyne Senior Engineer.  It was noted that water supplies from a new source will be required to augment existing supplies by 2015/ 2016 in order to avoid the possibility of water shortage in the region.

Following contributions from Cllr T. McDermott, Cllr E.Maloney. Cllr G. O’Connell, Ms. C. Kiernan, Cllr M. Murphy, Mr Moyne replied to the issues raised.

An Cathaoirleach Cllr. T. McDermott thanked Mr Moyne for his detailed presentation.

H-I (8) Any other Business:- Filling of Vacancy
It was noted that Cllr. Colm Brophy had been approved by the Council to replace Cllr Stanley Laing on the Committee.

The meeting concluded at 7pm.”
The report was NOTED.
(ii) Minutes of Meeting 7th November 2007

“Present:-

Elected Members:    
                      
Cllr Tony McDermott 

Cllr Marie Corr                                     

Cllr Cathal King                                    

Cllr John Lahart

Cllr Mick Murphy

Cllr Stanley Laing

Cllr Guss O’Connell

Cllr Eamonn Walsh
Officials 
P. Poole, Director of Environmental & Water Services

M. Coleman, Senior Executive Officer

J. Quinlivan, Senior Executive Officer

M. NiDhomhnaill, Environmental Awareness Officer

C. Hinch, Assistant Environmental Awareness Officer

P. Moffat, Senior Staff Officer
Sectoral Interests
Mr Brian Buckley, Greyhound Waste

Ms Connie Kiernan
Apologies
Mr Michael McLoughlin

Mr Ollie Murphy

An Cathaoirleach Cllr. T. McDermott presided.

H-I (1) Minutes
The minutes of the regional meeting hosted by Fingal County Council held on the 24th September 2007 were proposed by Cllr McDermott and seconded by Cllr O’Connell and Agreed.

Waste Collection
Before the meeting commenced formally, Ms P. Poole gave a verbal report on the current position regarding the activity of private domestic waste collection companies who wish to operate in the County.

Following contributions from Clllrs; E. Walsh, G. O’Connell, M. Murphy, T. McDermott, S. Laing, M. Corr, J. Lahart, Ms C. Kiernan and Mr Brian Buckley Ms Poole responded to the various matters raised.  The members thanked Ms Poole for the update on the position.

H-I(2)  Sustainability Report
The following report was presented by Ms. Ni Dhomhnaill.

“The development of a strategy on Climate Change Reduction would be in keeping with the range of initiatives already undertaken by the Council. A previous report on Sustainability included many of the items referred to and progress reports have been submitted to the SPC on an ongoing basis. 
This proposal provides an opportunity to review the overall progress since September 2006 and for the development of an updated Strategy. The approach outlined would lead to a cohesive approach being developed. Dublin City has already advanced on these proposals and are close to having their Action Plan developed. South Dublin will therefore liase with the City in the course of drawing up such a strategy.
In advance of the SPC establishing a sub-group there will be a presentation at the meeting which will deal with the issues raised in 2006 and with the progress made since that time. 
It is also proposed that the SPC will prepare a presentation for the other SPCs in order that they can play an active part in the preparation of this Strategy
If the SPC agrees the proposal it will be brought to the full Council meeting.”

Following contributions from Cllrs T. McDermott, G. O’Connell, and J. Lahart it was agreed that Cllr T. McDermott’s suggested of the establishment of a Sub Group on Sustainability to “pull-together” work already going through the County Development Board and other Agencies and to work with the other SPCs.  He requested that members of the Environmental SPC be part of the membership.  The following members agreed to join the Group:

Mr Brian Buckley

Ms Connie Kiernan

Cllr G. O’Connell

Cllr J. Lahart.

Ms P. Poole stated that a Regional approach was the best way forward and suggested that the Group would work with a company named Codina which had been employed by Dublin City Council and that the work of the Group could inform the next County Development Plan.  This was agreed, and it was also agreed that the matter be presented to the Council and the other SPCs.   
H-I (3) Litter Management Plan
A PowerPoint presentation of the Litter Management Plan was presented by Mr J. Quinlivan.

Following contributions from Cllrs G. O’Connell, M. Corr, E. Walsh, S. Laing, M. Murphy, Mr Brian Buckely, and Ms Connie Kiernan.

Mr J. Quinlivan responded to the various matters raised.  He stated that members could make submissions on the Plan and that the Plan would be presented for approval to the next meeting of the Committee.  A number of members praised the work of the handcart workers in various villages and it was agreed that this would be passed on to the workers concerned.

H-I (4) Report on Bring Banks
Cllr T. McDermott praised the work carried out by Working Group on Bring Banks.

A CCTV film was shown for the information of the Members showing how the Council is endeavouring to combat dumping at Bring Banks.

H-I (5) Any Other Business
Cllr M. Murphy requested that the issue of dumping in the Dublin mountains be listed as a headed item at the next meeting of the Committee.  This was agreed.

Cllr Murphy also complimented the Council on the collection of plastic bottles in the Green Bins which commenced in September. 

The meeting concluded at 7pm.

Signed: _______________________                        Date: ___________

Cllr T. McDermott
Cathaoirleach”
The Minutes were NOTED.

(C/0099/08)
TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE (i) REPORT OF MEETING 7TH FEBRUARY 2008; (ii) MINUTES OF MEETING 8TH NOVEMBER 2007
The following reports by the Manager, which had been circulated, were CONSIDERED:
(i) Report of Meeting 7th February, 2008

“Report of Transportation Strategic Policy Committee Meeting of 7TH February 2008.

1.     Confirmation of Minutes

Minutes of Transportation Strategic Policy Committee held on 8th November 2007 were confirmed and approved as a true record and signed.

2.     Countywide traffic modelling programme.
Ms. H. Fallon, Senior Executive Engineer presented the report.  The Committee was informed that the traffic model is very beneficial in terms of the overall road network; however, individual junctions would need further examination.

The model was introduced under the following headings:-

Spatial Overview

* High volume of radial commuters to/from city centre originating in and 


outside our county.

* Increased north / south orbital movement (local and through traffic).

      
Why Produce a Countywide Model

     
* Allows the Council to analyse and assess existing and proposed road network

     
and public transport proposals more accurately than the DTO model.

  
* Allows the Council to assess land use proposals.

     
* Specific large developments can be modelled to calculate their affect on the 

       
road network.  

Development of model

* Forecast year model 2016 had to be developed based on planning guidelines.

* Data collection was carried out including roadside interviews, manual classified counts and automatic counts together with journey time surveys.

* Every junction in the county had to be inputted into the model including

Number of lanes, control, signal data, bus priority etc.

Mr. F Coffey, Director of Transportation informed the Committee that the traffic model used by the D.T.O. is the Saturn Model.  This is a strategic model which looks at the overall Dublin area.  The OSCADY model examines the geometry at junctions.  All available programmes are utilised to maximum effect by the Council.


3.     Report on Quality Bus Network.

Mr. C. DeBúrca, Project Manager from the Quality Bus Network Office presented a report on the current status of the Q.B.C. programme and future schemes.

Work Programme

The work programme being implemented comprises the following:-

a) Enhancement of existing QBC’s

b) Construction of new QBC’s

c) Other network improvements such as traffic signal priority.

The programme is being planned with the objective of providing QBC’s in advance of future housing developments with a view to providing attractive public transport alternatives to the private car.

Recent Schemes

Naas Road QBC

South Clondalkin QBC (Nangor Road)

Orbital QBC (Belgard Road/Fonthill Road)

Outer Ring Road QBC (Phases 1 & 2)

Schemes under construction

Outer Ring Road Phase 3 (N7 – N81)

Firhouse Road QBC

Green Route QBC

Newcastle Road (substantially complete)

Schemes at detailed design

Greenhills Road

Naas Road (Red Cow to Longmile Road)

Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC

N81 QBC

South Clondalkin QBC Extension

Removal of pinch points.

2008 Programme 

10 Schemes to become operative in 2008

10 Schemes currently under construction

12 Schemes at detailed design/tender stage

 6 Schemes at Public Consultation stage

Another 20 schemes at concept/feasibility stage.

Change of car to bus ratio

41% in 1997

59% in 2007

63% in 2011 (forecast)

Key issues for QBC success

1) Provide consistent reliable bus journey times through the provision of the maximum amount of bus priority particularly through the removal of pinch points.

2) Meet requirement for additional and enhanced buses.

3) Increased enforcement using ITS resources to compliment the Gardai

4) Integrated ticketing

a. Real Time Information.

Mr. DeBúrca stated that the underlying feature of the programme is that where possible buses will have free movement without queuing.   The programme provides for an additional 250 buses in the coming 2/3 years.   With regard to Real Time Information it is proposed to introduce a system whereby the bus will send a signal to the next bus stop indicating the expected time of arrival.

A discussion ensued and it was proposed and AGREED to present the following motion to the next County Council Meeting:-

“This Committee supports the provision and expansion of the QBC Network and requests an adequate number of buses be provided to maintain an appropriate level of service throughout this county.”

4. Park and Ride Scheme at N4 – Leixlip interchange site.

The Committee was informed of the recent decision of An Bord Pleanala to refuse to approve this proposed Park & Ride development.

Mr. F. Coffey stated that the Council are looking closely at this decision and will present a further report to the next meeting of the Committee.
The meeting concluded at 7.10 p.m.

       
_______________                               _______________

       
Councillor K. Warren



Date

       
Chairperson”
The report was NOTED.

(ii) Minutes of Meeting 8th November 2007

“Minutes of Meeting of the Transportation Strategic Policy Committee held on 8th November, 2007 which were confirmed at the Strategic Policy committee Meeting held on Thursday 7th February, 2008.
Present:

Elected Members:


Councillor P. Cosgrave


Councillor D. Keating

            Councillor C. Keane

Councillor S. Laing

            Councillor M. Murphy

            Councillor S. O’Conchúir

            Councillor E. Tuffy


                                                                                                                          

An apology was received from Councillor T. Ridge

Sectoral Interests:

            Ms. D Quinn, Community Forum 

Apologies were received from Mr. D. McConn and Mr. J. Farren.                                 

Council Officials:
Mr. F. Coffey, Director of Transportation and County Engineer 





Mr. T. Curtin, Administrative Officer                                      





Mr. D. Ryan, Senior Engineer





Ms. N. Fitzgibbon, Senior Staff Officer

                                      
Mr. M. Ahern       D.T.O.





Mr. R. Parkinson  D.T.O.

                                      
Mr. R. Fitzsimons Dublin Cycling Campaign

                                      
Ms. B. Connolly    Cycling Safety and Skills School.

An Cathaoirleach, Councillor S. Laing presided.

Councillor S. Laing and the members welcomed Councillor P. Cosgrave to the Transportation Strategic Policy Committee.

1.      Confirmation of Minutes

The Minutes of Transportation Strategic Policy Committee held on 6th September 2007 were CONFIRMED and APPROVED as a true record and signed.

2. Review of School Transport

Mr. F. Coffey, Director of Transportation informed the Committee that a meeting would be held shortly with officials from the Department of Transport to discuss funding for this project. 
3. Draft Policy Document on Sale of Motor Vehicles on Public    Roads.
The Committee was informed that in recent times there has been a significant increase in the illegal and highly dangerous practice of the parking of motor vehicles for sale on public roads including footpaths and grass margins.  This illegal practice is taking place at an increasing number of locations throughout the county and is contrary to the provisions of Section 71 of the Roads Act, 1993.
The Council is concerned that this practice is creating a serious hazard for all road users (both pedestrians and motorists) and the following policy document is presented to address this issue.

Mr. T. Curtin, Administrative Officer highlighted the main provisions in the draft policy document.

Following discussion to which Councillors S. O’Conchúir, C. Keane, D. Keating and P. Cosgrave contributed, Mr. F. Coffey, Director of Transportation responded to queries raised. It was proposed by Councillor S. Laing, seconded by Councillor D. Keating and AGREED that  the Policy Document on Sale of Motor Vehicles on Public Roads be recommended for adoption by the Council.
4. 
Cycling Developments.

Mr. M. Ahern DTO gave a presentation outlining developments in the area of cycling. The total length of cycle track in the Greater Dublin Area is 686km. However, there are more cars being driven to school now compared to 2002. As part of the safe routes to school programme guidance documents on safe cycling were produced for teachers, parents and pupils. The aim is to create a cycle friendly environment that will increase proportion of short trips (up to 6km) made by bicycle to 30% by 2016. 

DTO 2006 Policy Statement on Cycling.

1. To enhance the cycling environment including

· Reducing traffic volumes (in particular heavy vehicles).

· Improved and additional cycle infrastructure and priority and good quality road surfaces.

· Provision of sufficient cycle parking facilities.

2. Promote cycling in the Greater Dublin Area through a variety of means including

· Training and other educational measures targeted in particular at those of school going age.

· Promote cycling as a healthy activity.

· Marketing of cycling as a sensible choice focused on areas where good potential for cycling is identified and where good quality cycle facilities exist.

School Survey

A recent school survey has indicated routes used by pupils going to school.

Reasons given by pupils/parents for not cycling to school include too far, too young, weather conditions, safety concerns, no facilities, too much to carry.

Next Steps

New Strategy, with Integrated Cycling Element.

New Cycle Manual being prepared.

Network Planning 2008, to follow inventory.

Continued development of major projects.

New Interchange Projects.

Further promotion inc. City Cycle 2008.

Cycle Working Group and Stakeholder Forums.

Monitoring and Counting. 
The Committee stressed that the safety of cyclists is paramount and that bus drivers should have regard for cyclists at all times and especially when turning left.

Mr. M Ahern undertook to request Dublin Bus to include cycle awareness in their driving instruction programme.

5.   Promotion of cycling – Dublin Cycling Campaign



Mr. R. Fitzsimons gave a presentation on the promotion of cycling on behalf of Dublin Cycling Campaign.  It was pointed out that no formal training, tax or insurance is required to cycle in Ireland.   

Benefits of cycling.    

Regular cycling is an excellent form of exercise which can:

· Increase fitness.

· Lower the risk of heart attack.

· Help with weight loss.

· Reduce stress.

· Cycling is relatively fast for shorter journeys when compared to walking or public transport, and sometimes even driving.

· Studies have shown that a normal cyclist is able to beat a motorist traveling in and out of the city at rush hour from outside the M50 cordon.

· Congestion has little effect on cyclists leading to very consistent commuting times. Cycling helps in the reduction in congestion.

· After the initial purchase the running cost of a bicycle are very low.

Some reasons given for not wanting to cycle.

· Safety

· Fitness

· Weather

· Distance

· Hills

· Age

· Cleanliness

· Laziness

Cycle Facilities

· Cycle facilities are being used to tackle emotion and skill based problems.

· Cycle facilities reinforces the negatives of cycling without necessarily solving them. 

· Poorly designed, constructed and maintained cycle facilities offer no benefit to cyclist.  In many cases it can make it more difficult or more dangerous for cyclists.

Future Policy

· Existing policy has not worked:

· Mistakes need to be undone

· Future policy needs to include:

· Promotion

· Integration

· Education

· Enforcement

6. Safety and skills of cycling.

Ms. B. Connelly from the Cycling Safety and Skills School presented a report.  

The Cycling Safety and Skills School teach young cyclists the skills required to cycle in a safe manner.  By building core bike – handling skills the cyclist’s ability to keep safe on the bike is increased.   While there is a lot of emphasis on safety and skills, fun and enjoyment are a major factor to learning and achieving success with children.

          

Structure of Programme

· The Cycling Safety and Skills School was established in January 2001. This year, piloting with South Dublin County Council approximately 600 primary school children have taken part or are currently participating in cycling safety and skills courses.

· Instructors take around 20-30 children at a time in an hour-long class. Each course lasts 6 weeks and is taught during the school day in keeping with the PE and SPHE curricula.

· Pupils learn correct ways to start and stop.

· How to make left and right-hand turns.

· How to perform a basic bike check.

· How to ensure bike and helmet fit correctly.

· Road signs and what they mean.

· How to proceed in traffic.

· Introduction to the rules of the road as they apply to cyclists.

· Pupils become familiar with the safe dress code for cyclists.

· All equipment - bikes, helmets and marking cones - is supplied by the Cycling. Safety and Skills School.

Cyclists are made aware that:-

a) They are responsible for their own safety.

b) They should be aware at all times of other road users and 

c) They should be visible at all times.

The way forward.

· The scheme will expand in 2008 building to an annual capacity of approximately 1700 pupils.

· The programme, when delivered in disadvantaged areas, can offer extra 


benefits where cycling could widen options for youngsters by giving 


increased mobility. 

The Committee complemented Ms. Connolly on a very extensive and worthwhile programme.

The meeting concluded at 7.10 p.m.

       
___________________                                   __________________

       
Councillor K. Warren

       
            Date

       
Chairperson”
The Minutes were NOTED.
(C/0100/08)
SPORTS, RECREATION, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT & PARKS STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE (i) REPORT OF MEETING 13TH FEBRUARY 2008; (ii) MINUTES OF MEETING 14TH NOVEMBER 2007.

The following reports by the Manager, which had been circulated, were CONSIDERED: 

(i) Report of Meeting 13th February 2008
“Attendance
Members                                             Offiicals
Cllr M Daly                                         
P Smith, Director of Services

Cllr D Keating                                   
B Coman, Senior Executive Officer

Cllr C Jones                                  
T McDermott, Local Sports Partnership

Cllr J Neville                                  
A Casserly Sports Officer

Cllr J Daly                                        
G Fitzgibbon, Administrative Officer 

Cllr P Cosgrave

Cllr R Dowds

A. Shields

C Johnston

Apologies 
Cllr B Gogarty

An Cathaoirleach Councillor M. Daly presided.   

1/ Minutes of meeting of minutes of meeting of 14th November 2007 were discussed and matters arising dealt with.  
Proposed by Cllr M Daly and seconded by Cllr B. Gogarty the minutes were agreed as a true record.  

2/ A Presentation on Teenspace – National Recreation Policy was delivered by Mr B. Coman.  

http://intranet/cmas/documents/165690_Recreation%20Strategy%20TEENSPACEl-%20SPC.ppt
Following a general debate to which Cllrs M Dlay, J Daly, R Dowds, J Neville and P Cosgrave and C. Johnston and A Shields contributed the report was noted.

3/ Item of Business Submitted: Cllr M. Daly

“In view of the success and value to the South Dublin County area of the partnership with the FAI on the Football In the Community Development Officers project as promoted and encouraged by this committee that this committee promote and encourage a similar type partnership with the GAA Dublin County Board and that the necessary contact be made to explore such a possibility.”

Following a general discussion on the above item to which Cllrs M. Daly, J. Daly, C. Jones, J. Neville and D. Keating contributed it was agreed to amend the item of business to include all relevant sporting organizations and that the matter be investigated generally by the Local Sports Partnership of the Council.

The amended item of business to read as follows:

“In view of the success and value to the South Dublin County area of the partnership with the FAI on the Football In the Community Development Officers project as promoted and encouraged by this committee that this committee recommend that the South Dublin County Council Local Sports Partnership promote and encourage a similar type partnership with other relevant sporting bodies interested in such a joint venture with the Council.  

4/ A.O.B.  

The Chairman of the Committee Cllr M. Daly formally introduced and welcomed Thomas McDermott, Co-ordinator of the South Dublin County Council Local Sports Partnership.   
The meeting ended at 7.00 pm”
The report was NOTED.
 (ii) Minutes of Meeting  14th November 2007
“Attendance
Members                                             Offiicials
Cllr M Daly                                         
P Smith, Director of Services

Cllr D Keating                                   
B Coman, Senior Executive Officer

Cllr C. Jones                                  
M. Hannon A/Senior Parks Superintendent

Cllr P Cosgrave                              
A Casserly Sports Officer

Cllr.R.Dowds                         

Cllr B Gogarty

A. Shields

S Reid

J Coughlan 
Apologies 
Cllr J Daly

Cllr K Warren                                   In Attendance   J. Horan

C. Johnston 

Cllr J Neville

An Cathaoirleach Councillor M. Daly presided.
1/ Minutes of meeting of minutes of meeting of 12th September 2007 were discussed and matters arising dealt with.

Proposed by Cllr Mark Daly and seconded by Cllr D Keating the minutes were agreed as a true record.

2/ Comhairle na Nog Presentation on TEENSPACE and Youth Cafe
A Presentation was delivered by three members of the South Dublin County Comhairle na N-og including the Chair and Vice Chair of the Committee with emphasis on the Youth Café concept and the work of the Comhairle in this regard and their visit to the Gaf Café  in Galway.

Following a debate to which Cllrs. M Daly, D Keating, B Gogarty and Sean Reid and Ambrose Shields contributed, the County Manager and B. Coman responded and all queries answered, the Presentation was noted and agreed that the Community Forum consider the possibility of inviting representatives of Comhairle onto the Forum and from there to future representation/participation on the SPC.

Agreed that Presentation on National Recreation Strategy  - Teenspace – be held over to next meeting.
3/ A.O.B.
A Special Presentation was then made to the Special Olympiads and their Coaches and Mentors, who represented the County so proudly at the Special Olympics World Games in Shanghai, by the Mayor in the presence of Special Guest Mary Davis CEO Special Olympics Ireland.

The families of the Olympiads also attended.

Meeting and Presentation concluded at 8.30 pm.”
The Minutes were NOTED.
(C/0101/08)
JOINT MEETING OF HOUSING AND SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT (INCL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT) STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE - REPORT OF MEETING 14TH FEBRUARY 2008
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Report of Joint Meeting of Housing and Social Development Strategic Policy Committee and Economic Development (incl Planning and Development) Strategic Policy Committee
Attended:

	Frank Nevin, Acting Director of housing
	Cllr. Marie Corr

	Joan Kelly, Senior Staff Officer
	Cllr. Eamon Tuffy

	Emer O’Gorman, Senior Executive Officer
	Cllr. John Hannon

	Martin Judge, Senior Executive Officer
	Cllr. Joe Neville

	Siobhan Duff, Senior Executive Planner
	Cllr. Eamon Walsh

	Mary O’Shaughnessy, Senior Executive Officer
	Cllr. Therese Ridge

	 
	Cllr. Maire Ardagh

	 
	Cllr. Robert Dowds

	 
	Cllr. Trevor Gilligan

	 
	Cllr. Mick Murphy

	 
	Noel O’Connor


Headed Item No.1
Draft Strategy - Part V
Frank Nevin, Acting Director Of Housing, presented the following report:
Discussion paper : South Dublin County Council – Part V policy.
1.Introduction.
The Councils housing strategy is set out in accordance with the Planning & Development Act 2000 in the County Development Plan 2004-2010.
It is anticipated that supply of social/affordable/voluntary, (sav), homes in accordance with Part V of the Planning & Development Act 2000, (as amended) will form a significant portion of home delivery in the coming years. The aim of this document is to set out the Councils policy when dealing with developers on Part V supply. 
· The proposed policy is set out. 
· The approval procedure is identified. 
· Finally, the implementation of the policy, (if adopted), is outlined. 
2. Policy (PROPOSED)
In accordance with the South Dublin County Housing Strategy the policy of South Dublin County Council is to aim to achieve delivery of the required sav homes in accordance with Part V on site as part of the development which is the subject of the planning application. This is the primary basis on which all negotiations will be conducted. 
The mix of social/affordable/voluntary homes and home type in each case will be decided by reference to the Housing Strategy and the current tenure mix in the relevant area. 
It is an objective of the Council that Part V agreement(s) will be in place in advance of the lodging of a planning application in respect of land on which Part V is applicable. 
The involvement of Voluntary Housing Associations will be welcomed in Part V supply subject to discussions and agreement with the Councils Voluntary Housing Unit. 
However, as indicated in the legislation there may be extreme instances where on-site delivery is neither practicable nor desirable from South Dublin County Councils point of view. 
Instances where the position at (iii) above may be acceptable in South Dublin County is where 
a. The development is of a scale that in the opinion of the Council the delivery of on-site homes is neither practicable nor desirable. (Larger schemes must meet Council requirements for tenure mix). 
AND
b. The homes being developed are not suitable for sav homes due to size and/or type, or 
c. The home being developed are not possible to place on the market as affordable homes due to certified cost price, or 
d. The homes being developed are not suitable as social homes due to certified cost price having regard to DOELG guidelines. 
(It is envisaged that this clause will normally only be applicable to small infill schemes.)
Certified cost price is to mean the cost price per home calculated in accordance with the terms of the Planning Acts.
i. Where a developers planning application falls within the terms of (iv) above and the developer applies to pay compensation in lieu of the Part V requirement the Councils valuer will enter into negotiations and seek to reach agreement on value with the developer and/or their agents. 
ii. In instances where financial compensation is accepted in lieu of homes the monies will be utilised for housing purposes in the Local Electoral Area in which the site is located in order to deliver a planning/housing gain to the local community. 
iii. Off-site provision will not normally be acceptable under Part V. The reasons for this are : 
a. The acceptance of same could lead to distortion in the tenure mix in both developments and/or the wider area(s). 
b. Administrative, legal and practical difficulties in monitoring and delivering the homes on the alternative site. 
3. Approval of draft policy.
In the first instance it is proposed to present this document to the Housing & Planning SPCs, (a joint workshop was proposed at the last meeting), DRfor perusal & discussion. 
The position document agreed with the SPC will then be brought to the Area Committees of the Council. 
It may be necessary to return to the SPC with the input from the Area Committees. 
The final document agreed with the SPC will be brought to the members of South Dublin County Council for final discussion and possible approval. 
4. Implementation of Policy
The policy, if approved by the members, will be circulated to the interested parties, including the CIF and the ICSH, and will, as indicated in the introduction, form the basis of all Part V negotiations in South Dublin County.
5. Next steps.
As indicated above this document will be brought to the next meeting of the Housing SPC on 15th November 2007.
Frank Nevin
A/Director of Housing.
02 November 2007
Following a discussion to which Cllrs. Corr, Ardagh, Hannon, Tuffy, and Ridge, and Noel O’Connor contributed, it was agreed that joint workshop comprised of members of the SPCs and officials, and any other interested members of the Council would be held.

