COMHAIRLE CONTAE ÁTHA CLIATH THEAS

SOUTH  DUBLIN  COUNTY  COUNCIL

	Minutes of South Dublin County Council Meeting held on 12th May 2008.


	PRESENT 


	Councillors
	Councillors

	Ardagh, M.
	Lahart, J.

	Brophy, C.
	Maloney, E

	Corr, M.
	McDermott, T.

	Cosgrave, P.
	Murphy, M.

	Daly, J.
	Neville, J.

	Daly, M.
	O’Connell, G.

	Dowds, R.
	O’Connor, S.

	Hannon, J.
	Ridge, T.

	Jones, C.
	Tuffy, E.

	Keane, C.
	Walsh, E.

	Keating, D.
	Warren, K.

	King, C.
	


OFFICIALS PRESENT

	County Manager
	J. Horan 

	Directors / Heads of Function


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

	Senior Parks Superintendent
	B. Sheehan

	Senior Executive Officers
	M. Maguire, B. Coman, M. Judge, M. Coleman, Y. Dervan, H. Hogan, J. Byrne, L. Kelly

	Senior Planners
	M. Kenny, C. Ryan

	Senior Executive Planners
	P. Devlin, L. McGauran, B. Matthews, S. Rhys-Thomas

	Administrative Officer
	M. Hunt, J. Kilgarriff

	A/Administrative Officer
	U. Donnellan

	A/Senior Staff Officer
	T. Fallon

	A/Assistant Staff Officer
	M. Dunne

	I.T Support
	C. Whelan


Apologies for inability to attend were received from the Mayor, Councillor B. Gogarty and Councillor T. Gilligan.

Councillor D. Keating, Deputy Mayor presided.

(C/0181/08) 
CONFIRMATION AND RE-AFFIRMATION OF MINUTES
a) Minutes of Meeting of South Dublin County Council, 14th April 2008, which had been circulated, were submitted and APPROVED as a true record and signed.

(C/0182/08) TERENURE/RATHFARNHAM AREA COMMITTEE (1) - 1ST APRIL 2008 DEALING WITH ROADS, PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT AND CORPORATE SERVICES
It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.
(C/0183/08)
TERENURE/RATHFARNHAM AREA COMMITTEE (2) - 8TH APRIL 2008 DEALING WITH COMMUNITY (1 REPORT - GRANTS), PARKS, ENVIRONMENT AND HOUSING
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Report on Summer Projects 2008
Summer Projects are aimed at providing a supervised programme of recreational and educational activities for young people over a consecutive number of weeks in the summer period. Emphasis is placed on community involvement and the development of resources and groups within localities. A wide range of activities are encouraged such as arts & crafts, sports, educational trips, drama, films, games etc. The use of available community facilities (schools, community centres, halls, open spaces) is also encouraged.

South Dublin County Council assists Summer Projects in the County area by way of grant-aid, assistance in kind, organised activities and staff support. In 2008 it is estimated that approximately 10,000 young people in the Council’s administrative area will participate in projects.

County Dublin V.E.C has agreed to continue their financial support to Summer Projects for the year 2008. These grants will be complementary to the above, resulting in co-ordination between the two authorities and ensuring there is added value from this approach. 

Catholic Youth Care provides insurance cover for Summer Projects.  

It should be noted that in some cases the necessary insurance cost will be deducted from the grant provided by South Dublin County Council and will be paid directly to Catholic Youth Care.
Name of Project:                              Duration of Project                Grant Amount
St Judes Summer Project                      4 Weeks                           €1,600

Kimmage Manor
Summer Project                                   2 Weeks                           €850

Holy Spirit 
Summer Project                                   3 Weeks                           €850

St Pius X
Summer Project                                   2 Weeks                           €850

Whitechurch/ Ballyboden
Summer Project                                   4 Weeks                           €1,600 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Walsh, seconded by Councillor T. McDermott and RESOLVED:

“That this Committee recommends that South Dublin County Council approve payments of the above Summer Project grants recommended in the foregoing report”.