Headed Item No.2 

Consideration of Planning Policy Initiatives to Ameliorate Anti-Social Behavior in New and Existing Developments Guidelines for Designing out Anti-Social Behavior
Siobhan Duff,Senior Executive Planner presented the following report:
At a meeting of the Economic Development and Planning Strategic Policy Committee held on 17th May 2006, a report entitled ‘Planning Policies and Design Approaches to Reduce Anti-Social Behaviour’ was considered.  This report detailed provisions in Planning Department plans and policies with implications for anti-social behaviour and crime in general.  

Following a proposal from Councillor Eamon Tuffy, it was agreed that a sub-committee be set up to further examine the matter.  Terms of Reference were drawn up and agreed and the purpose of the sub-committee was defined as follows: 

‘The Sub-Committee shall consider the issue of anti-social behaviour in relation to the role of the Council as planning authority and shall make recommendations on how anti-social behaviour can be reduced through the planning process.   The focus shall be on plans, policies, guidelines and planning functions of the Council including the role of the Development Plan, Local Area Plans, planning studies, the assessment of planning applications and enforcement’.
The Sub-Committee met over the period October 2006 to May 2007.  Various aspects of anti-social behaviour were teased out and discussed including examples from Sub-Committee members’ own experience and areas of expertise.  It was agreed that the best way to proceed was to prepare ‘Guidelines for Designing out Anti-Social Behaviour’, the document now being presented for your information.

The Guidelines are intended as a reference tool for Forward Planning and Development Management in the Planning Department.  They contain criteria for proofing planning applications and local area plans, masterplans and planning studies against the potential for facilitating crime and anti-social behaviour.  The premise is that by creating a safe, secure and attractive environment, opportunities for anti-social behaviour and crime in general are minimised.  

The Guidelines would also be of assistance to staff in other departments of the Council e.g. architects designing a housing layout, engineers planning a road network, parks superintendents designing open spaces, etc.  In addition, they are drafted in a manner that would render them accessible to interested members of the public.  

The Guidelines were approved by the Economic Development and Planning SPC on 19th September 2007.  

Following a discussion to which Cllrs Ridge, Corr, Hannon, Walsh, and Dowds contributed it was agreed that this matter should be a Headed Item at a Council meeting, for formal adoption.” 
The report was NOTED.
(C/0102/08)
HOUSING AND SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE – (i) REPORT OF MEETING 14TH FEBRUARY 2008; 
(ii) MINUTES OF MEETING 15TH NOVEMBER 2007
The following reports by the Manager, which had been circulated, were CONSIDERED:

(i) Report of Meeting 14th February 2007 
“REPORT OF THE MEETING OF THE HOUSING AND SOCIAL

DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING HELD

ON THURSDAY 14th FEBRUARY, 2008

PRESENT:

Members:                              
Council Officials:

Cllr. M. Corr (Chair)                 
F. Nevin                 
 A/Director of Housing

Cllr. R. Dowds                         
Y. Dervan                   
 Senior Executive Officer

Cllr T. Gilligan                          
M. O Shaughnessy       
 Senior Executive Officer

Cllr J. Hannon                         
H. Hogan                   
 Senior Executive Officer

Cllr. T. McDermott                    
E. Conlon                     
 Staff Officer

Cllr. E. Maloney

Cllr T. Ridge               

Cllr. M. Ardagh                                    

Mr. R. Smyth, Tallaght Community Forum

H-I(1)  Minutes
The minutes of the Housing and Social Development Strategic Policy Committee Meeting held on 15th November, 2007 were proposed by Councillor M. Corr and seconded by Cllr.  M. Ardagh and confirmed and approved as a true record and signed.

H-I(2)  Matters Arising
It was NOTED there was no business under this heading.

H-I(3)  Draft Strategy – Part V
F. Nevin, A/Director of Services summarised the report and confirmed that the document had been the subject of discussion at the joint Planning Housing SPC that afternoon. The report was NOTED. 

H-I(4)  Sales Scheme
Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Services summarised the report.

Following a contribution from Roderick Smith, Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Services responded to the query raised. The report was NOTED.

H-I(5)  Report from Anti Social Sub-Committee 

Ms. Y. Dervan, Senior Executive Officer summarised report.

Following a discussion to which Councillors R. Dowds and M. Corr contributed Ms. Y. Dervan, Senior Executive Officer and Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Services responded to queries raised.  The report was NOTED.

H-I(6)  Update on RAS
Mr. M. Fagan, Senior Executive Officer summarised the report.

Following a discussion to which Councillors T. Ridge, E. Maloney, M. Ardagh, J. Hannon, and M. Corr contributed Mr. M. Fagan, Senior Executive Officer and Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Housing responded to queries raised. The report was NOTED.

 H-I(7) Report from National Council on Ageing and Older People.  The role and future of supportive housing for older people in Ireland.
Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Services summarised the report. He informed all present that copies of the report were available on request. 

The report was NOTED.

 H-I(8)  A.O.B. 

It was NOTED there was no business under this heading.”
The report was NOTED.

(ii) Minutes of Meeting 15th November 2007 

“MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE HOUSING AND SOCIAL
DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING HELD
ON THURSDAY 15th NOVEMBER, 2007
 PRESENT:
Members:                                           Council Officials:
Cllr. M. Corr (Chair)                            
 F. Nevin                    A/Director of Housing

Cllr. R. Dowds                                     
 Y. Dervan                 Senior Executive Officer

Cllr. T. McDermott                              
 H. Hogan                  Senior Executive Officer

Cllr. C. King                                        
 B. Martin                   A/Administrative Officer

Cllr. M. Ardagh                                   
 J. Kelly                      Senior Staff Officer 
Ms. B. Tyrrell-Collard, Trade Union.

Mr. R. Smyth, Tallaght Community Forum

An apology for inability to attend was received from Councillors E. Maloney, T. Ridge and C. King. 

 
H-I(1)  Minutes
The minutes of the Housing and Social Development Strategic Policy Committee Meeting held on 17th September, 2007, were proposed by Councillor M. Corr and seconded by Cllr.  M. Ardagh and confirmed and approved as a true record and signed.

H-I(2)  Matters Arising
It was NOTED there was no business under this heading.

H-I(3)  Draft Strategy – Part V
F. Nevin, A/Director of Services summarised the report and highlighted that a joint Housing and Planning SPC Meeting be arranged early in 2008.  This joint meeting will address the working document on Part V, ultimately for approval by Council.

Following a discussion to which Councillors R. Dowds, M. Ardagh, T. McDermott and M. Corr contributed, Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Housing responded to queries raised.  The report was NOTED and it was AGREED that a representative from the Housing Associations operative in the County and/or the Irish Council for Social Housing be invited to attend a future Housing SPC Meeting to outline the role of Housing Associations in housing provision and management.

H-I(4)  Housing Adaptation Grant Scheme
Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Services summarised the report and explained that this Scheme has replaced the previous Disabled Persons Grant & Essential Repairs Grant Schemes, with effect from 1/11/2007. 

Following a contribution from Councillor M .Corr Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Services responded to queries raised. The report was NOTED.

H-I(5)  Report from Anti Social Sub-Committee 
Ms. Y. Dervan, Senior Executive Officer summarised report.

Following a discussion to which R. Smyth, B. Tyrrell-Collard, and Councillors M. Corr and M. Ardagh contributed Ms. Y. Dervan, Senior Executive Officer and Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Services responded to queries raised.  The report was NOTED.
H-I(6)  Report on Inter-Agency Traveller Strategy
Mr. H. Hogan, Senior Executive Officer summarised the report.

Following a discussion to which Councillors M. Ardagh, M. Corr and Community Forum Representative R. Smyth contributed Mr. H. Hogan, Senior Executive Officer and Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Housing responded to queries raised.  The report was NOTED.

H-I(7)  Update on RAS
Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Housing summarised the report and indicated that discussions with the DOEH&LG are ongoing and that RAS will be examined at the end of the pilot period.

Following a discussion to which Councillors M. Ardagh, R. Dowds, M. Corr and R. Smyth and  B. Tyrrell-Collard contributed Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Housing responded to queries raised and informed the Committee that a meeting has been arranged with the Minister for Health, Mary Harney, TD and council delegates for Friday 23rd November, 2007.  Similar meetings have been requested with the HSE and the DoEH&LG. The report was NOTED.

 H-I(8)  A.O.B. 
R. Smyth raised the issue of the purchase prices calculation under the Tenant Purchase Scheme to which Mr. F. Nevin, A/Director of Services clarified that the price is at market value, as determined by an independent valuer on behalf of the local authority.  It was AGREED that a report would issue to the next Housing SPC meeting dealing with Tenant Purchase Scheme/Affordable Housing Scheme.

The meeting concluded at 7.00 p.m.

______________________                            Date:_____________________
Chairperson     Councillor M. Corr”  

The Minutes were NOTED.
(C/0103/08)
ARTS, CULTURE, GAEILGE, EDUCATION AND LIBRARIES STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE - (i) REPORT OF MEETING 18TH FEBRUARY 2008; (ii) MINUTES OF MEETING 3RD DECEMBER 2007.
The following reports by the Manager, which had been circulated, were CONSIDERED:

(i) Report of Meeting 18th February, 2008

“Arts, Culture, Gaeilge, Education and Libraries Strategic Committee
Report of Arts, Culture, An Gaeilge, Education & Libraries
Strategic Policy Committee Held on 18th February 2008 in the Council Chamber
“Attendance
Members                                

Officials

Cllr J Hannon

Cllr G O’Connell                    

P Smith, Director of Community Services

Cllr S. O’Conchuir                         
B. Coman, Senior Executive Officer

Cllr C Keane                                  
A Nic Dhonnacha Irish Officer

Cllr J Neville                                       Ian Stobbart, County Librarian

Cllr T McDermott                           
Orla Scannell, Arts Officer

Cllr C Jones

Cllr J Lahart

Cllr A McGaughey                                         

 B Bollard                   

J Fay 

A Fitzpatrick                                             

Apologies:  

Cllr M Ardagh   

An Cathaoirleach Cllr. J. Hannon presided.   

1.  Minutes of meeting of 3rd December 2007 - Proposed by Cllr J. Neville and seconded by Cllr T McDermott and agreed.

2.  Matters Arising – Agreed that any matters arising were on agenda for the meeting.   

3. Arts Centre – Update and Committee Nominations to Board   

A presentation on progress and the setting up of the Limited Company by Guarantee was given by Orla Scannell Arts Officer.  

Following a debate on a number of relative matters to which Cllrs J. Lahart, J. Hannon, G. O’Connell, C. Keane, J. Neville, T McDermott, S. O’Conchuir , B. Bollard and J. Fay contributed, the presentation was welcomed and noted and all queries raised were responded to by O. Scannell and B Coman.  

It was agreed to place on the agenda for the next meeting the nominations to the Arts Centre company from members of the Strategic Policy Committee.   

Noted that the County Manager’s nominees to the Company Board are Eddie Conroy, County Architect and Teresa Walsh, SEO of HR.   

3.  Arts - In Context  

Orla Scannell, Arts Officer, presented a report to the Committee on the progress and work of the Artists selected under the IN CONTEXT 3 Programme and mentioned particularly the Satellite Exhibition highlighting the Artists work to date.   

Following a debate to which Cllrs G. O’Connell, C. Keane, and B. Bollard contributed this ambitious and pro-active internationally renowned programme was welcomed.  

4. 
Libraries Update   

Ian Stobbart County Librarian presented an update on progress on the new County Library and new initiatives that have been introduced since the last meeting of the Committee eg Marketline, Tumblebooks and “Ask about Ireland”. The presentation covered the themes of Events, Reader Development and Website update.  

Following a debate to which Cllrs G. O’Connell, A. McGaughey ,C Keane and J Fay contributed, the work of the Libraries was praised. Cllr O’Connell also referred to the matter of Library provision at Palmerstown and North Clondalkin.  

5.  
Irish Language Scheme 2006-2009  

Aoileann Nic Dhonnacha Irish Officer presented a report on the Irish Language Scheme 2006-2009. Following a debate to which Cllrs C Keane and G O’Connell contributed the report was noted.  

It was also agreed to investigate the possibility of holding a national Irish Language Conference in South Dublin County promoted by the Strategic Policy Committee and that a report be brought to the next meeting on the practicalities of arranging such a conference.   

It was agreed to set up a sub-committee to report at next meeting and it was agreed that Cllr C Keane, G O’Connell and B Bollard and A NI Dhonnacha be nominated to this sub – committee.  

6.  
A.O.B.

It was agreed to put on the next meeting agenda The Farmers Market update. 

Right to Read Campaign item not dealt with at this meeting will be again placed on the agenda for next meeting.  

The meeting then ended at 7.00 pm”
The report was NOTED.

(ii) Minutes of Meeting 3rd December 2007

“Minutes of Arts, Culture, An Gaeilge, Education & Libraries Strategic Policy Committee 

Held on 3rd December 2007 in the Council Chamber
Attendance
Members:   Cllr J Hannon, Cllr S. O’Conchuir, Cllr M Ardagh, Cllr G O’Connell, Cllr C Jones, Cllr J Neville, Cllr T. McDermott, B Bollard, J Fay                                                            
Officials P Smith, Director of Community Services, B. Coman, Senior Executive Officer Ian Stobbart, County Librarian Orla Scannell, Arts Officer,  M O’Brien Community Services 

Apologies:  A Fitzpatrick   

An Cathaoirleach Cllr. J. Hannon presided.   

1.      Minutes of meeting of September 2007 - Proposed by Cllr C Jones and seconded by Cllr M Ardagh and agreed.

2.      Comhairle na Nog Presentation  

A presentation on the work of Comhairle na Nog and the Youth Café concept was made at the meeting by the Chair and Vice – Chair of Comhairle.  

Following a debate on a number of relative matters to which Cllrs J. Hannon, G. O’Connell, C. Keane and S. O’Conchuir and B. Bollard and J. Fay contributed the presentation was welcomed and noted and all queries raised were responded to by the members of Comhairle.  

The Chairman congratulated the Comhairle members on the presentation and assured Comhairle on continued co-operation and consultation with the Committee on relevant projects.    

3.      Arts Centre update  
A report and presentation on progress in relation to this report was given to the meeting by Orla Scannell Arts Officer and in particular the necessity to finalise the Arts Centre Committee Membership.   

The progress report was welcomed and Noted by the Committee.  

4.      Palmerstown Library   
It was reported to the meeting that Motions could not be submitted by members in accordance with section 8 of Standing Orders:  
“Each member may submit one item on a strategic policy issue relevant to the business of the SPC of which they are a member for inclusion on the Agenda. Item to be submitted 22 clear days prior to the date of meeting. All items for inclusion on agendas to refer to policy matters only – Motions and /or Questions are not allowed.”   
The County Librarian presented on Library provision generally for the County and also responded to the main trust of the specific issue raised.  

Following contributions by Cllrs M. Ardagh, T. McDermott and S. O Conchuir and B. Bollard the report was noted   

The meeting then ended at 7.00 pm”
The Minutes were NOTED.

(C/0104/08)
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT (INCL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT) STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE - (i) REPORT OF MEETING 20TH FEBRUARY 2008; (ii) MINUTES OF MEETING 19TH SEPTEMBER 2007
(i)
Report of Meeting 20th February 2008
“REPORT OF MEETING OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE HELD ON 20th FEBRUARY 2008

Present:

Councillors                                Sectoral Representatives

                          





E. Tuffy



Justin Byrne

E. Walsh



John Kearns

R. Dowds



Noel O’Connor

T. Gilligan 



Jim Fay

S. O’Connor    



M. Murphy                           

                             

Apology for inability to attend was received from Cllr. J. Neville.

Councillor E. Tuffy, Strategic Policy Committee Chairperson, presided. 

Officials present:

Jim Walsh, Director of Economic Development

Emer O’Gorman, Senior Executive Officer

Martin Judge, Senior Executive Officer

Neil O’Byrne, Senior Planner

ITEM 1:  Minutes

Minutes of Meeting of 19th September 2007, which had been circulated, were proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy and APPROVED as a true record and signed.


Matters Arising

It was agreed at the SPC meeting of 19th September 2007 that the sub committee’s Report on the Consideration of Planning Policy Initiatives to Ameliorate Anti-Social Behaviour in New and Existing Developments be recommended to the full Council meeting for adoption.  
It was agreed to take Item 4 in advanced of Item 2

ITEM 4:  Energy Use in South Dublin 

Neil O’Byrne, Senior Planner, made a presentation to the Members on Energy Use in South Dublin.

Contributions were made by R. Dowds, E. Walsh, J. Byrne, J. Fay, T. Gilligan and N. O’Connor, to which N. Byrne, Senior Planner responded.  


ITEM 2:  Rise in Live Register Numbers in the County (Clondalkin &    

               Tallaght Social Welfare Office) and Job Losses

Emer, O’Gorman, Senior Executive Officer, made a presentation to the Members. 

Following contributions from S. O’Connor, E. Tuffy, E. Walsh, J. Fay, R. Dowds and J. Kearns, Mr. Jim Walsh, Director of Economic Development responded to the queries raised.


ITEM 3:  Proposed Programme of Work for the SPC for the remainder of   

               2008.

Cllr. E. Tuffy requested that the Members of the SPC submit items for inclusion in the programme of work to the Economic Development Department.

ITEM 5: Updates on Clonburris SDZ and Clonburris and Liffey Valley 

              LAPs

Martin Judge, Senior Executive Officer, made a presentation to the Members. 

The report was NOTED.

ITEM 6:  Update on Grange Castle Business Park

Jim Walsh, Director of Economic Development, presented a report to the Members on the roll out of infrastructure and progress with clients expressing interest in locating in the Business Park.”
The report was NOTED.

(ii) Minutes of Meeting 19th September 2007

“MINUTES OF MEETING OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEE HELD on 19th September 2007

Present:

Councillors                                   Sectoral Representatives

                          





Robert Dowds

Billy Gogarty





Mick Murphy 





Sein O’ Conchuir









Eamon Walsh 

Eamon Tuffy

Cait Keane                                   

                                                         

Apology for inability to attend was received from John Kearns, Justin Byrne, and Noel O’ Connor.

Councillor E. Tuffy, Strategic Policy Committee Chairperson, presided. 

Officials present:

Tom Doherty, Director of Planning

Michael Kenny, Senior Planner,

Colin Ryan, Senior Planner, 

Siobhan Duff, Senior Executive Planner,

Stephen Rhys Thomas, T/ Senior Executive Planner

John Browne, Administrative Officer

Mairead Hunt, Administrative Officer

ITEM 1: Minutes

Minutes of meeting of 16th May 2007, which had been circulated, were proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy, seconded by Councillor C. Keane and APPROVED as a true record and signed. 
ITEMS 2.  Sub Committee on Policy on Maintaining existing Resdiential Cul- de- Sacs

Introduction
“A meeting of this sub committee was held on 8th February 2007 in the Planning Conference Room, Planning Department, and South Dublin County Council. The following members of the sub committee and staff attended:

Cllr. Eamonn Tuffy (Chair), Mr. Justin Byrne, Ms Siobhan Duff and Mr. Stephen Rhys Thomas. Cllr Joe Neville and Ms Patricia Devlin tendered apologies.

The following report on the meeting includes reference to the issues discussed and provides a commentary from the planners on the wide ranging discussion which took place. This report attempts to clarify the issues which have been raised at the meetings of this sub committee to date, with a view to providing a framework for the terms of a final report from the sub-committee.

Presentation
A PowerPoint presentation, illustrating various types of cul-de-sacs in and around the Verschoyle/Corbally area of Citywest, was made by Planning Department Staff.

Issues
Discussion centred on the examples in the presentation and parallels with other areas in the County, notably Tullyhall in Lucan. The issues of concern reflect the dilemmas discussed at earlier meetings. Dilemmas arise between phasing development with a good standard of amenity, which creates “cul de sacs” expectations for residents at boundaries between developed and undeveloped zoned land and the coherent and efficient development of residential land in a sustainable manner. The main issues are:

· A clear distinction should be made between a termination of a street at a site boundary adjoining undeveloped zoned lands, which are intended as a temporary design for phasing coherent development, and specifically designed cul-de-sacs, i.e. (up to 10 or 12 houses surrounding a short, narrow accessway, which is often cobbled providing a shared parking/pedestrian function). 

· The issues concern ‘temporary terminations of streets’, albeit for 10 or 15 years, rather than designed cul de sacs. Residents with access onto ‘temporary terminations of streets’, have an expectation that their ”cul de sac” amenity will remain, while planners and developers have designed these streets as a first phase of development of the zoned lands, thus ‘temporary terminating streets’ are not considered by these professionals as ‘cul de sacs’.

Questions
The following questions were posed. It must be acknowledged that these issues cannot be addressed through the planning application process:

· Could a cul-de-sac be designated as being unavailable for opening after a set period of time? 

· How can people buying in to ‘cul-de-sacs’ with the potential to be opened up, be made aware of this?

Planning Considerations
· The current County Development Plan sets out various standards for access to the wider road network. The aim of this policy is to avoid the current phenomena of vehicular congestion at estate entrances and inefficient pedestrian routes within developments where large numbers of dwellings, in cul-de-sac layout off a spine road, are served by only one major access onto the wider public network. 

· It was considered that a variation to the Development Plan was not the appropriate mechanism to address the issues of access to adjoining undeveloped zoned lands from cul de sacs or temporary terminations of a street at a site boundary. 

· Cul-de-sacs have distinct qualities:- 

1. Provision of residential security and sense of identity, 

2. Phasing development (i.e. a temporary termination of a street at a site boundary adjoining undeveloped zoned lands) 

3. Traffic management, and 

4. Restrictions of geography (e.g. a change in gradients) or property ownership boundaries.

Assessment Criteria for Planning Applications
Having regard to the impact of proposed development on existing established cul-de-sacs, where access from an existing terminating street/cul de sac is proposed, consideration should be given to protecting the amenity of established and existing ‘cul-de-sacs’. Examples include:

1. Planning application site layouts should indicate that a temporary termination of a street at a site boundary adjoining undeveloped zoned lands may be used as an access route in the future. 

2. Where an established, temporary termination of a street at a site boundary adjoining undeveloped zoned lands or cul de sac is proposed to be opened, consideration should be given, where practicable, to incorporating traffic calming at the junction of the existing terminating street and the new access. Open green space should be located in the new development close to the junction as a method of recognising the amenity offered by the former temporary terminating street, or cul de sac.

3. Where practicable, cul-de-sacs should only be opened up to facilitate a secondary access to development lands. Primary access to development lands should be pursued away from the issue of cul-de-sac opening.

4. When a development is proposed for landlocked sites, all avenues regarding access should be assessed before resorting to the opening up of cul-de-sacs.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the SPC notes the assessment criteria set out above and that these criteria are brought to the attention of the Development Management Staff in the Planning Department.”

A presentation was given by S. Rhys Thomas, T/Senior Executive Planner.

Following a contribution from Councillors C. Keane, E. Walsh, E. Tuffy and B. Gogarty, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, responded to the queries raised. 

The report was NOTED.

ITEM 3 . Sub Committee on Consideration of Planning Policy Initiatives to Ameliorate Anti-Social Behaviour in New and Existing Developments
“At a meeting of the Economic Development and Planning Strategic Policy Committee held on 17th May 2006, a report entitled ‘Planning Policies and Design Approaches to Reduce Anti-Social Behaviour’ was considered. This report detailed provisions in Planning Department plans and policies with implications for anti-social behaviour and crime in general. 

Following a proposal from Councillor Eamon Tuffy, it was agreed that a sub-committee be set up to further examine the matter. Terms of Reference were drawn up and agreed and the purpose of the sub-committee was defined as follows: 

‘The Sub-Committee shall consider the issue of anti-social behaviour in relation to the role of the Council as planning authority and shall make recommendations on how anti-social behaviour can be reduced through the planning process. The focus shall be on plans, policies, guidelines and planning functions of the Council including the role of the Development Plan, Local Area Plans, planning studies, the assessment of planning applications and enforcement’.
The Sub-Committee met over the period October 2006 to May 2007. Various aspects of anti-social behaviour were teased out and discussed including examples from Sub-Committee members’ own experience and areas of expertise. It was agreed that the best way to proceed was to prepare ‘Guidelines for Designing out Anti-Social Behaviour’, the document now being presented for your approval.

The Guidelines are intended as a reference tool for Forward Planning and Development Management in the Planning Department. They contain criteria for proofing planning applications and local area plans, masterplans and planning studies against the potential for facilitating crime and anti-social behaviour. The premise is that by creating a safe, secure and attractive environment, opportunities for anti-social behaviour and crime in general are minimised. 

The Guidelines would also be of assistance to staff in other departments of the Council e.g. architects designing a housing layout, engineers planning a road network, parks superintendents designing open spaces, etc. In addition, they are drafted in a manner that would render them accessible to interested members of the public. 

The Guidelines are now presented to the Economic Development and Planning SPC members, for consideration and approval.”

Ms. S. Duff, Senior Executive Planner made a presentation on the above. Following a contribution from Councillors E. Tuffy, E. Walsh, M. Murphy, C. Keane, S. O' Conchuir and B. Gogarty, Ms Duff, responded to the queries raised.

It was proposed that the report be adopted and recommended to the full Council for adoption. It was also proposed that the document should be on a joint Sub Committee Meeting agenda. Both proposals were AGREED.

ITEM 4.  Building Regulations and Sustainable and Energy Efficiency Standards in New Buildings in South Dublin County

Building Regulations and Sustainable and Energy Efficiency Standards in New Buildings in South Dublin County

The following Report on “Building Regulations and Sustainable and Energy Efficiency Standards in New Buildings in South Dublin County” was presented to the April Meeting of the County Council by Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Planning. The report was NOTED by the Elected Members.

The Report recommended that the matter be brought to the Economic Development SPC for consideration. 

REPORT

A Motion in the name of Councillor C. Keane was considered and noted at the Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Meeting of 3rd March 2007.  The Motion stated as follows: 

“That this Committee agrees to draw up an updated policy on building regulations and the criteria required by South Dublin County Council in all future new build to meet the highest sustainable/environmentally friendly/energy efficient standards, as developed by Dun Laoghaire/Rathdown recently."

The Report in response to the Motion stated that:

“The Council is committed to developing South Dublin County in a sustainable and energy efficient manner.  To progress this, the Council is currently investigating these issues and also of the most appropriate way to proceed in the light of experience elsewhere.  

With regard to the Building Regulations; these are a set of national standards for proper building construction.  All new building works within the State are required to be in compliance with them in relation to, for example, disabled access, fire safety, insulation etc.  The developer’s architect/engineer as distinct from the Council is obligated to certify compliance of any building with the Building Regulations.  The Regulations are subject to periodic review and update by the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government (DEHLG).  Individual local authorities have neither the resources nor the legal mandate to make such regulations or to engage in such reviews or to set standards which may be significantly at variance with national guidance and regulation and to the standards pertaining in other local authority areas.  In addition to do so would be unworkable and there would be no basis for enforcement.  It would also mislead members of the public and give them a false sense of security, in that purchasers may perceive they are getting an improved or updated standard/regulation relating to this county when such standard/regulation would in fact be unenforceable and may have unintended consequences.  

The Council is approaching the complex issues of sustainability and energy efficiency in a practical and coherent way so that it can have real meaning for those who live, work and visit the county.  One example of this is the Planning Department’s forthcoming advice document ‘Home Extension Guide’ that will be circulated shortly.  This will include simple, practical environmentally sustainable measures for individual householders as one of the key principles to consider in extending a home.

In addition the Planning Department has secured funding from the DEHLG to consider how environmentally sustainable standards might be implemented in the framing of plans for a new development area (Balgaddy SDZ).  The Council is also examining best practice in relation to environmental sustainability including practice in some of the European countries which are leaders in this field.”

A report on “Sustainability and the Built Environment” in a recent edition of Sustainable Energy Ireland’s Energy Update notes that “sustainable building design should aim to provide a balanced solution, offering optimum working/living conditions, alongside reduced environmental impact, both now and in the future.  Taking the complete building lifecycle into consideration, there are many factors involved, from the location of the building, its design, subsequent operation and maintenance, to the construction materials and practices used, and how any future changes of use are addressed”. 

Sustainable Energy Ireland’s Energy Update (copy of report attached) summarises the activities at national level which are leading towards more sustainable building design.  These include - 

· the transposing of the European Performance of Buildings Directive (EPBD) into national legislation by way of new energy performance standards specified in Part L of the Building Regulations (published in December 2005) and the Building Control (Amendment) Bill 2005 which is going through the Oireachtas.  The EBDF is seen as playing a vital role in achieving emission reduction objectives as well as introducing a building performance rating system.

· An EPBD Action Plan

· Building Energy Rating (BER)

· Home Heating Appliance Register of Performance

· BER Training.

As noted in the Report to the Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Committee individual local authorities have neither the resources nor the legal mandate to make new building regulations or to engage in such reviews or to set standards which may be significantly at variance with national guidance and regulation and to the standards pertaining in other local authority areas.  However local authorities, such as South Dublin County, can embrace and work energetically and innovatively within the national guidelines and standards and with stakeholders in the area of sustainable development and building design to achieve a more sustainable and energy efficient county.

The Minister for the Environment, Heritage and Local Government indicated to the National Housing Conference last week that Part L of the Building Regulations in relation to energy efficiency will be further revised.  It is understood that it is proposed to revise the standards in the Regulations later on this year upwards by some 40%.   

It may be appropriate to refer the issue to the Planning and Economic Development SPC in the meantime.”

The report was presented by Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Economic Development. 

Following a contribution from Councillors C. Keane, E. Tuffy and M. Murphy, Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Economic Development, responded to the queries raised. It was AGREED to bring an amended report to the next meeting of the Economic and Development SPC Meeting.

ITEM 5 : Planning Policy on After-School Care in Small Residential Homes in Urban Areas of the County 

Planning Policy on After-School Care in Small Residential Homes in Urban Areas of the County

Cllr Cait Keane has submitted the following for the consideration of the Committee:

Director of Planning, 

South Dublin County Council.

I want to bring a planning policy or lack of a planning policy on after-school care in small residential homes in urban areas of the county.  I am suggesting that we SHOULD DEVISE A PLANNING POLICY ON AFTER-SCHOOL CARE.

As an ex-Montessori teacher and member of the first expert working Group on childcare, I have always supported Montessori pre-school planning applications that conform to the Planning regulations as set down by National government. I want to once again emphasise the need for childcare/ pre-school and after-school facilities in the SDCC area in their proper settings. I want to highlight that a residential house is suitable for pre-school/childcare if the sq. footage and facilities complies with the regulations as prescribed by National government. I want to point out that the facilities and space required facilitating the requirements and demands of older children would be quiet different to pre-school children.  If a house is required (a) as a private residence (b) as a pre-school facility (c) as an after-school facility it would not be conducive to (i) the occupants;(ii) the young clients or (iii) the older clients of a particular residence if all three were combined in the squared area of one residential 3 or 4 typical urban residential estates.  Please have these aspects of the planning policy examined and if it could be discussed or tabled at the SPC planning and agreed policy devised for the county.  

I do think, as I have stated previously, that the Council should be proactive in examining and facilitating such a facility in each area of the county in community buildings; classrooms not in use i.e. after school; GAA facilities; or custom build facilities.  This could be carried out in conjunction with any applications received for after-school facilities in the county. Most areas have a parish centre, a scouts den; local schools etc etc. This should be done in conjunction with the County Childcare committee.  

Cllr. Cáit Keane

REPORT

The Council, having regard to national policy on childcare, aims to promote through the planning system an increase in the number of childcare places and facilities available in the County and seeks to improve the quality of childcare services for the community. 

In relation to childcare facilities in new and existing residential areas, the objectives of the Childcare Facilities Guidelines for Planning Authorities, published by the Department of the Environment in 2001, have been taken on board in terms of the policies and objectives contained within South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010. 

DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

Policies relating to childcare are set out in the Development Plan in a number of sections including:

Policy SCR 9: Childcare Facilities 

It is the policy of the Council to encourage, promote and facilitate the provision of Childcare Facilities and to seek to improve the quality of childcare services for the community in accordance with national policy and with the Guidelines on Childcare Facilities. 

Section 4.4.4.ii

‘Childcare’ is taken to mean full day-care and sessional facilities and services for pre-school children and school going children out-of-hours. With the growing demand for childcare provision, there is equally a recognition that such provision must be of a suitably high quality and be inclusive of all children, including disabled children. Good quality, inclusive childcare can benefit children, their parents, employers and communities in general. Childcare provision has also been identified in the National Anti-Poverty Strategy (Building an Inclusive Society, 2002) as one measure to address poverty and social exclusion. 

Section 4.4.4.iv of the Development Plan outlines the appropriate locations for childcare facilities as:

· Major new residential developments

· Industrial estates/business parks

· In the vicinity of schools

· Neighbourhood and district centres

· Adjacent to public transport

[These locations are in accordance with Section 2.4 of the Childcare Facilities Guidelines for Planning Authorities, 2001 published by the DOE].

Policy H19 Home-Based Economic Activities; 

It is the policy of the council to permit home-based economic activities where by virtue of their nature and scale, they can be accommodated without significant detriment to the amenities of residential areas. 

Section 3.3.19.ii

Home-based economic activities are small-scale commercial and professional activities carried out by residents of a dwelling, and are subordinate to the main use of the property as residential accommodation. The Council accepts the need to accommodate such uses and recognises their importance in terms of employment-creation, provision of services to the community and the achievement of sustainability. Such uses would include teleworking, e-based economic activity, childcare provision (in accordance with Guidelines on Childcare Facilities), such as crèche, nursery school, playschool, etc. and surgeries for medical practitioners such as doctors, dentists and physiotherapists (but excluding veterinary practices). 

Section 12.2.6 of the Development Plan deals with Development Control considerations in relation to Childcare Facilities:

Section 12.2.6.vi

Applications for childcare facilities in existing housing areas will be treated on their merits, having regard to the likely effects on the amenities of adjoining properties and the availability of space for off-street parking and/or suitable drop-off and collection points, outdoor play space etc.

Section 12.2.6.vii 

Within existing residential areas, detached houses or substantial semi-detached properties are most suitable for the provision of full day care facilities, in the case of terraced and semi-detached houses in housing estates, it will normally be a requirement that the childcare facility be operated by the resident of the dwelling, in the interests of residential amenity. In other cases, it may be appropriate to attach a condition that would require some residential content to be maintained in the premises, (not necessarily to be occupied by the operator of the childcare facility). 

Section 12.2.6.viii

In new development areas, purpose built childcare facilities are the preferred solution, and there is no requirement for a residential element. 

Section 12.2.6.ix

The provision of sessional or after-school care may be considered in any residential area as ancillary to the main residential use, subject to the criteria outlined above. 

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL AND PLANNING APPLICATIONS

Assessment of Planning Applications for Childcare Facilities

Planning applications in relation to childcare facilities are assessed taking on board the policies set out in the South Dublin County Development Plan, National Policy (Childcare Facilities Guidelines for Planning Authorities, published by the Department of the Environment in 2001) and the Zoning Objective for the area.  Each planning application is assessed on criteria including the following:

· In relation to the provision of childcare facilities in existing residential areas the Development Plan states in Section 12.2.6.vii that detached or substantial semi-detached houses are considered the most suitable for the provision of full day care facilities and in the cases of terraced and semi-detached houses in housing estates, it will normally be a requirement that the childcare facility be operated by the resident of the dwelling, in the interests of residential amenity. 

· The Development Plan states that applications for childcare facilities in existing housing areas will be treated on their merits, having regard to the likely effect on the amenities of adjoining properties and the availability of space for off-street parking and/or suitable drop-off and collection points, outdoor play space etc. [As outlined above Section 12.2.6.ix of the Development Plan states that ‘the provision of sessional or after-school care may be considered in any residential area as ancillary to the main residential use, subject to the criteria outlined above ’ and this follows on directly from the Childcare Facilities Guidelines]. 

· The Childcare Facilities Guidelines published by the DOE set out general standards in Appendix 1 including the minimum floor space per child to be provided, facilities, and location of baby care for pre-school children. The Guidelines also give a floor space requirement in relation to drop in services for other children and after-school care, however, the Guidelines state that these standards are indicative and consideration should also be given to all the relevant circumstances of the application, including the need for such services in the area and the likely number of hours each child will spend in the facility on an average day. 

· In relation to new communities Section 12.2.6.viii of the Development Plan states that ‘in new development areas, purpose-built childcare facilities are the preferred solution, and there is no requirement for a residential element’.  In light of the advice set out in the DOE Guidelines the Development Plan seeks the provision of at least one childcare facility with a capacity for 20 children for every 75 dwelling units in new housing areas.

· It should also be noted that for the most part planning applications for childcare facilities are located in residential areas that are zoned Objective A: ‘to protect and/or improve Residential Amenities’ and all assessments of planning applications for such development within this zoning objective takes cognisance of the impact of the proposal on the residential amenity of surrounding residents and occupants of the dwelling in order to ensure that the proposal complies with the said zoning objective.

· Provision of Childcare Facilities in Community Buildings
The Development Plan includes areas in the vicinity of schools as one of the preferred locations for Childcare Facilities.  This is a reflection of objectives contained within the Childcare Facilities Guidelines as it is considered that such locations would reduce the number of trips made by parents/guardians to schools and childcare facilities. The DOE Childcare Facilities Guidelines also makes reference to the provision of Childcare Facilities in educational facilities whereby it is stated that ‘the use of school premises to cater for after-school care is recommended and school authorities are encouraged to examine how they can help address this demand’.  

REVIEW OF COUNCIL POLICY ON PROVISION OF CHILDCARE FACILITIES IN THE COUNTY

· The policies contained in the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010 are in compliance with National Policy on childcare provision as set out in the Department of Environment’s Childcare Facilities Guidelines for Planning Authorities, 2001. 

· The Planning Department will engage with the County Childcare Committee and the recently appointed Children’s Services Co-ordinator, to assess if the policies and objectives contained in the Development Plan should be reviewed in the light of emerging issues in childcare including after school care and facilities for same. This process can be progressed prior to the review of the current Development Plan.

· The Planning Department will continue to monitor planning applications for childcare facilities and issues arising will be brought to the attention of the Development Management staff of the Council and also Health Service Executive staff.
Mr. M. Kenny, Senior Planner, presented the report. Following a contribution from Councillors C. Keane and E. Tuffy, Mr. M. Kenny responded to the queries raised, and the report was NOTED. It was AGREED to refer the report to the County Development Board.

ITEM 6: Update on Grange Castle 

A full update report on Grange Castle Business Park was given to the SPC at the May meeting.
In order to keep the Members informed of progress please note that:

1. The Council has been informed by Gilead Sciences that it does not intend to proceed with the acquisition of a 20 acre site.

2. The Council, at it’s meeting held on 9th July 2007, approved the disposal of a site of approximately 18.9 acres to Microsoft Ireland Operations Ltd.  A planning application has been lodged by Microsoft for the development of a Data Centre Facility and a decision is due at the end of September.

3. We are currently actively dealing with a number of potential clients in respect of the Business Park in conjunction with IDA. Due to confidentiality requirements it is not possible to give further details. (In many cases the identity of the client is not disclosed to us).

4. A Report under Part 8 Proposal for the Canal Green Route has been submitted to the September meeting of the Lucan Clondalkin Area Committee.

5. Following the failure of the Menolly Group to proceed with the development of the proposed leisure/residential development at Grange Castle Golf Course the Council is in the process of completing the documentation to re-advertise seeking tenders for the proposed development.

Mr. J. Browne, Administrative Officer presented the report. Following a contribution from Councillor C. Keane, the report was NOTED.

ITEM 7: AOB

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and AGREED that a joint meeting of the Economic Development SPC and the Housing and Social SPC be arranged. 

The meeting concluded at 19.10.

Signed:
____________________

Date:
____________________”
The Minutes were NOTED.

(C/0105/08)
REPORTS REQUESTED BY AREA COMMITTEES
It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.

(C/0106/08)
QUESTIONS

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor T. McDermott and RESOLVED:

“That pursuant to Standing Order No. 13 Questions numbered Q1 – Q15 be 
ADOPTED and APPROVED.” 
(C/0107/08)
BIN COLLECTION BY PRIVATE OPERATORS

QUESTION: Councillor C. King  
To ask the Manager, (A) how many households within the County have transferred their bin collection to private operators, (B) is this having or likely to have a negative impact on the service provided by S.D.C.C. and (C) what is the Council doing or planning to do to encourage households to stay and return to the service provided by S.D.C.C.?


REPLY:
As at 27th February, 2008 1,001 households have transferred their refuse collection service from the Council to private contractors.

The impact of households withdrawing form our service will continue to be monitored on an ongoing basis to assess the impact on the efficiencies of the existing routes and service but at present there is no significant negative impact.  In addition, the Proposed Variation to the Waste Management Plan for the Dublin Region 2005 - 2010 will, if implemented, address the effects of the fracturing of the collection service throughout the region. 

Notwithstanding the above information, a public information campaign around the benefits of availing of the Council's refuse collection service is being planned.

(C/0108/08) 
SKIP BAGS

QUESTION: Councillor C. King 

To ask the Manager, to discourage local skip companies within the County from providing "free skip bags" to residents without deposits as this practice is encouraging long term storage of waste in residential gardens and roads which in some cases is causing an environmental health hazard including attracting vermin to housing estates?

REPLY:
The Environmental Services Department has written to the comapnies involved in the practice of distributing skip bags to put them on notice that their actions are causing significant issues in relation to the illegal disposal of waste in the County.  The possibility of pursuing prosecutions against these companies under the Litter Pollution Act, 1997 is currently being examined.

Additionally, an audit has been carried out to identify households where full skip bags are being stored and enforcement action is proceeding against the owners/residents where they are in breach of Litter Pollution Act or where evidence can be found in skip bags that have been dumped.

(C/0109/08)
GREEN BIN SERVICE

QUESTION: Councillor C. King 

To ask the Manager, while taking in to account the recent positive measures progressed in relation to the green bin service in the County, when is it envisaged that the green bin service will be provided to every household within the County including apartments as this will continue to be an area where we as a County are falling short in terms of our recycling targets, this matter should be prioritised taking into consideration the duration some areas are awaiting this vital service?

REPLY:
Every apartment complex that has requested to be included in the green bin service has now been provided with a fortnightly service.  However, there are a number of complexes that have opted out of receiving the service from the Council.   Under the Council's Bye-Laws for the Storage, Separation at Source, Presentation and Collection of Household Waste, 2007 management companies of apartment complexes or other dwellings shall ensure that adequate numbers of waste containers are available for use by holders of waste in the complex or other dwellings, for residual, recyclable and for bio waste where such a collection service is provided and the Environmental Services Department will be investigating what options are being provided by management companies who are not receiving a green bin service from the Council.  Appropriate enforcement of the bye-laws will be pursued where management companies are found to be in contravention.

(C/0110/08)
AFFORDABLE HOUSING APPLICATIONS
QUESTION: Councillor C. King 

To ask the Manager, has the recent slump in the private housing market had any significant impact either positive or negative on the numbers of applicants applying for the various affordable housing schemes/initiatives provided by S.D.C.C. through the "Property Path"?

REPLY:
South Dublin County Council received a total of 3271 applications for the Affordable Housing Scheme in 2007 and sold a total of 342 homes.

During the period 1st January 2007 to the 28th February 2007, a total of 665 applications were received for the Affordable Housing Scheme. Of this total 47% (313) applications were submitted by Dublin City Council on behalf of their applicants under the scheme and 53% (352) were submitted by applicants directly to South Dublin County Council, who were interested in living in the South Dublin County Council Area.

Prior to January 2008, applications submitted by Dublin City Council, were automatically added  to  South Dublin's affordable homes waiting list. The foregoing procedure has now changed. Since the beginning of January 2008, the Staff in Property Path contacted all applicants whose application was submitted by Dublin City Council in order to establish if they were seriously interested in living in the South Dublin County Council area. It has been established that on average  30% of the applications submitted via Dublin City Council, were in fact interested in purchasing in the South Dublin Co Co area, the remaining 70% are not interested in living in the South Dublin County Council area.  The change in procedure gives a more accurate picture of the need for affordable housing within the jurisdiction of South Dublin County Council. 

For the same period, January and February 2008, The Property Path has received 282 applications. This decrease in applications received appears to be due to a slight drop in interest in the scheme as properties on the open market have become more affordable and also due to a drop in the number of applications via Dublin City Council included on our list.   

It should be noted that despite the decrease in house values on the open market, the majority of applicants approved will continue to  depend on the Affordable Housing Scheme to secure their first home.

The level of interest in the Affordable Housing Scheme should increase in the next few months as  a large number of affordable homes in developments where a part v agreement was in place since 2007 or prior, will become available for purchase.  These homes  will be advertised on the property path website shortly.

(C/0111/08)
REMOVAL OF TREES ALONG M50
QUESTION: Councillor C. King 

To ask the Manager, to outline whether the thousands of trees that were cut down along the M50 were replanted in different locations around the County or were they used as 'mulch' or both, taking into consideration the high cost of mature and semi-mature trees and can he/she make a statement on the matter?

REPLY:
Shrubs and trees removed during the course of widening the M50 were mulched on site.

(C/0112/08)
OUTER RING ROAD
QUESTION: Councillor C. King 

To ask the Manager, whether residents throughout the County directly affected by the ongoing works on the Outer Ring Road were notified by information leaflet as to what the nature and duration of the disruption would be and what the end result would be in terms of the road itself, landscaping including walls, footpaths and planting?

REPLY:
The Outer Ring Road scheme was divided into three parts, all of which were the subject of the Environmental Assessment process through An Bord Pleanala. Phases 1 (N7 Naas road to Adamstown) and Phase 2 Adamstown to the N4 Lucan bypass were also the subject of an oral hearing following the receipt of some objections. Phase 3 did not involve an oral hearing, a decision made by An Bord Pleanala following publication of the EIS in December 2005. All of the EIA documentation including landscaping footpaths etc. is available on the Council's website. This information was made available to local interests via newspaper advertisement and information meeting were held with local councillors. 

(C/0113/08)
GGBS IN CONCRETE FOOTPATHS

QUESTION: Councillor T. McDermott 

To ask the Manger to take all reasonable steps to ensure that the materials used in the countywide footpath renewal programme contain the lowest level of embodied CO2 and energy, such as Ground Granulated Blastfurnace Slag (GGBS) and kerbing made from recycled material such as polymers and would he make a statement on the matter?

REPLY:
Advice was sought from a cement manufacturer regarding the use of GGBS in concrete footpaths.

In the case of concrete in roads and particularly in footpaths, the following technical points were made:
- GGBS concrete is a much slower setting mix than that with Portland cement. Thus, the more GGBS used in the concrete, the slower setting will be the concrete, requiring protection of the fresh concrete surface for longer. This could expose the surface to greater risk of cracking unless a more efficient curing regime is put in place.

- GGBS concrete is also slower to gain early strength and this may not be beneficial for publicly exposed elements such as footpaths. The use of the footpath could well be delayed and it is exposed to damage by vandals in the early hours after casting.

As regards the embodied energy issue, the following points are relevant:

- GGBS is a secondary or byproduct of the production of iron in a blastfurnace. Significant quantities of CO2 are generated in production of both of these products (approx 5 Tonnes of CO2 for every Tonne of GGBS, plus about 4 tonnes of pig-iron). At present, there is no formally agreed allocation of CO2 to each product - thus GGBS manufacturers claim that it is largely CO2 free. The fact that the product is produced abroad does not effect the Irish position regarding CO2.

Transport to Ireland of the raw slag also gives rise to additional CO2.

Roads Department have used polymer kerbs made from recycled material as part of a trial. The material was found not to be as durable as concrete kerbing and were also susceptible to fire damage.

(C/0114/08) 
LITTER FINES
QUESTION: Councillor T. McDermott 

To ask the Manager to review the Council's inflexible policy in enforcing non-negotiable litter fines imposed on evidence gathered from video cameras at "bring centres" until:

1. Adequate signage is in place informing people of a zero tolerance policy.

2. A broad-based communications programme to inform the public is completed.

The current policy is counter-productive and discouraging citizens from recycling.

REPLY:
The context of installing CCTV at recycling bring banks that is to be monitored with a view prosecuting litter offenders is that recycling bring banks provide a valuable opportunity to householders to recycle materials that cannot be accommodated in household green bins.  These bring banks are usually sited at locations near shops, businesses, parks etc. to encourage maximum use but this means that both commercial interests and the general public will not tolerate unsightly areas with litter and other materials deposited around these facilities.  Consequently, it is imperative that, where evidence of offences is available, the Council rigorously enforce the Litter Pollution Act, 1997 at such sites to act as a deterrent and to prevent the accumulation of litter as a reason for arguing for the removal of the facilities.  If individuals deposit even a single bag or cardboard box at these sites, this usually subsequently causes additional items to be deposited and the problem is exacerbated, resulting in clean-up costs being incurred by the Council.

The issuing of litter fines is one element in addressing the problem of littering at recycling bring banks but the Council also has a dedicated Environmental Awareness section which works to heighten public knowledge of this issue.  Part of this programme includes anti-littering campaigns; the Name and Shame Programme to heighten awareness of consequences and signage at bring bank locations.  In order for the Council to reach its targets in providing bring banks for the public it is imperative that they are kept litter free.  Assurances are given that there will be strong enforcement in negotiating new locations.

Any appeals made against litter fines are considered by officials not previously involved in the issuing of the fine and will take into account all relevant factors raised, including the review of CCTV evidence, in considering whether to uphold the fine.

(C/0115/08)
SOLAR PANELS
QUESTION: Councillor T. McDermott 

To ask the Manager to report on the number of occasions that the installation of solar panels have been included in planning applications, the number of successful applications and the number of applications refused or conditioned to be omitted and reason for the decision, since 1st January 2007 and will he make a statement on the matter?

REPLY:
The following table outlines applications received and decided since 1st January 2007 where proposals for the installation of solar panels were explicitly included in the proposed development description

	Applications Received
	Decided
	Granted*
	Refused
	Invalid
	Withdrawn
	Decision Due
	Appealed**  
	Appeal Decided ***
	Appeal decision due (SD07B/0781 Due 27th March 2008)

	31
	30
	24
	2
	3
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1


There may have been other applications where the erection of solar panels was not specifically outlined in the description of the proposed development but were included in the plans and particulars of the application. Unfortunately it is not possible to identify these.