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor M. Ardagh and RESOLVED:
“That the recommendations contained in the report of the South Dublin County Council Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Committee (2) 8th April 2008 – Community Department be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”
(C/0184/08)
TALLAGHT AREA COMMITTEE (1) - 21ST APRIL 2008 DEALING WITH COMMUNITY (1 REPORT - GRANTS), PARKS, ENVIRONMENT AND HOUSING
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“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

	GF 1711
	Family Resource Centre, Tallaght,
	Community Activity Grant (Including Sport Activity)
	10/03/08
	€500

	GF 1712
	Glenasmole Summer Project, Glenasmole,
	Community Activity Grant (Including Sport Activity)
	18/03/08
	€500

	GF 1700
	Hazelgrove Residents Association, Hazelgrove, Tallaght
	Environmental Improvements Grant
	19/02/08
	€500


	Ref:
	Group:
	Type of Application
	Date of Application  
	Amount

	GF 1695
	Rathcoole Active Retirement Association, Coolamber Road, Rathcoole
	Equipment Grant
	11/02/08
	€800

	GF 1713
	Sacred Heart Football Club, Tallaght
	Seed Management/ Employment Grant for New Community Centre- Managed Projects
	20/03/08
	€8,000

	GF 1681
	Belgard Athletic Football Club, Tallaght
	Running Costs Grant
	30/01/08
	€200

	GF 1675
	Phoenix Youth Band
	Equipment Grant
	15/01/08
	€800

	GF1682
	IACI Integration of African Children In Ireland
	Community Activity Grant (Including Sport Activity)
	30/01/08
	€500

	GF 1686
	Lughnasa Handball  Club
	Running Costs Grant for Community Groups
	30/01/08
	€200  

	GF 1687
	Irish National Team for Patrick Mc Auley
	Personal Sports Development Grant
	30/01/08
	€500

	GF 1683
	Irish Men's & Women's National Squads
	Countywide Community Activity Event with a Countywide Interest
	30/01/08
	€3,000


	Ref:
	Group:
	Type of Application
	Date of Application  
	Amount

	GF 1696
	Women Together Tallaght Network
	Equipment Grant
	08/02/08
	€3,000


Report on Summer Projects 2008

Summer Projects are aimed at providing a supervised programme of recreational and educational activities for young people over a consecutive number of weeks in the summer period. Emphasis is placed on community involvement and the development of resources and groups within localities. A wide range of activities are encouraged such as arts & crafts, sports, educational trips, drama, films, games etc. The use of available community facilities (schools, community centres, halls, open spaces) is also encouraged.

South Dublin County Council assists Summer Projects in the County area by way of grant-aid, assistance in kind, organised activities and staff support. In 2008 it is estimated that approximately 10,000 young people in the Council’s administrative area will participate in projects.

County Dublin V.E.C has agreed to continue their financial support to Summer Projects for the year 2008. These grants will be complementary to the above resulting in co-ordination between the two authorities, ensuring there is added value from this approach. 

Catholic Youth Care provides insurance cover for Summer Projects.  

It should be noted that in some cases the necessary insurance cost will be deducted from the grant provided by South Dublin County Council and will be paid directly to Catholic Youth Care.
Name of Project:                    Duration of Project                Grant Amount

Kilnamanagh Summer Project      3 Weeks                           €1,250

Tallaght Travellers Summer Proj  4 Weeks                           €2,000

Fettercairn Summer Project         4 Weeks                           €2,000

Killinarden Community Council

Summer Project                         4 Weeks                           €2,000

Citywise                                    4 Weeks                           €2,000

Ballycragh Summer Project         4 Weeks                           €2,000

Brookview Summer Project         4 Weeks                           €2,000

Little By Little                            2 Weeks                           €850

St. Kevin’s Family Resource        2 Weeks                            €850

Jobstown 6-12 Project               3 Weeks                            €1,500

It was proposed by Councillor M. Corr, seconded by Councillor E. Maloney 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 M. Daly and RESOLVED:
“That the recommendations contained in the report of the South Dublin County Council Tallaght Area Committee (1) 21st April 2008 – Community Department be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”
(C/0185/08) 
TALLAGHT AREA COMMITTEE (2) - 28TH APRIL 2008 DEALING WITH ROADS, PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT AND CORPORATE SERVICE
It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.