*        Of 24 where overall decision was to grant permission, 1 contained conditions requiring the omission of solar panels in the interests of visual amenity. (SD07B/0781) 
**      1 appeal was by 3rd party against Council decision to grant but not specifically against permission for solar panels. (SD06A/1117) 
Other was 1st party appeal against decision to omit panels by condition as part of the councils overall decision to grant. (SD07B/0781)
***    Appeal decided was SD06A/1117 – Bord Pleanala upheld Councils Decision to grant.
(C/0116/08)
USE OF COUNCIL PROPERTY
QUESTION: Councillor T. McDermott 

To ask the Manager to explain in detail the procedure used to establish the applicable charge to a private company for using council property to stage a commercial operation - for example a fun-fair, circus or similar?

REPLY:
The Council's County Development Plan 2004 - 2010 policy is to provide for circus and funfairs 4.5.14 Policy SCR27.  Tenders were invited from Circus and Funfair operators in relation to designated sites in our 3 Regional Parks - Corkagh, Tymon and Griffeen, for a 3 year period commencing 2006. 

Following receipt of tenders, allocations were made on the basis of monies offered, suitability and experience of operators, evidence of Health and Safety compliance and necessary insurance documentation.

(C/0117/08)
PILOT SCHOOL BUS PROJECT

QUESTION: Councillor E. Tuffy 

To ask the Manager if following the recent meeting of the Transportation SPC the Council has pursued with the request to the Department of Transport for financial and other support for the Council's proposed Pilot School Bus Project and if he will make a statement on the matter?

REPLY:
The County Development Plan 2004-2010 sets the framework for physical and infrastructural development, and seeks to develop and improve, in a sustainable manner, the social, economic, cultural and environmental assets of our county. The April 2005 DTO pilot study report, “Safer routes to School, The Next Steps”, addressed the growing trend in the use of the car for school journeys, particularly in urban areas. Within this context, a School Transport System is seen as one possible way of significantly reducing the number of car journeys to and from primary schools within the South Dublin area.

In light of this, South Dublin County Council appointed a consultant to undertake a Feasibility Study for a School Transport System in order to determine the type of scheme which could be introduced, likely student uptake, and the method of implementation. 

The study has looked at various methods of implementation, and has recommended providing bus services to nine schools in the locality. The proposed service will be provided by tendering out to a private operator, and, assuming parental contributions of €2/day/child, will require an annual subsidy of €178,000. Depending on take-up, it has been calculated that it could remove up to 900 car journeys /day in the locality, which, as you can appreciate, would be of immense benefit, from both a commuter and an environmental perspective. 

In order to initiate the pilot service, it would be necessary to retain the consultant, who carried out the initial feasibility study to obtain solid estimates from operators, determine interest from parents, finalise routes etc. The estimated cost of retaining the consultant to start up the scheme is €12,100 including VAT. 

Following consideration by the Transportation Strategic Policy Committee, a written request followed by an exploratory meeting was made with the Department seeking funding for this project.  In view of recent proposals by the Minister, it was decided to defer any further action on the SDCC proposals until the consultation process on the Minister's document on sustainable transportation which was recently launched is complete. 

(C/0118/08)
SIX YEAR ROADS PROGRAMME

QUESTION: Councillor E. Tuffy  

To ask the Manager if he will provide an updated report on the Council's Six Year Roads Programme as set out in the County Development Plan 2005-2010?

REPLY:
The current position with regard to the Six Year Road objectives as set out in the County Development Plan is set out below:

	6 Yrs. Road Objective
	Planning Stage
	Design Stage
	Under Construction
	Constructed

	M50 Upgrade
	 
	 
	X
	 

	N4 Upgrade (M50 Junction to M4)
	 
	 
	X
	 

	N7 Upgrade, (Rathcoole – Co. Boundary)
	 
	 
	 
	X

	N81 Blessington Road (Ext. of the Tallaght By-Pass)
	X
	 
	 
	 

	Firhouse Road from Ballycullen Road to Old Bawn Road
	 
	 
	X
	 

	Green Route: Taylor’s Lane (Boden Park) to Grange Road
	 
	 
	X
	 

	Greenhills Road to Ballymount Road Lower to Longmile Road (Part of)
	 
	X
	 
	 

	Knocklyon Road to Firhouse Road
	 
	X
	 
	 

	City West to Belgard Road (Embankment Route)
	 
	X
	 
	 

	Walkinstown Roundabout to Calmount Road
	X
	 
	 
	 

	Adamstown Roundabout ORR to the N4
	 
	 
	 
	X

	Adamstown Roundabout ORR to Fonthill Road Link
	 
	 
	 
	X

	Adamstown Link Road from ORR to SDZ Lands
	 
	 
	 
	X

	Adamstown SDZ to Celbridge Road
	X
	 
	 
	 

	Lucan/Newcastle Road at Finnstown
	 
	 
	 
	X

	Outer Ring Road (N7 Kingswood Interchange to the N81)
	 
	 
	X
	 

	Fortunestown Lane to City West (Completion of)
	 
	 
	X
	 

	Ballycullen/Oldcourt Stocking Lane Road Network
	 
	 
	 
	X

	Newcastle Road (Local Area Plan)
	 
	 
	X
	 

	Nangor Road Estension from Grange Castle to the Lucan/Newcastle Road (R120) and south from new junction to Pollyhops with link to Baldonnell Road
	 
	X
	 
	 

	Adamstown SDZ Internal Roads
	 
	 
	X
	 

	Cookstown Road (rear of Fortunestown Local Centre)
	 
	 
	X
	 

	Greenhills Road to Limekiln Road
	 
	 X
	 
	 

	Esker Lane
	X
	 
	 
	 

	Barton Road East Extension
	X
	 
	 
	 

	Barneys Lane to City West Interchange
	X
	 
	 
	 

	Saggart Road (Local Area Plan)
	 
	 
	X
	 

	Rathcoole (Local Area Plan)
	X
	 
	 
	 

	Upgrade junctions in Glenasmole/Bohernabreena Housing and Planning Study area.
	X
	 
	 
	 


Progress on the six year road programme set out in the County Development Plan 2005-2010 is dependent on the availability of the necessary financial resources.

The members will be aware that the three year Capital Programme is under review at present and that the non-national road construction programme is subject to the availability of finance. 

(C/0119/08)
REFUSE BINS – BAR CODE SYSTEM
QUESTION: Councillor E. Tuffy 

To ask the Manager if he will provide an updated report on the implementation of the bar code system for domestic refuse bins?

REPLY:
The decision to install electronic tags to replace the current tag system on bins was announced at the Budget Meeting in December.  The process involves a number of steps including the rationalisation and automation of all processes within the Refuse Collection Service and the electronic tagging of the bins themselves. 

The first phase of the process involves the development of a customer information system, which is currently undergoing final testing.  There has been significant progress made for the remaining phases and options for electronic chipping of bins and an interface between the bin chips and the customer information system are currently being considered. Barcoding of the refuse containers will be commencing shortly.   It is anticipated that the Advance Credit facility will be introduced to all customers by the end of 2008.

(C/0120/08)
PARK AND RIDE FACILITIES – N7 & N4
QUESTION: Councillor E. Tuffy 

To ask the Manager for an updated report on the Council's plans to provide Park and Ride facilities, with associated bus services, to serve the N7 and the N4, in view of the recent decision of An Bord Pleanala to reject the proposed facility at Cooldrinagh, Lucan, and if he will make a statement on the matter?

REPLY:
Unfortunately the N4 Park and Ride scheme was refused permission by An Bord Pleanala as they felt it contravened local planning objectives, despite the Planning Inspectors approval of the scheme. The Inspector's report, and the decision therein, can be viewed at the following link http://www.pleanala.ie/casenum/EL2055.htm . The Council is currently examining alternative options, based on An Bord Pleanala's decision, and in line with the recently published sustainable consultation paper '2020 vision - Sustainable Travel and Transport' which can be accessed at the following link http://www.sustainabletravel.ie/index.html 

(C/0121/08)
SOCIAL HOUSING APPLICANTS
QUESTION: Councillor K. Warren  

To ask the Manager to state the total number of applicants for social housing who were refused a house when offered one by South Dublin County Council in each year over the past three years, and to state what were the predominant issues raised by the applicant in terms of turning down the offer, and if he will make a statement on the matter?

REPLY:
All Council houses are allocated in accordance with the  Scheme  of Letting Priorities for letting housing accommodation as adopted by South Dublin County Council on 12th December 2005 and approved by the Minister for Housing and Urban Renewal on 20th December 2006.  All offers of accommodation are made by reference to the applicants' stated area of housing preference which are determined by reference to the five no. Electoral Areas.   An initial offer of accommodation can be made in respect of any one of the (5) areas identified. Where this initial offer is refused, a second  offer will be made in respect of an alternative area, e.g. the Tallaght South Electoral area - lst Offer Jobstown, second offer, Killinarden.   Where two consecutive offers of a local authority dwelling are refused without satisfactory explanation, the application is closed and  the applicant may not re-apply for housing for a period of one year from the date of the second refusal (Section 5, Part 1 of the Scheme of Letting Priorities) refers.  

The following outlines the position in relation to the number of refusals received in response to formal offers of social housing accommodation in the period 2005 to date.

2005     55

2006     59

2007    171

2008    6

Reasons cited by housing applications for refusals of offers of accommodation include:

1. No longer interested in Housing Area

2. Anti Social

3. Preference for house as opposed to apartment

4. Racial Abuse when viewing dwelling

5. Desire to reside closer to family home

6. Requirement for downstairs bathroom/toilet facilities (where no medical grounds have been advanced) 

7. Not accessible to public transport

8. House located in close proximity to halting site

7. Distance from childrens' school

8. House/apartment too small

(C/0122/08)
VARIATION TO THE PROPOSED LIFFEY VALLEY TOWN CENTRE LOCAL AREA PLAN
The following Manager’s Report on Submissions together with Manager’s Supplementary Report, which had been circulated, were presented by Mr. T. Doherty, Deputy County Manager, and were CONSIDERED:
“LIFFEY VALLEY REPORT VARIATION 
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1.0 Introduction

Following consideration of the Liffey Valley Town Centre Proposed Local Area Plan at a Special Meeting of the County Council on the 12th December 2007, the Elected Members made one amendment to the Proposed Local Area Plan, which was considered to be a material alteration. This amendment was as follows;

“The Plan to be amended as appropriate to provide for a direct access/egress 

to the N4 for the Liffey Valley Development and that this shall be completed and in use before any additional retail unit is open for use.”
The purpose of this Report is:

• To report on the written submissions received following the public display of the variation to the Liffey Valley Town Centre Proposed Local Area Plan;

• To set out the County Manager’s response to the issues raised in the submissions;

• To make recommendations on changes to the Liffey Valley Town Centre Proposed Local Area Plan, as appropriate.

This Report forms part of the statutory procedure for the preparation of a Local Area Plan as set out under Section 20 of the Planning & Development Act, 2000 as amended.

2.0 Legislative Background and Requirements

Section 20(f) (i) of the Planning & Development Act 2000 as amended requires that not later than 8 weeks after the beginning of the public display of the Variation of the Liffey Valley Town Centre Proposed Local Area Plan, a Manager’s report must be produced in respect of any submission/observations received in relation to the Variation and that the Report must be submitted to the Elected Members of the County Council.

Section 20 (f) (ii) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 as amended states that the Manager’s Report must: 

· List the persons who made submissions or observations;

· Summarise the issues raised by the persons in the submissions or observations;

· Contain the opinion of the Manager in relation to the issues raised, and his/her recommendations in relation to the proposed variation or modification to the proposal, including any amendment to that proposed variation or modification he/she considers appropriate, taking account of the proper planning and sustainable development of the area, the statutory obligations of any local authority in the area and any relevant policies or objectives for the time being of the Government or of any Minister of the Government.

Section 20 (g)(i) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 as amended requires the Members of the Planning Authority to consider the Manager’s Report and the proposed variation or modification of the Liffey Valley Town Centre Proposed Local Area Plan.  The Proposed Plan will be deemed to be made or amended, as appropriate, with the variation or modification proposed by the Members or the variation or modification as recommended in the Manager’s Report, 6 weeks after the furnishing of the report, unless, the Members, by resolution, having decided not to accept the Manager’s recommendation, amend the original variation or modification proposed by them as they consider appropriate.

3.0 Public Consultation Process

3.1 Key Stages in preparation of the Liffey Valley Town Centre Proposed Local Area Plan

The table below sets out the key public consultation stages leading up to the

preparation of the Liffey Valley Town Centre Proposed Local Area Plan and the Manager’s Report on the submissions/observations received. The Planning Department carried out a detailed public consultation process which consisted of preplan consultation, interim consultation and the Proposed Local Area Plan consultation stage.

	Date 
	Pre Plan Consultation

	April to June 2006

	The first phase of public consultation consisted of a series of meetings with local landowners, local business and community stakeholders, and with the Dublin Transportation Office (DTO) and the National Roads Authority (NRA).

A business stakeholder workshop on 16th June 2006 addressed proposed plans for the Liffey Valley Centre and Clonburris. A total of 245 stakeholders were invited, eight persons attended.

A community stakeholder workshop on 17th June 2006 addressed the Liffey Valley Plan independently. 188 representative community and residential groups were invited.

A total of fourteen community stakeholders attended.



	27th and 29th June

2006

	Notification of the intention to prepare a Local Area Plan for Liffey Valley Town Centre and to engage in an initial phase of pre-plan consultation was published in newspapers circulating in the area and on South Dublin County Council’s website

www.southdublin.ie. 12,000 flyers were also delivered to households and businesses in the Clondalkin and Liffey Valley areas.



	27th June to 21st

July 2006


	Public exhibitions ran over a 4 week period at Liffey Valley Shopping Centre, the Mill Shopping Centre Clondalkin, and at South Dublin County Council’s Civic Offices in Tallaght and Clondalkin. Attendees to the exhibition could review exhibition boards and respond by comment card, through the council web site (www.southdublin.ie), or by formal

submission to South Dublin County Council. The closing date for formal submissions was July 21st 2006 There were 60 replies via the web survey and 38 comment cards received. A total of 9 written submissions were received.



	
	Interim Consultation

	December 12th and

14th 2006
	South Dublin County Council held two community stakeholder meetings in December 2006. Twenty five invitation letters were issued to community stakeholder groups in the area inviting them to meetings on December 12th and 14th 2006. A

total of five persons attended each meeting. The meetings focused on emerging issues from the first phase of public consultation and advanced a range of strategies in terms of land-use, access and movement and design issues.



	
	Proposed Local Area Plan – Consultation

	19th June 2007


	An outline of the Liffey Valley Proposed Local Area Plan was presented to the Lucan Clondalkin Area Committee Meeting.



	9th July 2007
	The Elected Members of the Council made the decision to put the Liffey Valley Town Centre Proposed Local Area Plan on display.



	20th August to 1st

October 2007
	The statutory phase of public consultation commenced on the 20th August and continued up to the 1st October 2007.

Notification of the intention to prepare a Local Area Plan for Liffey Valley Town Centre was published in

newspapers circulating in the area. The notices included details of the consultation period, the location & times of exhibitions & on how to make written submissions. 18,000 newsletters were distributed to homes in the area, detailing the consultation process and location and times of exhibitions. Press packs were sent to National and Local newspapers. Information letters

advising on the consultation process & inviting submissions were also sent to elected members, statutory consultees, stakeholders, interested parties and local community groups.

Copies of the proposed Local Area Plan and Environmental Report were available for inspection at County Hall, Tallaght, at the Civic Offices Clondalkin and at Lucan Library. The Plan could also be viewed and downloaded from

www.southdublin.ie.

Public exhibitions were held at the Mill Shopping Centre, Clondalkin and the Liffey Valley Shopping Centre. The displays were supported by South Dublin County Council staff on eight days during the 6 week display period. During the remainder of the display, staff members were available to

address queries made by calling to the Planning Department in person or by phone. A CD Rom of the Plan was provided free of charge where people wished to consider it in their own time.

In response to requests, South Dublin County Council staff provided presentations on the proposed Plans to a number of local community/stakeholder groups



	October 2007
	All submissions and observations to the Liffey Valley Town Centre Proposed Local Area Plan were acknowledged.



	
	Variation to the Proposed Liffey Valley Town Centre Local Area Plan

	2nd to 30th January 2008
	The Variation to the Proposed Liffey Valley Town Centre Local Area Plan was displayed at the following locations and times:-

Main Foyer 

South Dublin County Council

County Hall

Tallaght 

9.00am-5.00pm Monday – Thursday

9.00am–4.30pm on Friday

Main Foyer, Civic Centre, Clondalkin,

9.00am-1.00pm and 2.00pm-4.00pm Monday to Friday

Lucan Library, Superquinn Shopping Centre, Newcastle Road, Lucan 9.45am-8.00pm Monday to Thursday 

                   9.45am-4.30pm Friday and Saturday

And 24 hours a day, 7 days a week on the South Dublin County Council website from the 2nd of January 2008 :- www.southdublin.ie
Submissions and observations on the proposed variation were made in writing, between Wednesday 2nd January 2008 and Wednesday 30th January 2008 (both dates inclusive).  Written submissions made within this period must be taken into consideration before making the variation.

Submissions were marked “Liffey Valley Town Centre Local Area Plan Variation Submission” and delivered to:-

Paddy McNamara, Administrative Officer, Planning Department, South Dublin County Council, County Hall,Tallaght, Dublin 24

Or emailed to the following email address only: liffeyvalley@sdublincoco.ie
Only submissions received by 4.30 pm on Wednesday 30th of January 2008 and addressed as set out above were considered.  Submissions could not be accepted in any other format or to any other postal address or email address.




4.0 Variation submissions to the Liffey Valley Town Centre 

Proposed Local Area Plan

List of persons who made submissions or observations and Summary of the issues raised

The persons, groups and organisations who made submissions on the Variation to the Proposed Local Area Plan are listed below. The following table summarises the issues raised in the submissions or observations and Section 5 provides the Manager’s response.

Submission Numbers:

1. National Roads Authority (NRA), St. Martin’s House, Waterloo  

    Road, Dublin 4.

2. Simon Clear & Associates, Planning & Development Consultants, 

    3 Terenure Road West, Terenure, Dublin 6W.  On behalf of 

    Barkhill Ltd.

2(a) Atkins Road Safety Review included with Simon Clear submission on 

        behalf of Barkhill Ltd.
3. Manahan Planners, Chartered Town Planning Consultants, 38 
    Dawson Street, Dublin 2.  On behalf of Morley Fund Management.
4. Dublin Transportation Office (DTO), Floor 3, Block 6/7, Irish Life 

    Centre, Lower Abbey Street, Dublin 1.
5. Conroy Crowe Kelly Architects and Urban Designers, 65 Merrion 

    Square, Dublin 2.
6. Councillor Eamon Tuffy – Labour

	Submission Number
	Submission Summary



	Submission No. 1: 

National Roads Authority

The Authority recommends that the proposed variation be rejected.
	Several hundred million euros is being invested to upgrade the non-motorway section of the N4, from Leixlip to the M50 addressing its current deficiencies such as insufficient traffic lanes & inadequate junction capacity.  

Having invested that level of funding in upgrading the road, it is essential that the benefits that will flow from that investment are “locked in” to the project & are not eroded inappropriately.

It is the policy of the Authority not to allow the development of any additional junctions on the N4 national road.

Existing junctions are already very closely spaced and, in any event, spare road capacity to facilitate additional junctions is simply not available on this strategically vital national road corridor.

Having made this substantial investment, the Authority would be totally opposed to the undermining of the benefits of that project by the implementation of an additional junction on this completed road.



	Submission No. 2:

Simon Clear & Associates

Planning & Development Consultants 

On behalf of Barkhill Ltd.

Additional Access

Traffic Grounds

Traffic Management

/Traffic Safety

Demand

Lucan Luas

Bus Services

Engineering Issues

Engineering Issues continued

Design Manual for Roads & Bridges (DMRB)

NRA Guidance

Recommendation

It is submitted that the proposed amendment is neither necessary nor achievable & should be rejected
	The Fonthill Road interchange & the road infrastructure serving Liffey Valley were originally designed for a far larger development than now exists on the site.  The interchange has operated successfully ever since as the direct access from the N4 into the shopping centre.

A little congestion exists at the interchange during peak times due to the reconstruction of the N4/M50 Palmerstown interchange & delays approaching the Westlink Toll Plaza.  Much of this congestion will disappear when the interchange is complete & when the toll plaza is replaced with free flow automatic toll collection on the M50.

Recent traffic analysis indicates Liffey Valley contributes relatively little to congestion on the M50-N4.

The primary catchment for Liffey Valley is to the west.  Visitors approaching Liffey Valley from the west would exit at the existing Fonthill Interchange & would not use an additional easterly junction that would require motorists to turn back on themselves to enter the centre by the existing roads leading in from Fonthill.

There is no justification or need for an additional access point onto the N4.

An access point so close to the Palmerstown & Fonthill Road interchanges could not be made to operate from a traffic management or traffic safety point of view.

Any additional access point to the east of Fonthill Road would not benefit the substantial demand for access from the Lucan (westerly) direction.

If Route Option 1 is adopted, the proposed Lucan Luas will be a high capacity public transport service serving Ballyfermot, Palmerstown, Chapelizod, Quarryvale, St. Lomans & Lucan.

Proposed scheduled loop bus services will provide good public transport into Liffey Valley from the south, east & southwest directions in the short term.

In accordance with any of the recognized engineering design guidelines, there is insufficient space between the M50 and Fonthill Road to provide an additional access junction into Liffey Valley.

The proposed lane configuration on the N4 just to the west of the Palmerstown interchange will be such that traffic from Westlink (northbound on M50) & Palmerstown, on the outside lanes of the N4, would be unable to weave across the 2 inside lanes to exit the N4 at any additional access junction into Liffey Valley.  The existing Fonthill Road interchange will present the first feasible opportunity for such traffic to exit the N4.

Westbound traffic flows to Palmerstown & the M50 southbound would have similar weaving difficulties on the westbound approach to the M50.  The provision of a new access junction would also adversely impose serious weaving difficulties between the junction & the existing Fonthill Road Interchange.

On highway engineering grounds alone the provision of direct access into Liffey Valley would not meet the requirements of the NRA Design Manual for Roads & Bridges in regard to geometric design, weaving flow traffic conditions.  It would not pass a Road Safety Audit conducted in accordance with the procedures & scope set out in the NRA’s “DMRB Volume 5, Section 2, Parts 2 & 3”; Road Design Standard HD 19/04, “Road Safety Audits” & HA 42/04 “Road Safety Audit Guidelines”.

On this basis we are certain that a further access point onto the N4 Road would not be permitted by the NRA.

The NRA advised that they accept that the junction, while operating at the high end of its capacity, should be capable of serving the development with limited upgrading.

Type of improvements that may be required include traffic signal optimization, additional entry widths at roundabouts and similar minor works which can take place within the current junction configuration & within the existing junction lands.

The traffic situation will improve when the M50 junction comes fully on stream in 2008, combined with the beneficial impact of the removal of the toll plaza gates at west link during 2008.  

The NRA noted that the operation of the junction would require monitoring in the period after these events to assess requirements for remedial works.

· There is no need for an additional access to Liffey Valley

· In engineering terms, the proposal is not achievable

· NRA guidance states that the existing junction can serve the development with limited upgrading

· There would be safety implications in providing a new junction between the improved M50 interchange & Fonthill interchange.



	Submission No 2 (a):

Atkins Road Safety Review

N4 Lucan Road

M50/N4 Palmerstown Interchange

M50 Toll Plaza

Direct Access/Egress to N4

At-Grade Junction: Evaluation

Summary of At-Grade Junction Evaluation

Grade-Separated Junction: Evaluation

Summary of Grade-Separated Junction Evaluation

Partial Turning Movements

Summary: The concept of direct access/egress between the Liffey Valley Town Centre development & the N4 appears to be totally impracticable on geometric grounds & in accordance with the NRA DMRB standards.

Conclusion of the Atkins Road Safety Review


	The Fonthill Road Interchange lies some 1,100 metres west of the Palmerstown Interchange.  This spacing is less than the minimum standard now required by the NRA Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) for interchanges on National Primary Routes.

The N4 is being widened to 4+4 lanes, plus bus lanes, as part of the Palmerstown Interchange upgrading to free-flow status scheme.  A new pedestrian/cyclist bridge has recently been constructed over the N4.

The M50/N4 Palmerstown Interchange has recently been modified to permit free flow traffic movements in all route directions.  All traffic signals associated with the partial signalization of the former gyratory style junction have been removed & grade separated links and cloverleaf loops have been introduced.  The construction of these changes caused traffic disruption on the N4 Lucan Road and at the Fonthill Road Interchange.  However, the upgrading works are nearing completion & temporary traffic management diversions have recently been removed.  This had an immediate beneficial impact on congestion at the Fonthill Road Interchange & on the neighbouring road network.

The toll system is due to be modified to a ‘barrier free electronic toll collection’ system by August 2008.  This move will further reduce congestion in the vicinity of Palmerstown Interchange & on the busy left turn for eastbound traffic on the N4 waiting to travel northwards on the M50.

To provide direct access/egress to the N4 would require a new junction, of some form, into Liffey Valley at a location somewhere between the Palmerstown and Fonthill Road Interchanges.  Having regard to the close spacing of these 2 interchanges, the width of the N4 road & the high proportion of weaving traffic, the Road Safety Review states that the NRA DMRB guidelines offer no solutions to the provision of an operable, safe junction at such a location.  

The provision of such a junction is also precluded by the current widening of the N4 road & the massive investment in modifying the Palmerstown Interchange.  These very movements and the free-flow traffic concept on the N4 make it difficult to perceive a practical & safe direct access/egress solution that could in any way supplement access to the Liffey Valley Town Centre site.

This submission considered the provision of: 

· An At-Grade Junction;

1. Introducing access/egress through a new at-grade junction on the N4 will duplicate facilities.  Fonthill Road continues to provide the shortest and most direct route for traffic west of Fonthill Road to enter Liffey Valley.  The provision of access/egress would therefore not be of any benefit to traffic flow to and from areas to the west of Fonthill Road.

2. An access/egress would reduce the travel distance for traffic originating or destined to locations to the east of Liffey Valley by about 550 metres but only at the expense of difficult weaving manoeuvres & hazardous operating conditions.

3. Weaving would be rendered very difficult by the free-flow conditions provided at the upgraded Palmerstown Interchange by the new loops & slip roads.

4. On safety grounds, any new junction onto the N4 would bring about a multiplicity of potential vehicle conflicts with the commensurate increase in risk to the travelling public.

5. The only at-grade solution to offer a preferred degree of safety would be to control all traffic movements at the junction and at the end of the westbound slip road from the M50, with traffic signals.  This would severely reduce the capacity of the N4, eliminate free-flow movement along the N4 & be totally contrary to the NRA policy of investing heavily in free-flow movements at strategically important junctions along the M50 & on the radial National Primary Routes.

6. The increase in weaving manoeuvres & adverse operating conditions would not satisfy any of the standards set down in the NRAs DMRB.

7. Direct access/egress to the N4 would require the provision of a new junction onto the existing Shopping Centre Ring Road.  The provision of 2 adjacent junctions within 25/30 metres would be made difficult by the level differences between the Ring Road & the N4.

8. The Ring Road junction would create further operational difficulties & generate queuing problems on the N4 which would be untenable.  If both junctions were controlled with traffic signals, the proximity of the junctions could cause coordinating difficulties between the signals & a further cause of traffic congestion.

Summary of At-Grade Junction Evaluation:

The provision of direct access/egress through the provision of an additional at-grade junction on the N4 is a totally impracticable concept incapable of being designed within the standards set down by the NRA.  It would not be a safe or consumer friendly solution & would be contrary to safe & responsible design and the standards set down in the NRAs DMRB.

●  Grade-Separated Junction Evaluation:

1. The design of such facilities would be compromised by the close spacing of the Palmerstown & Fonthill Road Interchanges which is less than the minimum standard required by the DMRB

2. Vehicle conflicts could only be mitigated against through providing traffic signals to obviate the need for traffic weaving manoeuvres.  This would severely reduce the capacity of the N4, eliminate free-flow movement & be contrary to NRA policy

3. Grade separated facilities with full merge & diverge facilities would extend over a distance of at least 200 meters on each side of the junction, excluding merge & diverge tapers & encroach closely on to existing merge/diverge facilities at the existing interchanges & the existing M50 where the Motorway Regulations exist on the northbound free-flow slip road onto the N4 at the Palmerstown Interchange.  In accordance with the NRA DMRB standards & Motorway Legislation direct access could not be achieved into the development from this slip road to serve the type of junction described – this restricts the potential for access/egress at Liffey Valley.

4. At a 4% grade any slip roads or loops to connect one with the other would have to be 225 metres long, plus merge/diverge lengths & weaving lengths.  These factors ensure that the provision of a new left turn into Liffey Valley anywhere between the two interchanges would be fraught with difficulties & would be contrary to any design standards in force at present.

5. A grade separated right turn out of Liffey Valley towards the Palmerstown Interchange would be facilitated by the level difference but would not be at all facilitated by the length of the on-ramp & merging facilities which would overlap with the left turn slip road from the N4 onto Westlink – Geometrically a grade separated right turn on-ramp is not at all possible at this point.

Summary of Grade-Separated Junction:

Issues of junction spacing & weaving lengths for grade separated access/egress would clearly not meet the requirements & standards set by the NRA’s DMRB & would not be permitted by the NRA & the County Council’s road design department.

An acceptable & legally competent grade separated design could not emanate from the process.  Any such access would be highly unsatisfactory & inoperable.

Partial Grade separation would not meet DMRB design standards.

Safety Issues:

The submission refers to safety issues under the following headings;

· Speed

· Weaving, Merges & Diverges

· Signing & Visibility

· Visibility (sun-glare) & Gradients

Road Safety Considerations:

· Any design for an additional access/egress would be subject to a Road Safety Audit, under the requirements of the NRA’s “DMRB Volume 5, Section 2, Parts 2 & 3”; Road Design Standard HD 19/04, “Road Safety Audits” and HA 42/04 “Road Safety Audit Guidelines”.

· The existing Fonthill Road Interchange represents the only feasible method of access between the N4 & the proposed development.

· It is inconceivable that direct access could be provided into a major commercial development from an existing Motorway or very busy National Primary Route.  

Conclusion of the Atkins Review:

· A direct access/egress on the N4 to & from Liffey Valley is totally impracticable on geometric grounds & could not be provided in accordance with the NRA’s DMRB standards for National Primary Routes.  The location of such facilities between 2 closely spaced interchanges would not be feasible either from an operational point of view.

· On grounds of road safety any such scheme would be deemed unacceptable to the NRA & the technical road design authorities in South Dublin County Council.



	Submission No. 3:

Manahan Planners

On behalf of Morley Fund Management

Introduction

This measure is unreasonable, irrational & cannot be implemented & if introduced will constrain the operation of the Centre for the next 6 years.

We would ask that this proposed amendment be rejected decisively.
	Liffey Valley is an important retail facility within the locality with an extensive catchment area & with an annual footfall of almost 10 million.  Over 2,000 local residents are employed within the scheme & the centre contributes significantly to the revenues of the South Dublin County Council through the rates levies.

The current South Dublin Development Plan contains a provision that a Masterplan (LAP) be carried out for the proposed Liffey Valley Town Centre, and that in the interim no significant additional retail floorspace be added to the centre.  The centre has operated under that constraint for the last 3 years which has prevented the centre from carrying out continual upgrades in line with other large shopping centres in the Dublin region.

It was hoped the adoption of the LAP would remove this restriction, instead it is proposed to insert a new restriction on the provision of “any additional retail unit” until a direct access/egress to the N4 is provided.

It is our view that such access/egress cannot be provided.  It is unreasonable to insert a clause into the plan which is incapable of being implemented & which has the effect of limiting the natural expansion of the shopping centre.

In the Manager’s Report to the Council for its meeting on December 12th 2007, the Manager stated that the effect of introducing this provision would be to nullify the plan as it would introduce a negative precondition which could not be implemented.

The minutes of the meeting record the following:

Motion:

‘The plan to be amended as appropriate to provide for direct access/egress to the N4 for the Liffey Valley Development and that this shall be completed and in use before any additional retail unit is opened for use’
Response:

‘This motion is not considered to be valid.  It seeks to impose a negative pre-condition on the development of land further to a 6 year Local Area Plan that will not be achieved within that timescale.  The effect of the motion would be to nullify the Plan, by rendering it impossible to implement and would be contrary to the proper planning and development of the area and the provisions of the County Development Plan.’

It is considered that the motion could not be implemented.

The existing vehicular entrance to Liffey Valley from the N4/M50 was originally designed in a manner that located the entrance approximately 1km away from the M50 with a further kilometre to drive to reach the shopping centre car parks.  This was to ensure that queuing from the shopping centre car parks did not tail back to the M50.  It is submitted that this arrangement remains a satisfactory & acceptable design particularly in the light of the improvements to the N4/M50 junction due for completion shortly.

The space between the existing access point to the shopping centre lands and the M50 on the N4 is insufficient to safely provide another separate access point to the shopping centre & provide for the necessary weaving movements.  We concur with the Manager’s opinion that this motion is impossible to implement.

The Planning Authority proposes to introduce a new restrictive wording which will continue to hamper the ongoing operations of the centre.

It is submitted that it is not in accordance with proper planning & sustainable development of the area for the Planning Authority to act in this manner.

Our Clients would prefer an approach of working together with the Council to enhance the Centre in a manner that is consistent with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.



	Submission No. 4:

Dublin Transportation Office (DTO)

The DTO opposes the proposed variation.
	In the draft Liffey Valley LAP, it is implied that the proposed development does not require the provision of direct access/egress to the N4 for the Liffey Valley development & the need for this measure has not been demonstrated within the plan.

One of the objectives in the draft LAP states “to promote and facilitate improved accessibility & linkage through provision of an integrated public transport network as an alternative to the private car & the provision of secure pedestrian and cycle networks”

The DTO considers that development of a large-scale mixed-use town centre, as proposed in the draft LAP to be contingent on it being focused on a high quality public transport hub, with excellent accessibility within its catchment by a range of public transport modes, cycling & walking.  The determination of accessibility requirements should not be on the presumption of the additional car-based accessibility & in particular, not on the provision of direct access from the national road network.



	Submission No. 5:

Conroy Crowe Kelly Architects & Urban Designers

Introduction

Location

Connectivity

Transport Capacity

NRA

Conclusion


	The Liffey Valley shopping centre depends on the N4 connection & Quarryvale roundabout as the principal access route to the centre, thus creating traffic problems.  There is very little connectivity to the west & south of the site & with the hinterland that the proposed ‘town centre’ should be serving.  

The Councillors, in passing this motion, have shown they do not believe that the Liffey Valley site as existing & even with the LAP proposals to upgrade transport connections, can cater for more development.

Providing a direct access/egress to the N4 would appear to be unworkable from a transport engineering perspective, with only circa 1.2km stretch of road from the existing N4 exit to the M50.

The proposed variation highlights the problem with the Liffey Valley site; a severe lack of connections to the surrounding area.  There is no connectivity to the east & north of the site due to the M50 & N4 barriers.  

Minimal connections exist to the west & south, one in each direction.

The barriered inaccessible nature of Liffey Valley, cut off on one side by the M50 & on another by the N4 means that all connections to the site must be provided to the west & south – such connections are weak.

Areas with the greatest population & population growth are located to the west & southwest of the Liffey Valley site.  

Accessibility to Liffey Valley for these people is still unattractive & inhospitable for pedestrians, cyclists & public transport users.

Lack of connections means traffic pressure on the few existing access routes with the site e.g. Fonthill, Coldcut & St. Loman’s Roads.

Proposing a new access route to the north of the site to the N4 will provide a new connection to the site.  However, such a connection would be impossible on the short stretch of the N4 between the existing N4 connection & the M50.

The fact such a motion has been passed puts into question the wisdom of increasing the quantum of retail at this location.

The need to put an access point at this location suggests Liffey Valley will increase traffic to such an extent that the Councillors believe that a new access to the N4 will be required.

The NRA has serious concerns regarding transport capacity at the N4 & Fonthill Junction (Quarryvale Roundabout).  In its submission for the proposed LAP it states:

“As any user of this area will be aware there are considerable difficulties currently being experienced by traffic both entering Fonthill Road from the N4 & exiting from Fonthill onto the N4.  While the current upgrading work at the adjacent M50 junction will alleviate this issue, it is the view of the Authority that this junction is unlikely to function satisfactorily and cater for this proposed development in the longer term, or indeed in the short or medium term…..In the Authority’s view, a significant upgrading of this junction is likely to be required to cater for the traffic volumes that will wish to use this junction following the implementation of the proposed LAP development”.

The NRA points out to remember that the N4 is an important national route, linking Dublin with Mullingar, Athlone, Galway & Sligo.

Councillors are obviously in agreement that the transport network would struggle to accommodate greater traffic levels generated by increased retail capacity at this location.

The proposal by the Councillors to add further connection to the N4 reinforces the belief that this centre is not primarily intended to serve the local population.

Assuming greater access is required, it should come in the form of greater connectivity to the south & west.  The only requirement to expand the centre should be to serve an existing population.  The centre does not have a legitimate “planning need” of its own & should not get larger at the 

expense of displacing facilities & amenities for the local population.

Liffey Valley Shopping Centre located in a barriered inaccessible location fails to serve the surrounding population & is in fact a shopping centre dependent on its location adjacent to a motorway & major transport network.



	Submission No. 6:

Cllr Eamon Tuffy

Introduction

Conclusion


	The variation inserted into the LAP at the meeting of 12th December 2007 is not the appropriate way in which to address legimate concerns about traffic congestion in and around Liffey Valley.

Even if it is in time agreed that direct access/egress from/to Liffey Valley to/from the N4 is necessary, the condition in the variation that such an access/egress “shall be completed and in use before any additional retail unit is open for use” is unworkable, and possibly open to legal challenge by the developer and/or businesses in the existing Liffey Valley Shopping Centre.

For example, the variation as worded might be interpreted to mean that no additional retail unit would be allowed to open in the existing Centre until the proposed route is open and ready for use.  Over the last few years additional units, including spaces which required planning permission, have been opened in Liffey Valley Shopping Centre.

The concerns about worsening of traffic congestion following further development of the Liffey Valley lands are sincerely held, and understandable.

There is already major congestion at the Fonthill Road roundabout and this is bound to get worse unless a reconfigured Liffey Valley/Fonthill Road junction and an appropriate traffic management regime is put in place as part of the further development of the Liffey Valley lands.

It is not obvious that an additional access/egress, as stipulated in the variation, would be the measure which on its own would ensure free flow of traffic in and around Liffey Valley.

I also have concerns that the route proposed in the variation could lead to increased traffic and rat running through Quarryvale estate and along St Loman’s Road.

There is also the additional consideration that both the Lucan Luas and Metro West projects have now moved on: the Council itself favours a Luas option which would enter Liffey Valley at the existing Fonthill Roundabout; the Metro West route is already determined to be along Fonthill Road.

I believe that the LAP, including the amendments adopted at the December meeting, is a good plan with the potential to contribute positively to the lives of those who live and work in Palmerstown, Lucan and North Clondalkin.  It should bring job opportunities to communities which still suffer from high unemployment.

The Plan provides for the development of high quality pedestrian and cycle routes within the Liffey Valley lands and to/from adjoining residential areas.  It also provides

for high quality community facilities, including a revitalised Quarryvale Park, civic spaces and social and affordable housing.  It is important that these benefits to the local communities be realized as soon as possible.

I submit that before the Plan is further considered by adoption by the Council the Manager should, in consultation with the NRA, and the RPA, request the Council’s Roads Department (with the input of specialist traffic consultants) to consider further the question of traffic in and out of Liffey Valley, including the operation of a reconfigured Fonthill Roundabout, and bring forward a Manager’s Report which fully addresses the traffic congestion issues raised in previous consideration of the proposed Plan.




5.0 
Manager’s Report and Recommendation

This section, as required by Section 20(f)(ii) of the Planning & Development Act 2000 as amended, contains the opinion of the Manager in relation to the issues raised and his recommendation in relation to the proposed variation.

The primary issues raised in the submissions received were as follows:

· Need for the provision of a proposed access/egress – need for additional studies

· National Roads Authority Policy & Guidelines

· Engineering/Safety Issues

· Other Issues

1. Provision of a proposed access/egress and the need for additional 

    studies:

Traffic Analysis carried out;

The proposed Local Area Plan is supported by a detailed traffic and transport assessment incorporating a major traffic modelling exercise undertaken over an 18 month period. At the outset of the preparation of the Plan a decision was made by the Planning Authority to engage specialist traffic consultants to advise on the transport and traffic elements of the proposed Plan. Over the past year the planning and traffic departments of the Council have engaged on an ongoing basis with the appointed traffic consultants. The process included the following

· In August 2006 the traffic assessment and modelling approach commenced using the Dublin Transportation Office Model.
· On an ongoing basis technical notes were produced, which addressed amongst the following issues, which were agreed on an ongoing basis between the traffic and planning department of the Council and the consultants. These included issues relating to the geographical extent of the traffic study, zoning plan, data sets, trip rates & proposed schemes to be included in the development scenarios agreed. Circulated to DTO. 

· Gravity Model developed with DTO to test the afternoon peak (specific to retail development) and the distribution of trips. Substantial piece of work which strengthened the study.

· Draft Bus strategy developed to support the mode split assumptions and the proposed mobility management plan. 

· Junction assessments carried out – using Arcady, Oscady outputs.

· Draft Mobility Management Plan produced with public transport measures modelled. 

The final Local Area Model Development and Forecasting Report prepared as a supporting document to the proposed Liffey Valley Area Plan acknowledges the very high levels of non Liffey Valley traffic; that is traffic that is commuting to and from Dublin that can cause congestion in the area.  The report also cites the impact that the current N4/M50 road improvement works have on the key strategic routes, leading to high levels of vehicle delay and queuing.

Traffic is congested at the interchange during peak times but this is due to the reconstruction of the N4/M50 Palmerstown interchange and from delays on the approach to the Westlink Toll Plaza. Much of this congestion will disappear when the interchange is complete and when the toll plaza is replaced with free flow automatic toll collection on the M50.  The recent traffic analysis indicates Liffey Valley contributes relatively little to congestion on the M50-N4.

The traffic generated by the proposed expansion of Liffey Valley has been modelled and improvements to specific junctions will be required to ensure efficient movement of people and goods on the local road network. However, the increase of traffic on the strategic network generated by Liffey Valley directly is shown to be minimal, less than 1% on the M50 and 2% on the N4.

The proposed road improvements will be required to be implemented prior to the opening of the development. 

In addition to the proposed junction improvements and on site road improvements, a Mobility Management Plan will support access to the area by sustainable transport, including public transport, cycling and walking. Parking supply and pricing will also play an important role in the effectiveness of the Mobility Management. It will be important for all key stakeholders to be involved in the development and implementation of the Mobility Management Plan. 

This detailed study has not indicated the need for an additional access/egress.

It should be noted in historical terms the existing Fonthill Road Interchange was developed in the 1990’s when the original planning permission application was being considered & was developed and designed to serve Liffey Valley as a much larger development.

Consultation with the National Roads Authority (NRA): 

During the proposed Local Area Plan consultation process, a submission was received from the National Roads Authority which raised major concerns regarding the impact of the proposed Local Area Plan on the N4/Fonthill Junction, the Council engaged in detailed discussion with the NRA. The Council provided additional information on the traffic analysis carried out to the NRA. This information was reviewed at the time by the NRA and they carried out additional analysis of the performance of the junction. The outcome of this process is that the NRA advised that they accept that the junction, while operating at the high end of its capacity, should be capable of serving the development with limited upgrading. The type of improvements that may be required include traffic signal optimisation, additional entry widths at roundabouts, and similar minor works which can take place within the current junction configuration and within the existing junction lands.
The NRA noted that the above analysis is predicated upon the satisfactory performance of the adjacent M50 Junction which should fully come on stream in 2008 and the beneficial impact of the removal of the toll plaza at West-Link later next year.  The NRA also noted that this situation at Quarryvale Junction will require monitoring in the months after these two events to see that the impacts benefiting Quarryvale Junction and underpinning the above conclusions are actually materialising.  In the Manager’s Report, the Planning Authority recommended the re-run of the traffic modelling exercise prior to the lodgement of any planning application to confirm this.  Motions were passed in the consideration of the Proposed Local Area Plan which would ensure that this modelling work be carried out.

Conclusion:

The Planning Authority has invested a great deal of resources to this study over the last 18 months due to its recognition of the concerns of the local community.  The Planning Authority is confident that a scheme delivered on foot of these studies will operate satisfactorily and fully supports the findings of the studies.  The Planning Authority does not accept that the proposed access/egress is required or that additional studies are required.

2. National Roads Authority (NRA) Policy & Guidelines:

The submission received from the National Roads Authority notes that several hundred million euros is being invested to upgrade the non-motorway section of the N4, from Leixlip to the M50 addressing its current deficiencies – insufficient traffic lanes and inadequate junction capacity.  Having invested that level of funding in upgrading the road, it is essential that the benefits that will flow from that investment are “locked in” to the project and are not eroded inappropriately.

The submission further states that in recognition of this, it is the policy of the Authority not to allow the development of any additional junctions on the N4 national road.  The Council has no reason to believe that this policy will change in the near future.

The view of the National Roads Authority is supported by the Dublin Transportation Office (DTO) submission.

3. Engineering/Safety Issues:

The National Roads Authority makes the point that existing junctions are already very closely spaced and spare road capacity to facilitate additional junctions is simply not available on the strategically vital national road corridor.  It is the understanding of South Dublin County Council that it is for this very reason that the present Interchange is in its current location.  This has both engineering and safety implications.

With reference to safety guidelines, the Planning Authority notes the following:

· Any new junction which could be provided to meet the requirements of the proposed variation could not meet the distance between junction requirements of the National Roads Authority (NRA).

· The provision of such a junction would potentially lead to dangerous weaving movements between lanes due to the inappropriate proximity of junctions and could not be allowed for this reason.

· Related to the above there is simply not enough space between existing junctions to facilitate any additional access/egress junction.

· Any attempt to provide an additional access/egress would have significant land acquisition implications.

Conclusion:

These are significant engineering and safety reasons why the proposed access/egress would not be possible or desirable.

4. Other Issues Raised:

One submission refers to the fact that the proposed variation calls into question the logic of allowing future retail expansion of Liffey Valley.  The Planning Authority rejects this argument.  The importance of Liffey Valley in the retail hierarchy of the County is well established and documented through the Retail Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area, the County Development Plan, the Local Area Plan, the background retail studies and the Manager’s Report. 

The Local Area Plan, including the amendments adopted at the December meeting, will contribute positively to the lives of those who live and work in Palmerstown, Lucan and North Clondalkin. It will facilitate job opportunities for communities which still suffer from the consequences of high unemployment. The Plan also recognises, and provides for, the development of high quality pedestrian and cycle routes within the Liffey Valley lands and to/from adjoining residential areas. 

It also provides for new high quality community facilities, including a revitalised Quarryvale Park, civic spaces and social and affordable housing.

It is important that these benefits to the local communities can be realised. 

5. Conclusion:

The Planning Authority and their transport consultants have carried out a thorough review of baseline traffic and transport conditions in the area over an 18 month period, in consultation with the Dublin Transport Office, NRA and RPA. The traffic and transport assessment of the proposed Local Area Plan has been undertaken in the context of national and regional transport policy. This requires the proposed Local Area Plan to develop a sustainable transport provision approach which is balanced with providing for the needs of all transport users, including the mobility impaired. A detailed transport model of the area has been developed that assesses the impact of the traffic generated by the proposed development. This assessment has examined the impact of proposed traffic in the PM peak and on a Saturday. The results of this assessment has determined what transport facilities are required to cater for the development needs up to the year 2016. It has been concluded that the levels of traffic forecasted can be catered for by improving junctions and the spine road into the site as well as providing improved walking, cycling and public transport facilities.

On the basis of the very detailed work which has been carried out, the Planning Authority cannot recommend the provision of the proposed access/egress.  It should be noted that the position of the Planning Authority is supported by the National Roads Authority (being the Authority responsible for the N4).

Manager’s Recommendation:

It is recommended that the proposed variation not be adopted.
Supplementary Report in respect of the Variation to the Proposed Liffey Valley Town Centre Local Area Plan.

Further to liaison with the National Roads Authority in 2007, various upgrade works to the N4/Fonthill Road junction were agreed with the NRA in order to ensure that the junction would be capable of serving the quantum of development proposed in the Plan. The type of improvements that may be required were identified as including traffic signal optimization, additional entry widths at roundabouts, and similar works which could take place within the current junction configuration and within the existing junction lands.

The NRA noted in their correspondence that improvement of the adjacent M50 Junction should fully come on stream early in 2008, with the beneficial impact of the removal of the toll plaza at West-Link later in 2008.  It was agreed that the N4/Fonthill junction would be monitored in the months after these two events in order to determine the scope of works that may be required.

Recommendations 8a and 10 of the Manager’s Report specifically address this issue:-

RECOMMENDATION 8a

Insert objective to Access and Movement Section of the Plan Section 3.2.3 ‘ It is required that ongoing discussions are held with the National Roads Authority as part of the preparation of Planning Applications and associated Mobility Management Plan.’

RECOMMENDATION No. 10 

Amend wording in mitigation section (Section 3.2.3 page 28 of the Plan as an addition to proposed junction improvements) to provide for ‘improvements to N4/Fonthill Junction as identified in consultation with the National Roads Authority, these to include measures such as traffic signal optimisation, additional entry widths at roundabout and similar minor works.’

The above will ensure that the operation and performance of the existing junction remains under review with the NRA.  The proposed improvements will not prejudice potential future major upgrade of the junction, should this be considered necessary in the future.

In addition, the Council is making strong representations to the RPA in respect of the detailed design of Metro West at this location.  It is an SDCC requirement that Metro West avoids any conflict with both existing junctions at the N4/Fonthill Road and Fonthill Road/St. Loman’s Road/Liffey Valley entrance.  

In accordance with the above and the Manager’s Report on submissions received in respect of the proposed Variation to the Liffey Valley LAP, it is recommended that the proposed Variation be not adopted.”
The Deputy Mayor indicated that he had received the following motion in the name of Councillor G. O’Connell:
“Given the geographical location of the Liffey Valley Town Centre, which is “off centre” of the communities it is intended to serve, bounded as it is on two sides by the M50 and the N4 which in effect mean that only the Fonthill Road and the Coldcut Road provide motorised traffic only one access/egress each to the Town Centre, it shall be an objective of South Dublin County Council to bring forward a plan that encompasses the Liffey Valley Town Centre and its immediate communities of Palmerstown, Quarryvale, Neilstown, Lucan South Ballyowen/Palmerstown West that address community access and connectivity, land use and traffic and that this process be initiated within six months of the determination of the final routes of both Metro West and Lucan Luas.”

A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors R. Dowds, G. O’Connell, E. Tuffy, T. Ridge, C. Keane, S. O’Connor, A. McGaughey, M. Daly and D. Keating.