(C/0186/08) LUCAN/CLONDALKIN AREA COMMITTEE (1) - 16TH APRIL 2008 DEALING WITH ROADS, PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT AND CORPORATE SERVICES  

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

(C/0187/08)
LUCAN/CLONDALKIN AREA COMMITTEE (2) - 22ND APRIL 2008DEALING WITH COMMUNITY (1 REPORT - GRANTS), PARKS, ENVIRONMENT AND HOUSING 
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

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

	Ref:
	Group         
	Type of Application  
	Date of Application
	Amount  

	GF 1689
	Clondalkin Youth Band, Clondalkin
	Equipment Grant
	01/02/08
	€3,000


Contribution
A Contribution is being made to the following group:- 

	Group
	Type of Application
	Date of Application
	Amount

	Clondalkin Athletics Club
	Contribution towards their annual event held in Corkagh Park
	20/02/08
	€800


Report on Summer Projects 2008
Summer Projects are aimed at providing a supervised programme of recreational and educational activities for young people over a consecutive number of weeks in the summer period. Emphasis is placed on community involvement and the development of resources and groups within localities. A wide range of activities are encouraged such as arts & crafts, sports, educational trips, drama, films, games etc. The use of available community facilities (schools, community centres, halls, open spaces) is also encouraged.

South Dublin County Council assists Summer Projects in the County area by way of grant-aid, assistance in kind, organised activities and staff support. In 2008 it is estimated that approximately 10,000 young people in the Council’s administrative area will participate in projects.

County Dublin V.E.C have agreed to continue their financial support to Summer Projects for the year 2008. These grants will be complementary to the above resulting in co-ordination between the two authorities, ensuring there is added value from this approach. 

Catholic Youth Care provides insurance cover for Summer Projects.  

It should be noted that in some cases the necessary insurance cost will be deducted from the grant provided by South Dublin County Council and will be paid directly to Catholic Youth Care.
Name of Project:                    Duration of Project         Grant Amount
Clondalkin Travellers                 4 Weeks                           €2,000

Bawnogue Summer Project        3 Weeks                           €1,500

Lucan Youth Fun                      2 Weeks                           €850

Neilstown Summer Project         2 Weeks                           €1,000

Quarryvale Summer Project       2 Weeks                           €1,000

Quarryvale Community & 

Leisure Centre                          2 Weeks                           €1,000

Rowlagh Summer Project           2 Weeks                           €1,000

Sruleen Summer Project            3 Weeks                           €1,250

Clonburris Summer Project          2 Weeks                           €1,000

Clondalkin Village Summer 

Project                                       5 Weeks                          €1,600

 

St. Ronan’s Summer Project        2 Weeks                           €1,000

 

Knockmitten Area Summer

Project                                      4 Weeks                           €1,600

 

Foxdene/ Balgaddy Summer

Project                                      2 Weeks                           €1,000

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor T. Ridge 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 R. Dowds and RESOLVED:
“That the recommendations contained in the report of the South Dublin County Council Lucan/Clondalkin Area Committee (2) 22nd April 2008 – Community Department be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”
(C/0188/08)
STANDING COMMITTEES - ORGANISATION, PROCEDURE AND FINANCE COMMITTEE
It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.

(C/0189/08)
STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEES

Report from Transportation SPC Meeting held on 8th May 2008

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

“The following Motion was agreed at the Meeting of the Transportation Strategic Policy Committee held on 8th May 2008. It was further agreed that this Motion be put before the Council.

“That this Committee requests the Manager to write to the Minister for Transport to express the disappointment of South Dublin County Council that funding has not yet been made available for our School Bus Transportation Pilot Scheme.” ”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors M. Daly, D. Keating, C. Keane and J. Hannon.

Following clarification by Mr. F. Coffey, Director of Transportation it was noted that in accordance with SPC Standing Order No (15) Report of Chairperson and Recommendation it is not within the remit of an SPC to pass a motion in relation to any particular matter but rather to put forward a recommendation to the full Council.

Following discussion it was proposed by Councillor M. Daly, seconded by Councillor D. Keating and RESOLVED:

“That this Committee requests the Manager to write to the Minister for Transport to express the disappointment of South Dublin County Council that funding has not yet been made available for our School Bus Transportation Pilot Scheme.”

(C/0190/08) 
REPORT ON SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY JOINT POLICING COMMITTEE, 1ST FEBRUARY 2008

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

“Report on Meeting of the South Dublin County Joint Policing Committee – held on Friday 1st February, 2008 at 3.00 p.m. in Council Chamber, Tallaght.

Attendance: Committee Members

	   Cllr. R. Dowds
	Cllr. Jim Daly

	Cllr. Therese Ridge
	Cllr. Marie Corr

	Cllr. G. O’ Connell
	Cllr Cathal King

	Cllr. K. Warren
	Cllr. T. McDermott

	Cllr. J. Lahart
	Cllr. E. Walsh

	C. O’Connor T.D.
	Cllr. C. Keane

	A. Shatter T.D.
	P.  Rabbitte T.D.

	J.  Horan (County Manager)
	Chief Superintendent J. Manley

	F. Nevin (S.D.C.C.)
	Superintendent P. Clavin (representing Chief Superintendent J. Twomey

	J. Lawlor (Comm. Forum)
	

	
	


Also Present:
Pat Smith, Billy Coman, Elaine Leech. Anne Byrne, 

Superintendent E. Dolan.

Apologies:

Cllr. J. Neville, Michael McLoughlin,                 
Chief Superintendent J. Twomey

1. Meeting Report of the 30th November 2007 and Matters Arising

Chairperson, Cllr. Robert Dowds and the members present adopted the report of the meeting of 30th November 2007.

Cllr. Dowds & Cllr. Gus O’ Connell acknowledged the Gardai’s excellent work in relation to the recent drugs seizures in the County. 

2. Establishment of Sub-Committee on Drug and Alcohol Related Issues 
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B. Coman gave a Presentation to the members outlining the organisations currently providing services in the County (Local Drugs Task Forces/ Support Services and the proposed composition of the new Sub-Committee.


Following lengthy disFollowing lengthy discussion it was agreed that a smaller Sub-Committee made up of JPC members would be formed initially, this Sub-Committee would liaise with the Drugs Task Forces and the other services operating in the County and report their findings back to the full JPC Committee.

The following were nominated to be members of the Sub-Committee:

Cllr. Eamon Walsh

Cllr. Gus O’ Connell

Cllr. Cathal King

Cllr. Cait Keane

Charlie O’ Connor T.D

Pat Rabbitte T.D

Jim Lawlor- Community Representative

B.Coman agreed to contact the above members immediately to arrange a date for the inaugural meeting of the Sub-Committee. The members agreed that the aims and objectives of the Sub- Committee be clearly defined.

3. Sale of Alcohol Bill

J. Manley- Chief Superintendent informed the Committee that the Minister for Justice, Equality and Law Reform Brian Lenihan has established an Advisory Group to examine key aspects of the law governing the sale and consumption of alcohol. This Advisory Group, which includes Chief Superintendent John Twomey who is also a member of South Dublin County JPC, will report to the Minister by March 31, 2008.


The members agreed that a suitable task of the JPC Sub- Committee was to make a submission to the Advisory Group on behalf on South Dublin County Joint Policing Committee.

The following items were raised for consideration by the Sub-Committee:

· Appropriate age for alcohol consumption

· Increase in the sale of alcohol in filling stations and other retail outlets

· Home deliveries by off- licences to private households

· Special Offers on the sale of alcohol products in supermarkets
4. Estate Management 

F. Nevin ,Director of Housing ,SDCC made a Presentation (Appendix 1)  on how Inter- Agency working between the Gardai and the Council has led to a more focussed approach to estate management in local authority housing estates in South Dublin County.