Mr. T. Doherty, Deputy County Manager responded to the Members queries and stated the Manager’s recommendation as outlined in the Manager’s Report and Supplementary Report that the proposed Variation be not adopted.  Mr. Doherty also advised that the meeting was restricted to consideration of the proposed variation in accordance with the public consultation process initiated but confirmed that in the context of Cllr. O’Connell’s motion a new separate Council objective could be considered.
Following discussion it was AGREED to amend the motion to delete the reference to the Liffey Valley Town Centre.

The following amended motion was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell, seconded by Councillors D. Keating, E. Tuffy, R. Dowds and T. Ridge:
“Given the geographical location of the Liffey Valley Town Centre, which is “off centre” of the communities it is intended to serve, bounded as it is on two sides by the M50 and the N4 which in effect mean that only the Fonthill Road and the Coldcut Road provide motorised traffic only one access/egress each to the Town Centre, it shall be an objective of South Dublin County Council to bring forward a plan that encompasses the immediate communities of Palmerstown, Quarryvale, Neilstown, Lucan South Ballyowen/Palmerstown West that address community access and connectivity, land use and traffic and that this process be initiated within six months of the determination of the final routes of both Metro West and Lucan Luas.”
The amended motion was PASSED.

It was then proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy and RESOLVED:

“That the Manager’s recommendation contained in the Report on Submissions Received and the Supplementary Report in respect of the proposed Variation to the Liffey Valley LAP be ADOPTED and APPROVED”

In accordance with Standing Order No. 13 the Members AGREED to vary the sequence of business on the agenda to dispose of Item Nos. H8 – H 13 and Correspondence in advance of dealing with Headed Item No. 7.
(C/0123/08) 
DECLARATION OF ROADS TO BE PUBLIC ROADS

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

“The following report was considered at the Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee Meeting of 20th February, 2008.
“Statutory Notice has been given in the public press of the Council’s intention to consider the making of a declaration that the roads in the following estate,

Mount Andrew, Lucan

as set out in the Schedule attached, be public roads.

No objections were received. 

It is recommended that the roads be declared to be public roads.

The recommendation of the Committee will be brought before the Council at its next meeting.”

It was proposed by Councillor O’Connell, seconded by Councillor Keating and AGREED:

“That this Committee recommends that South Dublin County Council declare the roads in Mount Andrew, Lucan as set out in the above report to be public roads.” 

If the Council agrees to the recommendation, the following resolution is required:-

“That the roads referred to in the attached schedule be and are hereby declared to be public roads.”

SCHEDULE FOR:  MOUNT ANDREW ESTATE
LOCAL ELECTORAL AREA:  LUCAN

	TOWNLAND:
	BALLYOWEN
	B.C. NO:
	1304

	ELECTORAL DIVISION
	LUCAN
	
	


	ROADNAME
	LENGTH(m)
	DESCRIPTION

	Mount Andrew Avenue
	398m
	From its junction with St. Loman’s Road, northeastward for 58m, then northward for 340m to its junction with Mount Andrew Rise.

	Mount Andrew Dale
	365m
	From its junction with Mount Andrew Avenue, eastward for 152m, northward for 165m to a point opposite house no. 40 and from that point westward for 37m to the end of its turning bay.

Also including that part from a point opposite house no. 40, eastward for 11m. 

	Mount Andrew Close
	72m
	From its junction with Mount Andrew Dale westward for 72m to the end of its turning bay.

	Mount Andrew Grove
	228m
	From its junction with Mount Andrew Avenue, eastward for 92m, to its junction with that part adjacent to house no. 1, northward for 72m to the end of its turning bay at house no.23.

Also including that part from its junction adjacent to house no. 1, southward for 64m to its junction with Mount Andrew Close.

	Mount Andrew Place
	54m
	From its junction with Mount Andrew Avenue, southwestward for 54m, to the end of its turning bay.


	Mount Andrew Court
	247m
	From its junction with Mount Andrew Avenue, northwestward for 91m, northeastward for 57m, then southeastward for 99m to its junction with Mount Andrew Rise.


	Mount Andrew

Crescent
	146m
	From its junction with Mount Andrew Court, southwestward for 82m, southeastward for 21m, northeastward for 24m, then northwestward for 19m.

	Mount Andrew Rise
	289m
	From its junction with Mount Andrew Avenue, northeastward for 118m to the end of its turning bay.

Also including that part from its junction opposite house no. 17, southeastward for 48m, eastward for 32m, northeastward for 26m then southward for 22m to the end of its turning bay.

Also including that part from its junction adjacent to house no. 45, northward for 19m, northwestward for 13m, then southwestward for 11m to the end of its turning bay.

	Pedestrian Way ‘A’
	20m
	From its junction with Mount Andrew Place, southwestward for 20m to its junction with Ballyowen Park footpath.

	Ballyowen Park Footpath
	88m
	From its junction with Pedestrian Way ‘A’ northwestward for 88m.

	Footpath 1
	19m
	From its junction with Mount Andrew Avenue, opposite house no 30, northwestward for 19m to its junction with Mount Andrew Place.

	Footpath 2
	10m
	From its junction with the turning bay of Mount Andrew Rise, northeastward for 10m.  

	Footpath 3
	7m
	From its junction with the turning bay of Mount Andrew Rise at house no. 25, southwestward for 7m.

	Footpath 4
	5m
	From its junction with the turning bay of Mount Andrew Dale, westward for 5m to its junction with Mount Andrew Grove.


It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor E. Maloney and  RESOLVED:

“That the roads referred to in the attached schedule be and are hereby declared to be public roads.”

(C/0124/08) 
DISPOSAL OF FEE SIMPLE INTEREST
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:
“Re:    Tenant Purchase Scheme – Proposed Sale of Fee Simple Interests
It is proposed in accordance with the provisions of the Landlord and Tenant (Ground Rents) (No 2) Act, 1978 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act 2001 to dispose of the fee simple interests in the sites listed hereunder. The following have applied in accordance with the provisions of the Landlord and Tenant (Ground Rents) (No 2) Act, 1978 to acquire the fee simple interest in the properties

ADDRESS                       LESSEE(S)                                  PURCHASE PRICE
68 Castle Park                  Gerald Kavanagh                         €89.29 

44 Pairc Mhuire                Robert Lally                               €14.09 

105 Limekiln Green           Patrickk & Bernadette Deering      €89.29 

110 Sarsfield Park             Reps of Mary Egan (Deceased)     €41.39

20 Arthur Griffith Park       Michael & Marie Gannon              €116.59

20 Castle Lawns                Margaret Miley                           €116.59

128 Limekiln Green           Thomas & Colette McCarthy         €116.59

 J. Horan
County Manager”
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor R. Dowds and AGREED:

“That South Dublin County Council in accordance with the provisions of the Landlord and Tenant (Ground Rents) (No 2) Act, 1978 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act 2001 disposes of the fee simple interests in the sites listed hereunder. The following have applied in accordance with the provisions of the Landlord and Tenant (Ground Rents) (No 2) Act, 1978 to acquire the fee simple interest in the properties:
ADDRESS                       LESSEE(S)                                  PURCHASE PRICE
68 Castle Park                  Gerald Kavanagh                        

 €89.29 

44 Pairc Mhuire                Robert Lally                               

€14.09 

105 Limekiln Green           Patrickk & Bernadette Deering    
  €89.29 

110 Sarsfield Park             Reps of Mary Egan (Deceased)     
€41.39

20 Arthur Griffith Park       Michael & Marie Gannon              
€116.59

20 Castle Lawns                Margaret Miley                           

€116.59

128 Limekiln Green           Thomas & Colette McCarthy        
 €116.59”
 

(C/0125/08) 
REPORT ON PART 8 OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS 2001 FIRHOUSE/BALLYCULLEN QBC
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC

(Woodstown to N81)

The route of the Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC (Woodstown to N81) traverses both the Terenure/Rathfarnham and Tallaght South Electoral Areas.  The following report report was considered at the Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Committee Meeting (1) on Tuesday, 5th February, 2008 and at the Tallaght Area Committee Meeting (2) on Monday, 25th February, 2008.

Following consideration of the report it was recommended by both Committees that the Scheme be implemented in accordance with the report.

MEETING OF TERENURE-RATHFARNHAM AREA COMMITTEE 1

Tuesday, February 05, 2008

HEADED ITEM NO. 3

Planning and Development Act 2000

Part 8 Planning and Development Regulations 2001-2007

Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC

(Woodstown to N81)

Part VIII of the Local Government Planning and Development Regulations 2001-2007 outlines the requirements in respect of certain classes of Local Authority Developments.  These regulations apply to the proposed Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC (Woodstown to N81).

Introduction

The Quality Bus Network Project Office, in partnership with South Dublin County Council, has prepared preliminary designs to introduce bus lanes on Ballycullen Road, Firhouse Road and Old Bridge Road. The scheme will provide maximum bus priority along the route and will involve widening of sections of Firhouse Road and Ballycullen Road. It will also provide better cycle facilities, improved safety measures and the upgrading of pedestrian crossing facilities. 

Objectives of the Scheme

The principal objectives of the scheme are:

· Reduce bus journey times and provide a reliable service.

· Create better conditions for cyclists.

· Improve pedestrian facilities including mobility-impaired facilities.

· Improve safety for all road users.

Brief Description of Proposals
The main proposals of the scheme are:

· Provide priority for buses along the route of the scheme. This will involve widening of sections of Firhouse Road and Ballycullen Road.

· Provide saving of up to 18 minutes for bus users in the morning and evening peaks.

· A number of young trees will need to be removed and will be replaced with semi-mature trees. No mature trees will be affected.

· Replace the existing roundabout at Ballycullen and Killininny Road junction with a four arm signalised junction. Auxilliary lanes and slip lanes will also be provided at this junction where the demand for turning traffic is high.

· Provide anti-skid surfacing at all signalised junctions.

· Improve all cycle and pedestrian facilities along the route of the scheme. 

· It is proposed that the bus lanes will be operational 24 hours Monday to Sunday.

· Upgrade all bus stops through the provision of new bus shelters, kassel kerbs etc.

· Inbound buses will have a dedicated bus lane of approximately 2.45 km in length while outbound buses will have approximately 1.36 km of bus lane.

Timescale
It is envisaged that, following consultation, the implementation of the scheme will commence in late 2008.

Overall Impact of Proposal
· The proposal will provide improved facilities for buses with an increase in bus speeds from 6.3 to 17.7 km/h. 

· The proposal will provide improved facilities for cyclists and pedestrians.

· There will be significant time savings for a large number of bus passengers.

· There will be no significant impact on journey times for general traffic.
Public Consultation Process

The proposal was advertised in the Irish Independent and The Echo in accordance with Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001-2007 and was on public display at:

· South Dublin County Council Offices, County Hall, Tallaght, Dublin 24.

· Ballyroan Library, Orchardstown Avenue, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16.

From Tuesday 30th October 2007 to Friday 14th December 2007

Any person wishing to make a submission or observations with respect to the proposed development, dealing with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area in which the development would be situated was invited to do so. The latest date for the receipt of submissions was Friday 4th January 2008.

In addition approximately 100 information leaflets were circulated to residents bordering the proposed QBC route.

Written Submissions

15 submissions were received as follows:

1. Ms. Louise Purcell, Firhouse and Bohernabreena Residents Group.

2. Ms. Donna Modica, Beechwood, Oldbridge Road, Templeogue, Dublin 16. 

3. Mr. Dermot Long, 48, Woodbrook Park, Templeogue, Dublin 16.

4. Superintendent Eamon Dolan, An Garda Síochána, “P” District, D.M.R. (South), Terenure Garda Station, Dublin 6W.

5. No name and address not supplied.

6. Mr. Seosamh O’Teimhneain, 1c Coolamber Park, Knocklyon, Dublin 16.

7. Mr. Patrick Mullally, 42, Ballyroan Road, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16.

8. Mr Michael Lally, Woodstown Village Residents Association, 6, Woodstown Close, Knocklyon, Dublin 16.

9. Superintendent Eamon Dolan, Superintendent’s Office, An Garda Síochána, Tallaght, Dublin 24.

10. Mr. Padraig O’Huiginn, 20, Oldbridge Road, Templeogue, Dublin 16.

11. Mr. Anthony Greene, 49, Knocklyon Road, Knocklyon, Dublin 16.

12. Joe and Mary Conway, 44 Knocklyon Avenue, Knocklyon Woods, Dublin 16.

13. Mr. Gerry Gaffey, The Beeches, Firhouse Road, Knocklyon, Dublin 16.

14. Mr. Mick O’Farrell, 664, Ballycullen Road, Knocklyon, Dublin 16.

15. Councillor John Hannon on behalf of Michael Lally, Woodstown Village Residents Association, 6 Woodstown Close, Knocklyon, Dublin 16.

Report on Submissions

1. Ms. Louise Purcell

a. Concerned that the replacement of the roundabout at the Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way junction will lead to traffic disruption

Response

a. The replacement of the roundabout at the Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way junction is a key aspect in the efficiency of the scheme. The current junction layout affords no priority to buses and no possibility to provide priority to buses. Buses are severely impeded from crossing the junction in the inbound direction. The introduction of a signalised junction in conjunction with bus lanes on Ballycullen Road would effectively eliminate the large delays currently experienced by buses. In addition, the junction does not allow for an equitable division of traffic movements. It “locks up” in peak periods, thus preventing traffic from crossing the junction. A signalised junction would eliminate this by providing an equitable division of traffic movements and thus improve flow through the junction for all traffic. It should be noted that it is intended that the operation of the signals at the above junction would be optimised as part of the detailed design and would be monitored by the South Dublin County Council Traffic Management Centre on a continuous basis.

In addition to the above a signalised junction considerably improves safety for vulnerable road users such as cyclists and pedestrians. The potential for conflicts between cyclists and vehicular traffic will be significantly reduced as cyclists will be able to travel through the junction on more direct and clearly defined paths. Safety will therefore be considerably improved as it will no longer be necessary for cyclists to carry out lane crossing manoeuvres within the junction. As part of the provision of the signalised junction pedestrian facilities would be considerably improved with the inclusion of fully signalised pedestrian crossings on all arms of the junction incorporating measures to allow their use by the mobility impaired.

2. Ms. Donna Modica

a. Concerned that the introduction of a bus lane on Old Bridge Road will cause congestion.

Response

a. Oldbridge Road is currently used by a large number of bus services, particularly in the morning peak with an average of 17 buses per hour, including 15 scheduled services. They are currently being significantly impeded by the level of queuing on Oldbridge Road. In order that a high level of priority be given to buses, to ensure reduced, reliable and consistent bus journey times, it is important that a bus lane be introduced. It is proposed that this bus lane would be introduced by converting part of the left turning lane. This lane is currently under-utilised, as the left turning flow is relatively low when compared to the straight-ahead movement and would be better used if dedicated to cyclists and buses. In addition cars can divert, if necessary, to Spawell Link Road, which has sufficient capacity.

In addition, the introduction of the bus lane provides much improved facilities for cyclists, taxis and emergency vehicles. The safety of cyclists is further increased with the introduction of a 24hr bus lane as they then remain segregated from general traffic other than buses at all times.

It is expected that with the introduction of the QBC and the associated journey time benefits there would be a transfer of car users to the bus. This would assist in alleviating congestion on the route. 

It should be noted that as part of the scheme all signalised junctions will be assessed and upgraded as necessary to ensure that they operate at maximum efficiency.

It should also be noted that the Quality Bus Corridor will be monitored following its implementation and amended if necessary.

3. Mr. Dermot Long

a. Welcomes the proposed Quality Bus Corridor. In addition some comments were included regarding the bus services in the area. These will be passed on to Dublin Bus.

4. Superintendent Eamon Dolan, Terenure Garda Station

a. Has no objections

5. Name and address not supplied

a. Feels that inbound delays stem from problems in Terenure and that the scheme is a waste of money until this is addressed.

b. Pedestrian crossing at Ballyboden St. Enda’s was not shown.

Response

a. The delays resulting from problems are outside the scope of this project. However, this area is to be addressed as part of the upgrade of the Rathfarnham QBC.

b. The pedestrian crossing at Ballyboden St. Endas is to be retained as part of the scheme. It is however proposed to relocate the crossing approximately 40m to the west in order to maximise its usage in accessing the sports fields to the north of Firhouse Road. This relocation is recommended as a result of an independent safety audit.

6. Mr. Seosamh O’Teimhneain

a. Concerned that the introduction of a bus lane on Old Bridge Road will cause congestion.

b. Consideration should be given to widening the bridge on Old Bridge Road

c. Consideration should be given to routing the scheme over Spawell Link Road rather than Oldbridge Road

d. Scheme should be tied in with the a scheme for the route 15 bus using the new Knocklyon Road Extension or the existing Knocklyon Road.

Response

a. The issue of congestion has been dealt with in the response at 2. above. It should also be noted that the bus only right turn signal is currently in operation.

b. It is unnecessary at present to widen the bridge on Oldbridge Road as there is sufficient capacity for traffic wishing to access the N81 using the proposed layout on Oldbridge Road and the Spawell Link Road.

c. The routing was chosen to maximise the usage of the bus priority measures. There are, at present, no high frequency bus routes using Spawell Link Road. Routing the Quality Bus Corridor on Oldbridge Road also provides greater access to a high level of bus service for the residents on Firhouse Road and the surrounding area.

d. Following the implementation of the Knocklyon Road Extension, the surrounding network will be reassessed in order to determine if further gains can be made by extending the scheme in this area.

7. Mr. Patrick Mullaly

a. Concerned that the introduction of a bus lane on Old Bridge Road will cause congestion particularly with the introduction of a bus only right turn movement.

b. Feels that inbound cyclists are not accommodated on Old Bridge Road.

Response

a. The issue of congestion on Oldbridge Road has been dealt with in the response at 2. above. It should also be noted that the bus only right turn signal is currently operating successfully.

b. Cyclists are entitled to use bus lanes. This together with 24hr operation would provide maximum protection for cyclists on Oldbridge Road as providing a dedicated cycle track is not possible due to the restricted width and the need to provide adequate sight lines for cars exiting private entrances.

8. Mr. Michael Lally, on behalf of the Woodstown Village Residents Association (WVRA) and Councillor John Hannon on behalf of Mr. Michael Lally, on behalf of the Woodstown Village Residents Association.

a. The WVRA feel that the replacement of the roundabout at the Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way junction will disadvantage traffic wishing to access St.Colmcilles Way from Ballycullen Road at peak times.

b. The WVRA feel that the tree planting and landscaping proposals are inadequate and that the intensity and size of the specification of the tree planting be dramatically increased along the entire route, specifically at the Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way junction, along St.Colmcille’s Way and along the boundary of Firhouse Park and Ballycullen Road

c. The WVRA feel that the bus stop locations between between the Woodstown Roundabout and the Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way junction should be repositioned. This is particularly the case with the position of the existing bus stop (on the outbound side of this section), which is seen by local residents to pose a health and safety risk to pedestrians due to its close proximity to the Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way junction, and to have a negative impact on traffic. There is also a privacy issue for those in apartments living in Knocklyon Gate.

d. The WVRA feel that the entrance to Woodstown should be widened to provide a single lane entry and a double lane exit.

e. The WVRA feel that double litter bins should be provided at all bus stops.

Response 

a. See Reponse to 1a above. In addition it is proposed that slip lanes be introduced on three of the four arms (including the movement from Ballycullen Road to St. Colmcille’s Way) to allow left turning traffic to move as efficiently as possible.

b. The QBC measures have been designed so as to minimise the impacts on trees and general planting along the route. In addition a Landscape Architect has been engaged to prepare a comprehensive report in order to assess the existing planting on the route and provide recommendations with regard to additional planting. However, a number of semi-mature trees will be affected by the proposals. The majority of trees affected will be replaced with semi-mature trees as close as possible to their original position. Where this is not feasible it is proposed to plant additional semi-mature trees at other suitable locations to ensure that there is a general upgrading of planting along the route. It should be noted that it is proposed to plant additional trees within Firhouse Park at its boundary with Ballycullen Road. It is also proposed to introduce feature planting in the areas bordering the proposed signalised junction at Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way.

c. The bus stop on the inbound carriageway between Woodstown Roundabout and the Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way junction is within the bus lane. It is to be constructed to a high standard and finish and would have a large hard standing area for pedestrians. It is also remote from Knocklyon Gate. 

It is proposed in the public consultation drawings that the bus stop on the outbound carriageway between Woodstown Roundabout and the Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way junction be relocated approximately 25m southwards. It would therefore be sufficiently far from the Ballycullen Road/Killininny Road/St.Colmcille’s Way junction not to constitute a safety hazard whilst being positioned to best serve the Woodstown shopping centre. It should be noted that an independent Road Safety Audit has been carried out on the scheme. This audit has not identified the location of the bus stop as a safety risk. The bus stop and waiting area will also be constructed to a high standard, to provide the safest possible environment for pedestrians.

d. Providing a second lane at the exit to Woodstown is outside the scope of this project. However, this query will be passed on to South Dublin County Council Traffic Management Section for their direct reply.

e. Litter bins will be provided at all bus stops.

9. Superintendent Eamon Dolan, Superintendent’s Office, Tallaght

a. Feels that pedestrian barriers should be placed on the footpath on the bridge over the M50 and on Oldbridge Road.

Response

a. Placing barriers on the footpath on the bridge over the M50 is not possible as barriers must be placed a minimum of 450mm from the edge of the kerb. This would restrict the maximum width of the footpath to approximately 1300mm which is considerably below the accepted standard of 1800mm. Oldbridge Road is also not suitable for pedestrian railings due to the number of entrances into private residences. It should be noted that this is an existing situation that will not be modified as part of the QBC and that this has not been identified as a safety risk as part of an independent Road Safety Audit that was carried out on the scheme.

10. Mr. Padraig O’Huiginn

a. Feels that inbound cyclists are not accommodated on Old Bridge Road

Response

b. See response to 7b above.
11. Mr. Anthony Greene

a. Mr. Greene is generally positive about the scheme. However, he feels that gaining access to his property is dangerous due to position of the pedestrian crossing on Knocklyon Road at the junction of Firhouse Road and Knocklyon Road. The crossing is currently positioned such that the dishing for pedestrians on the eastern side of the pedestrian crossing is coincident with the dishing for Mr. Greene’s driveway. This problem is exacerbated by traffic turning left, at speed, from Firhouse Road onto Knlocklyon Road.

Response

a. The junction of Firhouse Road and Knocklyon Road will be considerably revised as part of the proposed scheme. It is proposed to remove the traffic island at this location. This will allow the re-positioning of the pedestrian crossing in order that it is no longer coincident with Mr. Greene’s driveway.

12. Joe and Mary Conway

a. Feels that the removal of maturing trees will have a detrimental effect to the overall aesthetics of the roadway.

b. Feels that other measures could have been put in place to alleviate traffic congestion in the area, such as a left filter lane to Ballycullen Road at the Ballycullen Road/Firhouse Road junction and providing increased priority to traffic from Firhouse Road at the Spawell roundabout.

c. Feels that the Bus service in the area is not reliable. 
Response

a. See response to 8b above.

b. The intention of the Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC is to provide a viable alternative to the car for those wishing to commute to Dublin City Centre. It is expected that with the introduction of the QBC and the associated journey time benefits there would be a transfer of car users to the bus. This would assist in alleviating congestion on the route. It is therefore not proposed to introduce a left turn filter lane at the junction of Ballycullen Road/Firhouse Road particularly in view of the limited road space available. 

The traffic movements at Spawell roundabout are outside the scope of this scheme. However, this query will be passed on to South Dublin County Council Traffic Management Section for their direct reply.

c. One of the key benefits to the introduction of bus priority measures is the provision of a reliable and consistent service. The continuity of bus lanes proposed in the Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC would serve to provide this. In addition with the introduction of the No. 74 bus service from Stocking Avenue there is now a high quality and high frequency bus service serving the majority of the proposed QBC. 

13. Mr. Gerry Gaffey

a. Feels that the inbound bus lane on Firhouse Road commencing on the eastern side of the M50 bridge should be started approximately 150m to the east.

b. Feels that existing two-way cycle track is safer than the proposed cycle facilities.

c. Feels that widening the road on the M50 over bridge will lead to speeding and therefore a decrease in safety.

d. Concerned that construction of the QBC would cause serious damage to their property. 

Response

a. The intention of the Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC is to provide a viable alternative to the car for those wishing to commute to Dublin City Centre. In order to ensure that the bus is as an attractive option as possible to those wishing to commute to the city centre, it is important that the priority given to the bus is maximised. One of the key benefits to the introduction of bus priority measures, in addition to reduced journey times, is the provision of a reliable and consistent service. It is therefore necessary that the facilities for buses seek to maintain the service levels in all traffic conditions. It is also necessary that the bus priority measures implemented would take account of the future growth in traffic levels in the area and would therefore minimise the effect. It is therefore not intended to modify the bus lane at this location.

b. The existing cycle facilities are currently below acceptable standards in terms of width for a two-way cycle track. Two-way cycle tracks carry inherent risk in any case in that conflicts can occur between cyclists, pedestrian facilities are reduced as a consequence of the width required and that it is necessary to cross major roads at crossing points rather than with the main flow of traffic. This discourages their use. The proposed facilities seek to address this by providing continuous facilities of a high standard, in order to encourage their use by cyclists who would therefore benefit from the protection they offer.

c. The design of the Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC (Woodstown to N81) will be designed to all relevant safety standards. This will include a three stage independent Road Safety Audit process. It should be noted that the first part of this audit process has been carried out on the current design and has not identified the proposed measures on the bridge over the M50 as a safety risk.

d. The construction of the QBC would be carried out by a competent contractor with close supervision by South Dublin County Council and their representatives. There would also be significant liaison with residents bordering the works throughout the construction process.