Cllrs. C. King, M. Corr, E. Walsh, J. Daly and R. Dowds contributed to the discussion which followed this Presentation.

Anti- Social behaviour in Parks

The members then discussed the issue of anti – social behaviour in Parks and the enforcement of the Parks Bye Laws in particular those relating to the consumption and possession of alcohol in public places

The Gardai outlined the following alternatives:

· Confiscation of alcohol   

· Fines

· Bye Laws

· Juvenile  Diversion Schemes

· Junior and Adult Cautioning Scheme 

· The Public Order Act

· ASBO’s for Children and Adults 

5. Garda Report- Statistics on Drug Related Crime for 2007

Chief Superintendent J. Manley outlined to the committee the

Statistics in relation to Drug seizures during 2007 and the relevant increase / decrease compared with 2006.

	

	2006
	2007
	% increase / decrease

	DMR South Division
	793
	1181
	+49%

	Tallaght

	338
	564
	+67%

	Rathfarnham
	167
	263
	+57%

	Terenure   

	67
	70
	+4%

	Crumlin 

	55
	88
	+60%


Section 15 – Sale or Supply of Drugs January to December 2007

	

	2006
	2007
	% increase / decrease

	DMR South Division
	141
	245
	+49%

	Tallaght

	70
	146
	+108%

	Rathfarnham
	13
	17
	+31%

	Terenure   

	1
	8
	+700%

	Crumlin 

	15
	24
	+60%


Garda Siochana Act 2005 – Joint Policing Guidelines 17.6 

Report of Clondalkin Ballyfermot Rathcoole Lucan and Ronanstown Stations to the South Dublin County Joint Policing Committee on Friday 1st February 2008 – Supt Pat Clavin.

The following is compiled by way of general information, for the period under review, as per Regulation 17.6 in accordance with the headings specified in that regulation

Crime Statsitics Jan – Dec 2007 v Jan – Dec 2006

	
	2007
	2006
	Rate Diff
	Det 2007
	Det 2006

	Headline Crime
	3693
	3879
	-5%
	43%
	40%

	Non Headline
	18,781
	22,112
	-15%
	83%
	85%


The total reported Headline Crime figure is down by 5% and the detection rate is up by 3%.

The total reported Non Headline Crime figure is down by 15% and the detection rate is down by 2%.
	Station
	2007
	2006

	
	Committed
	Detected
	Det Rate
	Committed
	Detected
	Det Rate

	Clondalkin
	981
	369
	38%
	1068
	382
	36%

	Ballyfermot
	672
	276
	41%
	705
	281
	40%

	Rathcoole
	287
	91
	32%
	310
	86
	28%

	Lucan
	604
	250
	41%
	633
	188
	30%

	Ronanstown
	1149
	611
	53%
	1163
	617
	53%

	Totals
	3693
	1597
	43%
	3879
	1554
	40%


Headline Crime

	Station
	2007
	2006

	
	Committed
	Detected
	Det Rate
	Committed
	Detected
	Det Rate

	Clondalkin
	5287
	4322
	82%
	7061
	6154
	87%

	Ballyfermot
	3976
	3289
	83%
	4856
	4074
	84%

	Rathcoole
	731
	550
	75%
	1349
	1113
	83%

	Lucan
	5692
	5209
	92%
	5483
	4950
	90%

	Ronanstown
	3095
	2283
	74%
	3363
	2600
	77%

	Totals
	18,781
	15,653
	83%
	22,112
	18,891
	85%


Non Headline Crime

Strategies in place

· Operation Anvil – Patrols/ Checkpoints

· High Visibility Policing – Beats / Patrols

· Operation Encounter – To target anti-social behaviour, with extra Public Order Patrols at weekends.

· Operation Schilling – Targets Drug dealing in the area. 