14.  Mr. Mick O’Farrell

a. Feels that widening could have taken place on the east side of Ballycullen only in order to avoid disruption to local residents.

b. Concerned that driveways will become very steep if shortened.

c. Feels that a 24hr, 7-day bus lane is excessive in this area as it is necessary for visitors to park on the road and this would prohibit that on the residential side of the road.

Response

a. In order to accommodate the bus lane and cycle facilities on this section of Ballycullen Road, it is necessary to widen both sides of the carriageway. Significant widening is already proposed to take place on the eastern side. It is therefore not possible to restrict the widening to the eastern side only.

b. The detailed design would be carried out to the relevant standards. This would include consideration of the incline of all driveways to ensure that residents can access their driveways safely.

c. The proposals for the bus lane between Stocking Avenue and Woodstown Roundabout will be modified to show operating hours between 07.00hrs and 19.00hrs Monday to Saturday. This would allow parking during off-peak times.

Amendments 

The proposals for the bus lane between Stocking Avenue and Woodstown Roundabout will be modified to show operating hours between 07.00hrs and 19.00hrs Monday to Saturday. This would allow parking during off-peak times.

Summary

The proposed Firhouse/Ballycullen QBC (Woodstown to N81) is in accordance with the 2004 County Development Plan and with the proper planning and development of the area. It is therefore proposed to proceed with the Quality Bus Corridor, with the amendment detailed above. The scheme will be designed by the Quality Bus Network Project Office and 100% funded by a Traffic Management Grant from the Dublin Transportation Office.”
The report was NOTED and it was AGREED that the proposed development be carried out as recommended in the Manager’s Report.

(C/0126/08) 
APPLICATION FOR A COUNTYWIDE GRANT 

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

“APPLICATION FOR A COUNTYWIDE GRANT 

An application for a grant under the South Dublin County 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 1699
	Silhouette International, BRC Shooting Club
	Countywide Community Activity Event with a Countywide Interest 
	14/02/08
	€5,000


It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating,   seconded by Councillor T. Ridge and AGREED:

“That South Dublin County Council APPROVE the grant as recommended in the foregoing report.”
(C/0127/08)
AUTHORISATION OF OVERDRAFT ACCOMMODATION 2008
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“AUTHORISATION OF OVERDRAFT ACCOMMODATION 2008
It has not been necessary to seek overdraft accommodation in the past, but in the current situation arising from the rates revaluation whereby the rates bills were issued a month later than usual and appeals amounting to 28.3% of the total valuation or €33,231,094 of 2008 warrant of €117,437,939 are currently with the Valuation Office for decision, it is considered prudent to seek approval to the securing of overdraft accommodation for the period 01/01/2008 to 31/12/2008. 

Accordingly, it is recommended that the Council approve, subject to the sanction of the Minister for the Environment, Heritage and Local Government, the securing of overdraft accommodation on the Council’s revenue account to a limit of €20m for the period 01/01/2008 to 31/12/2008.”
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating seconded by Councillor T. McDermott and AGREED:

“That the Council approve, subject to the sanction of the Minister for the Environment, Heritage and Local Government, the securing of overdraft accommodation on the Council’s revenue account to a limit of €20m for the period 01/01/2008 to 31/12/2008.”

(C/0128/08) 
REPORT ON VEHICLES FOR SALE ON PUBLIC ROADS

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

“REPORT ON VEHICLES FOR SALE ON PUBLIC ROADS
In recent times there has been a significant increase in the illegal and highly dangerous practice of the parking of motor vehicles for sale on public roads including footpaths and grass margins.  This illegal practice is taking place at an increasing  number of locations throughout the county and is contrary to the provisions of Section 71 of the Roads Act, 1993. The matter was considered by the Transportation Strategic Policy Committee at its meeting held on 8th November 2007 and the following draft policy initiative was considered.

"The Council is concerned that the practice of parking of motor vehicles for sale on public roads including footpaths and grass margins is creating a serious hazard for all road users (both pedestrians and motorists) and the following measures are put forward to address this issue:-
1. Any vehicle found offered for sale on the public roadside will be fixed with a sticker instructing its removal within 24 hours.  If the vehicle is not removed, or if the same vehicle is found offered for sale on the public roadside at any time in the future, it will be removed by the County Council in accordance with the provisions of the Roads Act and stored for a maximum of six (6) weeks, before being disposed of.
2. The Council will engage a competent contractor(s) for the removal and storage of such unauthorised vehicles.
3.  Persons seeking to reclaim the vehicle must pay the costs of removal and storage of the vehicle in full to the Council before the impounded vehicle can be released."
The Council at its meeting on 10th December 2007 approved the recommendation of the Transportation SPC and adopted the policy initiative. It was indicated that implementation of this policy would commence after the necessary arrangements for the introduction of the new procedures had been made and after the placing of a Public Notice in National and Local Press. It was anticipated that the policy would be introduced initially on a pilot basis in identified areas across the County in co-operation with An Garda Siochana and would begin during the first quarter of 2008.

Since the adoption of the policy considerable progress has been made. A competent contractor for the removal and storage of any vehicles has been procured for the pilot phases and the protocols for the introduction of the initiative have been finalised. Arrangements have been made to publish the Public Notice in the National Press on Friday next 7th March 2008 and in Local Press on their publication date next week. Arrangements for co-ordination with the Gardai have also been finalised. It is anticipated notwithstanding the approach of the St Patricks and Easter Holiday periods that the roll-out of the policy initiative will be underway before the end of the month.”
The report was NOTED.

(C/0129/08) 
Letter, dated 7th February 2008 from South Tipperary County Council regarding motion passed calling for an increase in funding for the Irish Guide Dogs for the Blind Appeal.

The above letter was NOTED.

(C/0130/08)
Letter, dated 18th February 2008 from Shannon Town Council regarding motion passed in relation to accommodation for cystic fibrosis patients.

The above letter was NOTED.

(C/0131/08)
Letter, dated 28th February 2008 from the Department of Health and Children in reply to South Dublin County Council's letter regarding provision of services for cystic fibrosis patients.

The above letter was NOTED.

(C/0132/08)
VARIATION TO THE PROPOSED CLONBURRIS LOCAL AREA PLAN
The following Manager’s Report on Submissions together with Manager’s Supplementary Report which had been circulated, were presented by Mr. T. Doherty, Deputy County Manager, and were CONSIDERED:
“CLONBURRIS MANAGERS REPORT VARIATION 

Variations to Proposed Clonburris Local Area Plan (LAP)

December 2007

Manager’s Report on Submissions February 2008

South Dublin County Council
Variations to Proposed Clonburris Local Area Plan (LAP)
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Manager’s Report on Submissions February 2008

South Dublin County Council 
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1.0 Introduction

The proposed Clonburris Local Area Plan (LAP) area, which forms part of the joint Clonburris SDZ Planning Scheme and Local Area Plan, is located in the northern part of South Dublin County.  The LAP area occupies approximately 85 hectares of the lands located at Clonburris.

The lands at Clonburris are zoned for residential and open space purposes in the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010.  Local Objective 26 of the County Development Plan requires a Local Area Plan to be prepared for the lands at Clonburris.

The statutory public consultation period for the proposed Clonburris SDZ Planning Scheme and LAP was from 20th August 2007 – 15th October 2007.  In total, 907 valid submissions and observations were received during the consultation period.  A Manager’s Report, which contained an assessment and Manager’s Response to the key issues raised in the submissions and observations, was submitted to the County Council in November 2007.  

Following consideration of the Clonburris Proposed Local Area Plan at the Council meeting held on the 18th December 2007, the Elected Members made amendments to the Proposed Local Area Plan, three of which were considered to be material. The amendments were as follows;

	Proposed Material Variation No.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 from 3125 to 1600 units 

Scenario B – reduce the number of residential units from 3460 to 2800 units

Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units from 4495 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.”



	Proposed Material Variation No.2


	“To delete the requirement to provide Post-primary School No.1/LAP from Phase 4 (or Phase 3 as recommended in the Manager’s Report) and insert in Phase 1.”




In accordance with Section 20(3)(d)(e) of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended, the proposed Variations, if made, would be material alterations to the Proposed Local Area Plan.

2.0
Report Structure

This Report forms part of the statutory procedure for the Local Area Plan as set out under Section 20 of the Planning & Development Act, 2000 as amended.  The purpose of the County Manager’s Report is:

· To report on the written submissions received following the public display of the variations to the Proposed Clonburris Local Area Plan;

· To set out the County Manager’s response to the issues raised in the submissions;

· To make recommendations on changes to the Proposed Clonburris Local Area Plan, as appropriate.

This report addresses submissions and observations made in respect of variations to the plan made by the Council on the 18th December 2007.  Section 3 sets out the legislative background and requirements, Section 4 lays out a summary of the public consultation process which was undertaken.  Section 5 of the report provides an overview of the submissions made and a summary of the key issues raised in each submission.  Each valid submission or observation has been allocated a unique reference number.  Section 6 of the report sets out the Manager’s response and recommendations in respect of the key issues raised.

3.0
Legislative Background and Requirements

Section 20(f) (i) of the Planning & Development Act 2000 as amended requires that not later than 8 weeks after the begining of the public display of the Variation of the Clonburris Proposed Local Area Plan, a Manager’s report must be produced in respect of any submission/observations received in relation to the Variations and that the Report must be submitted to the Elected Members of the County Council.

Section 20 (f) (ii) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 as amended states that the Manager’s Report must: 

· List the persons who made submissions or observations;

· Summarise the issues raised by the persons in the submissions or observations;

· Contain the opinion of the Manager in relation to the issues raised, and his/her recommendations in relation to the proposed variation or modification to the proposal, including any amendment to that proposed variation or modification he/she considers appropriate, taking account of the proper planning and sustainable development of the area, the statutory obligations of any local authority in the area and any relevant policies or objectives for the time being of the Government or of any Minister of the Government.

· Section 20 (g)(i) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 as amended requires the Members of the Planning Authority to consider the Manager’s Report and the proposed variations or modifications of the Clonburris Proposed Local Area Plan.  The Proposed Plan will be deemed to be made or amended, as appropriate, with the variations or modifications proposed by the Members or the variation or modification as recommended in the Manager’s Report, 6 weeks after the furnishing of the report, unless, the Members, by resolution, having decided not to accept the Manager’s recommendation, amend the original variation or modification proposed by them as they consider appropriate.

4.0 Public Consultation Process

Key Stages in preparation of the Clonburris Proposed Local Area Plan

The Planning Department carried out a detailed public consultation process.  The tables below set out the key public consultation stages leading up to the preparation of the Clonburris Proposed Local Area Plan and the Manager’s Report on the submissions/observations received: the Pre-Plan consultation process, the Proposed Local Area Plan consultation and the consultation on the variations to the Clonburris Local Area Plan. 

Table 4.1 Pre-Plan Consultation Process

	Consultation Process
	Details

	433 invitations sent out in relation

to stakeholder workshop meetings


	· Sent to:

· Community Groups

·  Councillors

·  Business Associations

	Business and Commercial Stakeholder workshop meeting for Clonburris


	Best Western Hotel, Clondalkin on

16/06/06

	Community and Residents

Stakeholder workshop meetings

· Clonburris plan


	Best Western Hotel, Clondalkin 16/06/06



	12,000 flyers circulated notifying

residents & businesses about the

consultation exercise & providing

information on public exhibitions


	Circulated during June 2006

	Notices published in relation to

consultation exercise & exhibitions for the proposed Plans and SEA


	· Irish Times 27/06/06

· SDCC web site 27/06/06

· Clondalkin Echo 29/06/06

· Lucan Gazette 29/06/06



	Public Exhibitions available

between 27/06/06 – 17/07/06
	· Liffey Valley Shopping Centre

· Mill Centre, Clondalkin

· Clondalkin Civic Offices

· County Hall, Tallaght



	Material on SDCC Web site


	Details of public consultation, copies of exhibition material & web questionnaire

	Meetings with stakeholders /

interested parties between April –

July 2006


	· landowners 

· Dublin Transportation Office

· National Roads Authority

· Rail Procurement Agency

· Waterways Ireland

· CIE/Iarnrod Eireann


Table 4.2 Proposed Local Area Plan Consultation Process
	Consultation Process
	Details

	Statutory press notices advertising consultation period, location & times of exhibitions & how to make written submissions.

New press notice in relation to revised

consultation period for proposed Clonburris plan.


	· Irish Times 13/08/07

· The Echo 15/08/07

· Liffey Champion 18/08/07

· Lucan Gazette 19/08/07

· Irish Times 03/09/07

· The Echo 05/09/07

· Liffey Champion 08/09/07

· Lucan Gazette 09/09/07



	Distribution of newsletter
	Distribution of 18,000 newsletters to local

homes and businesses in the vicinity of the

Plan area detailing the consultation process

and location and times of exhibitions.



	Press packs


	Sent to national & local newspapers

	Information letters advising

on consultation process &

inviting submissions
	Sent to elected members, statutory

consultees, stakeholders, interested parties

and local community groups with copies of

the proposed Plans and Environmental

Reports included.



	Copies of proposed Plans & Environmental Reports made available for inspection by the public


	· County Hall, Tallaght

· Civic Offices, Clondalkin

· Lucan library



	Web sites


	Copies of the consultation information,

proposed plans, Environmental Reports &

Clonburris information DVD were made

available on the SDCC website and on a

specific website set up for the Clonburris

Plan - www.clonburris.ie


	Exhibitions of material relevant to the proposed Plan and information DVD

in relation to Clonburris plan

(these were advertised in the newspaper notices, newsletters and websites)


	Exhibitions were available at the following

venues between 20 August – 15 October 2007

· County Hall, Tallaght

· Civic Offices, Lucan

· Lucan library

Exhibitions were available at the following

venues between 23 August – 15 September 2007:

· Mill Shopping Centre, Clondalkin

· Liffey Valley Shopping Centre

Council staff were available at the exhibitions

in Mill Centre & Liffey Valley Centre to help

the public with any enquiries on the

proposed Plans at the following times:

· Mill Shopping Centre:

– 12.00 – 20.00 Thursday 23/08/07

– 10.00 – 13.00 Saturday 25/08/07

– 12.00 - 20.00 Thursday 06/09/07

– 10.00 – 13.00 Saturday 08/09/07

· Liffey Valley Shopping Centre

– 12.00 – 20.00 Thursday 30/08/07

– 10.00 – 13.00 Saturday 01/09/07

– 12.00 - 20.00 Thursday 13/09/07

– 10.00 – 13.00 Saturday 15/09/07



	Information packs sent to local schools


	Information packs on the proposed

Clonburris plan were sent to local primary

and secondary schools in the area in early

September 2007.

	Presentations to community groups


	In response to requests, SDCC staff met

with a number of local community/stakeholder groups to discuss the proposed Plan.


Table 4.3 
Proposed Variations Consultation Process

	Consultation Process
	Details

	Statutory press notices advertising location and times of exhibitions and how to make written submissions.
	· Irish Times 8th January 2008

	Exhibition of the proposed Variations
	Displayed from 8th January 2008 to 5th February 2008 at:

· County Hall, Tallaght

· Civic Offices, Clondalkin

· Lucan Library



	Web Site
	A copy of the proposed Variations/Modifications were made available 


5.0 Submissions and Responses

A total number of 214 valid submissions or observations were received during the public consultation period on the proposed variations to the Clonburris LAP.  Five submissions were received following the expiry of the consultation period and were therefore deemed invalid. 

The 214 valid submissions were received from a number of individuals and groups including local residents, landowners, statutory organisations, elected members and community interest groups including:

· 3
from elected representatives

· 5
from community or interest groups

· 201
from local residents

· 1
from landowners/developers/commercial interests

· 4
from statutory organisations

A significant number of repeat letters with different signatures were received as submissions.  Two letters in total were repeated.  The issues raised in these letters were summarised once and all additional letters received are referred back to the original.  These letters can be found under the names Ursula Leahy (Submission reference VARC/005) and Emmanuel Emakhu (Submission reference VARC/198)

A list of persons who made submissions or observations can be found in Appendix 1.  This list is set out in alphabetical order and contains the individual submission reference number allocated to each submission or observation.

Table 5.1 Summaries of the issues raised in the submissions received in response to the proposed Variations:

	Submission No.
	Name 
	Submission Summary

	VARC/001


	Sean Giblin 

Deliver It Right


	Supports the Clonburris LAP as passed including proposed Variations No. 1, 2 and 3.



	VARC/002


	Emer Nowlan

Educate Together
	Welcomes proposed variations 2 and 3 which require, respectively, the provision of a post-primary school in phase one and the inclusion of a post-primary school in Kishoge Cross.

With reference to the Manager's report, Educate Together would like to register its concern at some of the references to the phasing of the school provision, in particular on P19 of the report the Manager recommends that motion no. 13126 "Amend Section H.7 by transferring Post-primary School No.1/LAP from Phase 4 to Phase 1" not be adopted. They stated that there is a historical shortage of school places at post-primary level in the South Lucan area.  

States concerns that families in South Lucan are forced to travel long distances to attend second-level schools, which is not conducive to good community development and increases pressure on transport infrastructure. Also States that the demand for second-level school places will increase in the future and this is recognised by the Department of Education and Science. 

It is considered that there is an urgent need to provide for both a primary school and a post-primary school within the Clonburris LAP area. 

Requests it be noted that, Educate Together is interested in exploring, in collaboration with local parents and with the Council, options in relation to patronage of this post-primary school. 



	VARC/003


	Frances Heaslip 
Coordination Unit 
Department of Communications, Energy & Natural Resources
	The Engineering Division has no objection to the proposed variation. 

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



	VARC/004


	Judith Neuman

Sub Committee on 

Secondary School

Parent Teacher Association

Griffeen Valley Educate Together NS


	Commend variations 2 and 3 which require the provision of a post-primary school in phase 1 and the inclusion of a post-primary school in Kishoge Cross.

Strongly disagrees with the Manager’s reasons and asks that  the motion be adopted as it stands. 



	VARC/005 to VARC/105 & VARC/108 to VARC/197 & VARC/203 to VARC/205


	Repeat Letters – Found under

Ursula Leahy
	Refers to proposed Variation No. 2 and 3 to the Clonburris LAP.

It is essential that these variations be incorporated into the LAP so that a second level school can be built.

South Lucan population has increased and contains a huge number of young families with many children that are approaching secondary school age.

Believes that the current and planned provision of second level school places in Lucan South is inadequate to deal with the surge in demand.  Lucan South needs a new secondary school without delay.

Building endless numbers of residential units while ignoring the most basic needs of the young communities is irresponsible and must stop.



	VARC/106


	Colm de Barra


	A substantial space should be allocated to allotments – for horticulture, which could also serve as an educational role 

A properly planned project would lead to a totally new use of land and bring tangible benefits to the whole community.



	VARC/107


	Paul Gogarty TD & Cllr Billy Gogarty (Mayor of South Dublin) on behalf of the Green Party


	Proposed Variations No. 1, 2 and 3:

Support indicated for these variations

Additional Requirements:

Would like to impose limits to early development – postponing Phase 3 until 2017;

Proposes permitting construction up to Phase 2, integrating this development with the existing community and postponing any further development for a period of at least 10 years.  In advance of this in 2015, an EIS should be carried out to assess whether further development is sustainable at this stage.

Heating & Energy usage:

Units permitted should exceed the new guidelines on energy efficient buildings and should employ the latest in passive heating technology.  Use of geothermal and solar heating should be examined in terms of cost efficiency over a period of years.  The potential for electricity generation using the potential wind in the vicinity should be included as part of the plan.

The capacity for the site to be close to self sufficient in energy and heating needs to be accessed and maximised

Access to and from neighbourhoods:

School sites should be accessible to the existing parts of Lucan and Clondalkin.  However the accessibility of retail, residential and road networks should be ascribed following close consultation with existing adjoining estates.



	VARC/198 to VARC/202


	Repeat Letters – 

Found under

Emmanuel Emakhu
	This plan should be more than a blueprint for the development of Clonburris lands – it should also seek to ameliorate the quality of life of the residents in existing communities of South Lucan.

Calls on the Council to use the plan to resolve the situation whereby there is no second-level school in the parish of South Lucan and children are forced to travel miles to schools which causes strain on families and adds traffic to the road network.

Population of South Lucan has expanded and will lead to a sharp increase in demand for secondary school places in the coming years.  Believes that a school places crisis will occur unless action is taken.  South Lucan needs a dedicated second-level school.

The final Clonburris SDZ Planning Scheme and LAP should contain a provision requiring that no residential units be occupied on the Clonburris lands until an additional second-level school is opened on lands at Kishoge Cross to permanently serve children from the existing communities in the parish of South Lucan.  This additional school should not take away from the secondary school capacity already proposed for Clonburris as outlined in the draft plan.



	VARC/206


	Cllr. Derek Keating


	I look forward to the Public Consultation on the Clonburris LAP and to the ensuing debates in the Council Chamber.

	VARC/207


	Shelbourne Developments

Submitted by Tíros Resources Limited 

	Variation 1

Believes that the reduction in the quantum of development within the LAP lands would result in an inequality between the LAP area and the SDZ Planning Scheme lands.  This would result in the development potential of the LAP lands not being realised.

The realisation of other objectives of the Plan, such as creating the required population to support the proposed community and educational infrastructure would be undermined.

Concerned that the 1,000 units lost to the LAP area will be redistributed within the SDZ lands.

Variation 2

Considers the school provision in the Draft Plan acceptable and disagrees with Variation 2.

Believes that the provision of a post-primary school in Phase 1 is untenable, particularly when coupled with the proposed to reduce the quantum of development.  

States that the provision of a post-primary school at the early phase of the development is contrary to the Department of Education policy direction on School Sizes.

Variation 3

The proposed amendment does not make reference to the policy guidance provided by the Department of Education and Science.

Contends that the new population will create a demand for no more than one post-primary school at the later phases of the development.

The amendment as proposed neither identifies a location for the proposed school nor the relevant phase in which it is to be provided.  This is a matter which is considered to be ultra vires the powers of the Council.  In identifying objectives to be included in a Plan, there must be certainty with regard to their provision in terms of timing and location.  In failing to identify such a location, the proposed amendment introduces uncertainty to the Plan, a matter that can be a disincentive to investment.

To provide additional education facilities in the Kishoge Cross neighbourhood interrupts the equalisation process established in the Draft Plan.

Requests that the Council does not amend the LAP as proposed; rather adopt it as originally presented.

	VARC/208


	William Lavelle

on behalf of the

Fine Gael Clonburris Campaign


	Urges the Council to retain the 2 variations relating to provision of a second-level school for South Lucan.

Asks the Council to note the excellent work done by the Lucan South Secondary School Action Group.

Asks the Council to accept the statistical analysis completed by the group which shows that second-level schools in surrounding areas will not have the capacity to cater for the sizeable number of school children from the Lucan-Esker DED who will be entering second-level education over the next decade.

Requests the Council to put the educational needs of the community ahead of the potential financial gain generated by contributions from private residential development.  



	VARC/209


	Niamh O'Doherty

	Refers to proposed Variations 2 and 3.  It is essential for South Lucan that these variations be adopted to provide some chance of local secondary schooling.

There is a desperate need for second level schools but there appears to be no suitable sites available due to the excess number of permitted residential units. There is no concrete evidence that neighbouring areas can deal with the excess supply. 

Since 1995, the most recent census shows the population has increased 3.5 times and no further school places are available.

If there is no prospect of schooling, we shall have no option but to move and all of my neighbours with children are in the same position. The damage to the community is clearly foreseeable.



	VARC/210
	Tara De Buitléar

Secretary PCGEG – Acronym Unidentified 
	The consideration of "socio economic" factors to be applied in this LAP is a welcome feature and should be a consistent feature of every LAP in SDCC to ensure consistency of approach and the delivered developments of new/infill communities. This should be rolled out to the Tallaght LAP, Bohernabreena /Ballycullen LAP and Ballymount LAP to ensure consistency of approach in the one region.

Proposed Variation No. 1:

Welcomes the reduction in density in these areas to ensure a better quality of life for the new community.

Proposed Variation No. 2:

The movement of key infrastructure to the beginning of the project is a positive change in the sequencing of the development and will ensure a prompt availability of key services to this new community. 

This approach should be taken across all LAPs and should be applied retrospectively to other LAPs 

Proposed Variation No. 3:

Believes the motion to be a sensible approach and by clustering amenities around a neighbourhood centre will allow a "heart" of a community to be created.



	VARC/211


	Conor O'Donovan 
Transportation Planner, Dublin Transportation Office 


	Previously the DTO supported the proposed phasing in the draft LAP on the basis that the initial phases appeared to be built out from the Kishoge station and that phasing was matched to the provision of supporting public transport infrastructure and supporting land uses. Requests clarification on the impact of these amendments on development densities within each of the neighbourhood sectors and on the effect on the phasing of development.

In relation to Scenario C, the DTO would question the rationale for the reduction of residential development from 4,495 to 3,500 dwellings given that this area will be one of the most accessible in the GDA from a public transport perspective.

In the absence of evidence supporting this amendment, the DTO recommends that the effect of the reduced development quantum on the ability to deliver the level of public transport service indicated in the draft LAP be established. 



	VARC/212


	Nigel O'Neill, 

Senior Project Manager 

(Strategic Planning), 
PPP Unit, National Roads Authority,


	Notes that Proposed Variation No. 1 requires a reduction in residential densities according to various scenarios of public transport provision in the future, namely Metro West and the Railway Interconnector.

The Authority is of the view that sustainable and efficient public transport requires residential settlements above a certain density and that such sustainable and efficient public transport is required to minimise the demand for private car based trips. The Authority encourages measures to reduce private car based trips in order to reduce congestion on local roads and national roads.

Recommends that a traffic and transport appraisal is carried out taking account of such amended residential densities and that the proposed variation be further considered in light of such an appraisal with a view to ensuring sufficient residential densities in order to secure sustainable and efficient public transport and reduce generation of private car based trips. 

No comments made on proposed Variations No.’s 2 and 3, which relate to the provision of schools.



	VARC/213


	Gavin Lacy,

Chairman,

Enda Creegan,

Secretary,

Lucan South Secondary School Action Group

(LSSSAG)
	Urges the Council to retain the 2 variations relating to provision of a second-level school for South Lucan (Variation No.2 and 3) and asks the Council to accept the statistical analysis completed by Lucan South Secondary School Action Group which shows that second-level schools in surrounding areas will not have the capacity to cater for the sizeable number of school children from the Lucan-Esker ED who will be entering second-level education over the next decade.

Asks the Council to put educational needs of the community ahead of the potential financial gain generated by contributions from private residential development.

The Lucan-Esker 2006 population was has increased substantially since 1996.  Lucan South is home to a huge number of young families, whose children are approaching secondary school age.

Does not believe that schools in neighbouring areas will be able to soak up this demand.  Lucan South needs a new secondary school without further delay.  

Socio-economic details included with the submission.



	VARC/214


	Tony Dalton,

Principal,

School Planning Section,

Department of Education & Science.
	Variations 2 & 3:

The Department now supports the proposed variation to reserve an additional post-primary school site in the LAP area to accommodate demand likely to arise outside the LAP/SDZ area and initial demand arising from the LAP.  This is to be provided as part of Phase 1.  The need to bring forward the development of the original LAP post-primary school to Phase 1 is obviated as a result.  The submission states that the Department would intend to deliver the original proposed LAP post-primary school consistent with the existing phasing arrangement, i.e. Phase 4.

The submission also notes that it might be possible to reduce the level of land take by developing out multi-school campus arrangements or by locating some of the schools beside community facilities which they could share.


6.0 Manager’s Report and Recommendation

The primary issues raised in the submissions received related specifically to the three proposed variations which were subject to the consultation process. This section of the report addresses each of these issues. The majority of the submissions refer to proposed Variations 2 and 3 which relate to the provision of schools in the LAP. However a small number of the submissions do address the quantum of development issue which is the subject of Variation No. 1;

(1) Proposed Variation No. 1: Quantum of Development

Proposed Variation No. 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 from 3125 to 1600 units, 

Scenario B – reduce the number of residential units from 3460 to 2800 units,

Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units from 4495 to 3500 residential units.

Scenario B to be dependent of 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.”

In general, the submissions received in relation to proposed Variation No. 1 can be summarised as follows:

(a) Given that development at Adamstown is at such an early stage, it is premature to sanction any phasing of the LAP beyond Phase 2 (i.e. 1,600 units, which equates to Scenario A).  Development at Adamstown needs to be assessed and existing infrastructural deficits must be addressed before additional units are constructed.

(b) A number of the submissions argue that the reduction in the quantum of development permissible in the LAP lands as proposed by the Variation is unsustainable.

(c) The Dublin Transportation Office and National Roads Authority submissions argue that sustainable and efficient public transport requires residential settlements above a certain density and that such sustainable and efficient public transport is required to minimise the demand for private car trips. In particular, the DTO submission questions the rationale for the reduction of residential development from 4,495 homes proposed in the SDZ scheme. Both submissions express concern about the impact of the proposed reduction in density.

Manager’s Response:

The quantum and type of development proposed in the LAP area has been influenced by a number of factors including:

· The major public transport projects under construction or planned for this area.  These include, in particular, the Irish Rail Kildare Route Project, scheduled for completion by 2010; Metro West, due for completion at the end of 2014 and the Irish Rail Interconnector Project, due for completion in 2015, all of which will significantly increase the public transport accessibility of the area.  It makes sense to locate a substantive proportion of new residential development needed in the County close to excellent public transport connections.

· Government policy promoting sustainable forms of development and higher density of development around public transport nodes. This is reinforced by the content of submissions from the NRA and DTO. This Government policy has translated to a vision in Clonburris of a sustainable community in the area by providing a density and mix of development to provide the potential for residents to live, work, shop and access community facilities within the area, thus reducing the need to travel by private car.

· A detailed multi-modal transport assessment including public transport capacity assessment and traffic modelling in relation to the road network that demonstrates that the proposed quantum of development is appropriate.

The quantum of development proposed in the LAP has been broken down into three scenarios, within which there are five phases of development, each tied to the delivery of major elements of public transport infrastructure. The Plan clearly states that development cannot proceed beyond a phase until the infrastructure specified has been delivered. 

With regard to the proposed quantum of development:-

· The LAP lands have been zoned for development in the County Development Plan for many years to date;

· Development can only occur beyond certain stages i.e. Phase 2 (no more than 1,600 homes) if hitherto unprecedented major transport infrastructure improvement (Scenarios B & C) are contracted to be delivered.  Moving beyond each scenario is dependent on the delivery of key infrastructure, namely the Interconnector and Metro West Projects;

· Development is also based on five strict phases of infrastructure and facilities in addition to transport, that will including schools, parks, crèches and shopping (4 x phases of 800 & 1 x 300 if the proposed variation is approved);

· It is now proposed to add a further post-primary school site (Variation 3, which is agreed);

· Transportation modelling undertaken confirms that the site can accommodate more development than the Variation would allow.  It would conflict with National policy to propose significantly less than the modelled capacity of the site, subject to major transport infrastructure delivery;

· If the number of units permissible in Scenario C (i.e. with Metro West and Interconnector) were to be reduced by 500 units rather than by 1,000, this would enable 5 x full phases of 800 units and Scenario C would be less than originally proposed;

· In all cases, Phase 5 could only be built out as part of Scenario C, when Interconnector, Metro West and 2 x secondary and 2 x primary schools are in place.

This extent of reduction would assist in ensuring ensure long term certainty to allow financial programming, consistency and integration with the SDZ lands.  It would bring the Scenario C maximum total of homes on the LAP and SDZ lands to 15,500, but only after delivery of all major infrastructure including both Metro West and the Interconnector as well as 10 new schools.

Manager’s Recommendation

It is recommended that the proposed variation be adopted with an amendment requiring the provision of an additional 500 units in Scenario C, Phase 5,

increasing the total residential in the LAP to 4,000 homes as follows:

	Scenario
	Phases
	Maximum No. of units

	A
	1 and 2
	1,600

	B
	3 and 4(half)
	2,800

	C
	4(half) and 5
	4,000


(2) Proposed Variations 2 and 3: Provision of Schools in the Area

Proposed Variation No. 2:

“To delete the requirement to provide Post-primary School No.1/LAP from Phase 4 (or Phase 3 as recommended in the Manager’s Report) and insert in Phase 1.”

Proposed Variation No. 3:

“To amend the Clonburris Draft Local Area Plan to provide for an additional second-level school to be located in the Kishoge Cross neighbourhood”. 

The majority of submissions received as part of the public consultation refer to Variations 2 and 3, with most strongly supporting the Variations in order to ensure that a new post-primary school is provided in the area to serve both the existing population of Lucan and the proposed development area at Clonburris.

Manager’s Response:

The Department of Education and Science has made a submission in respect of Variation No’s 2 and 3. In this submission the Department now support the proposed variation to reserve an additional post-primary school site in the Kishoge Cross area of the Clonburris Local Area Plan to serve need likely to arise in the existing area as well as the initial development of the LAP. This School can be provided as part of Phase 1 of the Local Area Plan. Given that the Department of Education and Science has committed to the delivery of this School, the provision of the School in Phase 1 of the Local Area Plan is achievable. 

It is recommended that the Local Area Plan be amended as proposed by Variation No. 3 to provide for the additional post-primary school required in the Kishoge Cross neighbourhood.  Discussion will be held with the Department of Education and Science at the earliest opportunity in order to progress the delivery of this school as part of Phase 1 of the LAP.

The submission from the Department of Education and Science also states that the development of the post-primary school at Kishoge Cross will also cater for the initial output of the Local Area Plan lands and that the need to bring forward the delivery of the original proposed post-primary school on the LAP lands (referred to in proposed Variation No. 2) from Phase 4 to Phase 1 (or Phase 3 in the Manager’s Report on submissions) is not required.

It is clearly advised that is neither practical nor desirable to provide 2 x post-primary schools in close proximity on the basis of 800 dwellings as part of Phase 1 of the Clonburris LAP.  This would be in addition to already proposed new post-primary school accommodation elsewhere in Lucan (up to 1,400 new places by 2009).  

The Department Education is in agreement that the projected population arising from the LAP lands will not require a further secondary school until at least phase 4 as originally proposed. (i.e. 3,200 dwellings).  This compares favourably to Adamstown, where a post-primary school is not required until 3,400 dwellings.  Also in Adamstown, a post-primary school will not be provided as part of phase 1 in relation to external demand, as has now been agreed as part of Variation 3 to the Clonburris LAP.

Requiring provision of the second post-primary school any sooner than necessary i.e. requiring it in phases 2 or 3, could serve to undermine the first post-primary school and make it difficult for the second school to establish itself.  This is because it would result in two new schools in close proximity competing for resources and pupils within the same catchment where there would not yet be adequate student numbers.  

It is important to note, however, that the LAP does allow the second post-primary school to be provided at any stage prior to phase 4, should it be required sooner.  

Manager’s Recommendation

It is recommended that Variation No. 3 be adopted as a requirement of Phase 1 of the Clonburris LAP and that as a consequence, Variation No. 2 not be adopted and the post-primary school in the Kishoge Grange development area remain a requirement of Phase 4 as originally proposed, for the reasons as set out above.

Appendix 1

Appendix 1 lists persons who made submissions or observations in respect of the proposed Variations to the Draft Clonburris Local Area Plan.  This list is set out under the following headings, the names are in alphabetical order and the list contains the individual submission reference number allocated to each submission or observation.

· Community/Interest/Residents Group

· Elected Representative/Political Party

· Individual

· Landowners/Developers

· Statutory Organisation


Submission 
Community/Interest/Residents Group
Total:
5


Surname
FirstName
Submission 


Debuitlear
Tara
VARC/210


Giblin
Sean
VARC/001


Lacy
Gavin
VARC/213


Neuman
Judith
VARC/004


Nolan
Emer
VARC/002


Submission 
Elected Representative/Political Party
Total:
3


Gogarty TD
Paul
VARC/107


Keating
Cllr. Derek
VARC/206


Lavelle
William
VARC/208


Submission 
Individual
Total:
201


Abraham
Sonny
VARC/064


Adeblain
Suliat
VARC/180


Adedeji
Stella
VARC/120


Adediran
Monsurat
VARC/155


Adefeko
C.
VARC/025


Alborov
Michael
VARC/094


Asiru
Abiodum
VARC/190


Ayekun
Ebun
VARC/084


Ayyildir
Ayse
VARC/183


Banim
Derek
VARC/009


Banim
Karen
VARC/115


Barrett
Dolores
VARC/041


Barrett
Billy
VARC/076


Bello
Afusat
VARC/149


Boland
John
VARC/187 


Bolger
Lorraine
VARC/096


Bollum
Denise
VARC/148


Boranauis kune
Rimantous & Kristina
VARC/130


Brady
John
VARC/104


Brady
Deborah
VARC/136


Brica
Ilona
VARC/176


Brophy
Shane
VARC/165


Burke
Fiona
VARC/075


Caldwell
David
VARC/080


Campion
Rhode
VARC/138


Carr
Payela
VARC/092


Carroll
Margaret
VARC/072


Celsie
Maria
VARC/068


Clissold
Pauline
VARC/011


Coleman
Susan
VARC/197


Coleman
Susan
VARC/200


Condron
Sandra & David
VARC/056


Conroy
Stephen & Lenure
VARC/122


Coss
Lisa
VARC/171


County
Catherin
VARC/016


Cox
Sandra
VARC/178


Coyne
Miriam
VARC/192


Crowley
Nora
VARC/018


Cunningham
Susan
VARC/071


Cussells
Suzanne
VARC/110


D'Eathe
Fiona
VARC/006


D'Eathe
Jason
VARC/140


Daly
Gareth
VARC/119


Debarra
Colm
VARC/106


Devilla
Veronica
VARC/030


Dodd
S.
VARC/032


Domoclas
S.H.
VARC/033


Donigan
Suzanne
VARC/121


Dooley
Patricia
VARC/035


Doyle
Garadline
VARC/082


Duiu
Nicolae
VARC/040


Dunne
Geraldine
VARC/089


Dunphy
Patricia
VARC/135


Echaib
Dagmara
VARC/046


Egan
Raymund
VARC/023


Elena
Roman
VARC/062


Emakhu
Emmanuel
VARC/198


Fagan
Stephen
VARC/014


Fahy
Tina
VARC/036


Farah
Nasra
VARC/027


Farrell
Siobhan & Mark
VARC/045


Farrell
Elizabeth
VARC/074


Finn
Thomas
VARC/101


Finnsito
VARC/159


Fitzgerald
Lisa
VARC/083


Forrester
M.
VARC/170


Fortune
Grace
VARC/031


Funshu
Amrs
VARC/091


Gallagher
Denie
VARC/102


Giurgila
Felicia
VARC/169


Healy
Ann
VARC/022


Heinzl
Olwyn
VARC/085


Hewitt
Brigid & Gerard
VARC/039


Higgins
Lisa
VARC/048


Higgins
Lisa
VARC/137


Hliklng
Mei
VARC/086


Hodzic
Mihreta
VARC/188


Hodzid
Mihreta
VARC/126


Hussain
Moh'd Ibrar
VARC/125


Hussain
Asif
VARC/143


Hyland
Teresa
VARC/105


Igbinidu
Emmanuel
VARC/131


Ikmidene
Anda Koza
VARC/193 

Jackson
Linda
VARC/118


Jayaraman
Satish Kumar
VARC/047


Johnson
Alan
VARC/109


Joka John
Cajetan . C .
VARC/173


Joseph
Biju
VARC/070


Kalapurackal
Joseph
VARC/134


Kansethe
Beth
VARC/063


Kaviz
Ravinder
VARC/069


Keegan
Elizabeth
VARC/026


Kellehen
Owen
VARC/205


Kelly
Mairead
VARC/054


Kelly
Gordon
VARC/117


Kilbova
Hassina
VARC/124


Kravtsovq
Natalua
VARC/015


Kravtsovq
Natalia
VARC/158


Lacy
Elaine
VARC/093


Lakes
Cale
VARC/103


Lawane
Newton
VARC/196


Leahy
Ursula
VARC/005


Lennon
A.
VARC/141


Macierzynsk
Maciey
VARC/028


Malhíw
Roy
VARC/147


Manaeva
Tulfiye & Eldar
VARC/038


Martin
Maxine
VARC/044


Martin
Michelle
VARC/168


Martinkiene
Asta
VARC/154


Mavungu
Martha
VARC/050


Mazzia Piciot
Laura
VARC/145


Mc Carthy
Martina
VARC/153


Mc Cormack
Michelle
VARC/139


Mc Glean
Brenda
VARC/150


Mc Keevet
Louise
VARC/095


Mc Loughlin
Maura
VARC/189


Mc Nultey
Mary
VARC/163


Mc Nultry
Tom
VARC/166


Michalauskas
Mindaugas
VARC/146


Mima
Odette
VARC/144


Monk
Therese
VARC/077


Moore
Natasha
VARC/100


Morris
Niamh
VARC/021


Mortell
Thomas
VARC/024


Mua-Bana
Clementine
VARC/067


Murphy
Fiona
VARC/058


Murphy
Anna
VARC/098


Murphy
Brigid
VARC/184


Murray
Denise
VARC/020


Murray
Barbara
VARC/059


Muzeill
Tara
VARC/160


Ni Bhriain
Míde
VARC/113


Nikova
Koles
VARC/042


Nolan
Siobhan
VARC/097


Nolan
Sandra
VARC/172


Nonnan
Anne
VARC/123


Nwanguma
Romanus
VARC/129


O Byrne
Ann
VARC/055


O Carroll
Ciara
VARC/157


O Connor
Shauna
VARC/142


O Donnell
Margaret
VARC/175


O Farrell
Bill & Caroline
VARC/203


O Halloram
Tracy
VARC/194


O Hanlon
Tina
VARC/152


O' Brien
Lorraine
VARC/133


O' Callaghan
Siobhan
VARC/065


O' Connell
Jennifer
VARC/052


O' Conner
Michelle
VARC/053


O' Rielly
Richard
VARC/078


O'Connell
Evelyn
VARC/088


O'Doherty
Niamh
VARC/209


Oladipo
Joseph
VARC/177


Olahye
A. A.
VARC/167


Olatunji
Mo
VARC/061


Olojede
Olayinka
VARC/162


Oluwaleye
Philip
VARC/007


Palmer
Michelle
VARC/060


Power
Joyce
VARC/073


Prior
Tom & Sinead
VARC/127


Pritchard
Deirdre
VARC/116


Quinn
Paul
VARC/037


Reid
Cara
VARC/128


Reid
Ciara F
VARC/179


Riordon
Sandra
VARC/008


Rogers
Josephine
VARC/108


Rogers
Ailish
VARC/161


Rogers
Lizzy
VARC/185


Rooney
Edel
VARC/051


Rooney
Edel
VARC/201


Ryan
Jackie
VARC/156


Sakyi
Doris
VARC/174


Sakyi
Doris
VARC/181


Sassells
Syinne & Suzanne
VARC/199


Sauidieue
Violita
VARC/057


Shitty
Abimbola
VARC/186
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Supplementary Report in respect of the Variation to the Proposed Clonburris Local Area Plan.

In respect of proposed Variation No. 1, which seeks to reduce the Quantum of Development permissible by 995 units on the Clonburris LAP lands, it is sought to amend this reduction as follows:-


As Proposed

“Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units from 4,495 to 3,500 residential units.”

Amended Proposal
“Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units from 4,495 to 4,000 residential units.”

It is emphasised that the additional 500 dwellings sought would be permissible only at the end of Scenario C as the latter part of Phase 5.  This would therefore be:-

· When the Kildare Route Project is complete and Metro West and the Interconnector are/have been delivered;

· After the completion of 4 schools, 2 x primary and 2 x post-primary on the LAP lands;

· After the completion of at least 2 x community centres on the LAP lands;

· After the provision of more than 400 childcare places.

The amended variation would enable 5 x full phases of 800 units.

In terms of building height and density, the LAP lands will comprise buildings ranging from 2 storeys adjoining existing housing and in the western part of the Kishoge Grange neighbourhood, to 5 storeys in the immediate vicinity of Kishoge rail station and the railway line/ORR.  The majority of buildings will be 3-4 storeys in height.

Proposed Variation Places SDCC (as a landowner) at a serious disadvantage in terms of equity.

31% more development is permissible on every developable sq.m./hectare/acre of SDZ lands.  +500 dwellings would reduce this to 16% more development permissible on every developable sq.m./hectare/acre of SDZ lands.  

SDCC lands provide 43% of land for schools (4/10) in combined LAP and SDZ lands.

For these reasons, it is recommended that the additional 500 units as part of the final phase of development is considered reasonable and should be adopted.

Summary

Proposed amended Variation No. 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 from 3,125 to 1,600 units, 

Scenario B – reduce the number of residential units from 3,460 to 2,800 units,

Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units from 4,495 to 4,000 residential units.

Scenario B to be dependent of 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.”

Proposed Variation No. 2: - No longer required if Variation No. 3 agreed and amended 

“To delete the requirement to provide Post-primary School No.1/LAP from Phase 4 (or Phase 3 as recommended in the Manager’s Report) and insert in Phase 1.”

Proposed amended Variation No. 3:

“To amend the Clonburris Draft Local Area Plan to provide for an additional second-level school to be located in the Kishoge Cross neighbourhood as part of Phase 1 of the Local Area Plan. ””
It was AGREED to deal with the proposed Variations in reverse Order commencing with proposed Variation No. 3 as amended:

“To amend the Clonburris Draft Local Area Plan to provide for an additional second-level school to be located in the Kishoge Cross neighbourhood as part of Phase 1 of the Local Area Plan. ” 
A discussion followed with contributions from D. Keating, E. Tuffy, C. Keane, G. O’Connell and M. Daly.

Mr. T. Doherty responded to the Members’ queries and explained that subject to adoption of amended Variation No. 3, Variation No. 2 would no longer be required.

Following discussion it was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy and RESOLVED:
“That Variation No. 3 be adopted as a requirement of Phase 1 of the Clonburris LAP and that as a consequence, Variation No. 2 not be adopted and the post-primary school in the Kishoge Grange development area remain a requirement of Phase 4 as originally proposed”

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS

At this point the Deputy Mayor indicated that he proposed that Standing Orders be suspended in order to extend the meeting time to 7.00 p.m. to continue discussion on this item.  This proposal was in compliance with Standing Order Nos. 76 and 77 and was AGREED by the Members. 


Proposed amended Variation No. 1:
Mr. T. Doherty, Deputy County Manager presented the report and outlined the rationale for the Managers recommendation on proposed amended Variation No. 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 from 3,125 to 1,600 units, 
Scenario B – reduce the number of residential units from 3,460 to 2,800 units,
Scenario C – reduce the number of residential units from 4,495 to 4,000 residential units.

Scenario B to be dependent of 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.”

A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors S. O’Connor, E. Tuffy, R. Dowds, A. McGaughey, E. Maloney, J. Hannon and D. Keating.
Mr. T. Doherty and Mr. P. Hogan, Senior Planner responded to the Members queries.
Following discussion it was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds, seconded by Councillor T. Ridge

“That a Special Meeting of the Council be convened in advance of the statutory deadline of 10th April to complete consideration of this item.”

It was agreed that a vote on this proposal would be taken by show of hands. The result was as follows:

FOR:

14 (FOURTEEN)

AGAINST:
3 (THREE)

The date of the meeting to be agreed at the meeting of the Organisation Procedure & Finance Committee to be held on 20th March 2008.
(C/0133/08) HEALTH SERVICE 
At this point the Deputy Mayor informed the meeting that due to a commitment he had given to the Mayors of the other Dublin Local Authorities he wished to put Motion No. 8 in his own name.
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor E. Walsh:
“That this Council has no confidence in the Health Services Executive (HSE) and calls on the Government and the Minister for Health and Children to abolish the HSE and replace it with an efficient body that will have the professionalism and commitment to deliver a modern, effective and caring Health Service.”

REPORT:
If the motion is approved by the members the Meetings Administrator will arrange to issue correspondence to the Minister for Health and Children outlining the members' sentiments as identified in the text of the motion. 

A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors D. Keating, G. O’Connell, T. Ridge, S. O’Connor, A. McGaughey, E. Walsh, P. Cosgrave, and J. Daly.
Following discussion it was agreed to take a vote on the motion by show of hands and the result was as follows:

FOR:

3 (THREE)

AGAINST:
6 (SIX)

The motion was LOST.

(C/0134/08)  MOTIONS NOT REACHED 

BUY BACK HOMES
Councillor R. Dowds  

That this County Council agrees to a policy whereby we would purchase houses back from home owners in County Council housing estates.

NEIGHBOURS & NEWCOMERS OPEN DAY


Councillor J. Hannon  

That this Council organise a 'Neighbors & Newcomers' Open Day or Week to showcase the work of the Council in its role as the primary 
democratic forum in the County.

CHILDREN’S WEBSITE


Councillor M. Corr  

That the Manager undertakes to develop a section of www.sdcc.ie for cchildren, to have links to this section of the site featured prominently on the 
homepage of www.sdcc.ie and to create as much interactivity as possible within it in order to engage, educate and encourage as much participation by children as possible as well as promoting active citizenship from an early age.  This is to be created in addition to the development of the "Skids" section of the Libraries website.

ABA BASED EDUCATION


Councillor T. McDermott  

That South Dublin County Council, in noting the recent awarding of costs 
in the Ó'Cuanachain ABA case in the High Court, considers that the matter of provision of an ABA based education for particular children suffering from autism is a matter of great public importance. 

RATES – CHILDCARE FACILITIES


Councillor D. Keating  

That the Manager would present a detailed report for discussion on rates applicable to childcare facilities, including crèches, Montessori schools etc. Would the Manager report on how rates have been adjusted in recent years, included in percentage terms, in say 2004, 2005, 2006 and 2007 and what changes in the rates are planned for 2008. In the event of any increase in these rates, it is inevitable these increases will be absorbed by parents of children attending childcare facilities, who are already hard-pressed with huge costs associated with childcare facilities.

AFFORDABLE HOUSING POLICY


Councillor J. Lahart  

That the Council ensure that the Affordable Housing policy is just and fair in its treatment of individuals.

MULTI-COMPARTMENTAL LITTER BINS


Councillor T. McDermott 

That the receptacles used in the future Litter Bin Replacement Programme be multi-compartment bins facilitating the separation of the different 
categories of material deposited. These would facilitate at least the same 
level of separation as is supported by the Council's own domestic
collection service. At a minimum there would be a separate compartment for material similar to what is permissible in the Green bin, the Brown bin, Glass and everything else.  

This policy promotes a consistent message, encouraging the general public to adapt the behavior being encouraged in schools and in the national Race Against Waste campaign. 

ICE RINK


Councillor M. Corr  

That this Council supports the provision of an ice rink in Tallaght.


The meeting concluded at 18:50.    
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