· Operation Safe Passage – Combat damage to buses.

· Operation Goodnight- To combat public order offences in Ronanstown 

· Operation Ford- Targets thefts from MPV’s in Liffey Valley Shopping Centre

· Operation Monsoon – Targets drug dealing in the area. 

· Operation Landscape – Targets Drug dealing in the area. 

· Operation Field Day – Run by the Ballyfermot Drugs Unit to target gangs in large scale sale and supply of Heroin in the area.

There is a significant increase in the number of Searches being carried out on Premises with a warrant and under the Misuse of Drugs Act +89%.

There has been an increase in the number of vehicles being seized under Sec 41 RTA, up by 17%.  

Criminal Damage incidents are down by 10%.

Arrests for Public Order Incidents are up by 6%

93 Adult and 15 Juvenile ASBO notices have been issued.

Arrests for Drivers under the Influence have increased by 45%.  

A total of 35,054 incidents have been recorded on PULSE for Clondalkin/Ballyfermot/Rathcoole/Lucan/Ronanstown area for 2007. 

The main partnerships in Clondalkin/Ballyfermot/Rathcoole/Lucan/Ronanstown Sub Districts supporting Garda initiatives:

· Clondalkin Drugs Task Force

· Business Watch Scheme ( 1) in Clondalkin Village

· Garda Clinics (1), takes place in the Council Offices in Clondalkin village. 

· 3 Business watch Schemes in Rathcoole, (City West, Saggart and Newcastle-Lyons)

· Hospital Watch in Peamont Hospital

· RAPID promoting social inclusion in disadvantaged areas. 

· North Clondalkin Community Forum. Meeting held fortnightly to discuss local problems

· SDCC. Anti social units. Deals with individual and general anti social problems in North Clondalkin. 

· Local Drugs Task Force

· Business Watch Scheme ( 2) – Ballyfermot.

· Garda Clinics ( 1 ),  takes place in the Orchard Centre

· Hospital Watch Scheme in Cherry Orchard Hospital

There is 1 Sgt and 10 Gardai attached to the Community Police Unit in Clondalkin and 2 Gardai attached to the unit in Rathcoole. The unit in Clondalkin have 3 pedal cycles that are in regular use.  In Lucan there is 1 Sgt and 6 Gardai and 1 Sgt and 11 Gardai in Ronanstown. Ronanstown have 2 pedal cycles that are in regular use. There is 1 Sgt and 8 Gardai on the Community Police Unit in Ballyfermot. They have 2 pedal cycles that are in regular use.

CCTV cameras are currently being installed in 12 locations in the Clondalkin area, and will be in operation in the next month. These cameras will be monitored at Clondalkin station. The locations include Clondalkin Village, Bawnogue, Monastery Road, Ninth Lock Road, Woodford Shops, St Cuthbert’s and Greenpark.

There are CCTV cameras at 18 locations in the Ballyfermot, Palmerstown and Cherry Orchard areas being monitored at Ballyfermot Garda Station. A number of detections have been made as a result. These incidents include Dangerous Driving and Poss of Drugs. 

The Community Council in Rathcoole that the Gardai have regular contact with are looking into a CCTV option for Rathcoole village.

There is ongoing Garda involvement in the Clondalkin Safety Forum, meeting with Co Councillors, Dublin Bus, E.S.B and various elected representatives.

Gardai attend meetings and are in regular contact with the Clondalkin Travellers Development Committee. 

There was Garda involvement at meetings with the development committee for the new Community Centre in Knockmitten.

Inspector Frank Dunleavy is appointed as Ethnic Liaison Officer for the L and Inspector Pat O Sullivan in the Q District. Regular meetings take place with the various representatives of the Ethnic groups in the area.

It should be noted that in any reference to statistics, those statistics are provisional, operational, liable to change and some possibly re-classified with the introduction of Central Statistics Office reports.

Business Submitted

Question 1

Councillor Marie Corr, Labour Party, Tallaght South

What rationale has been used by the Garda authorities to conclude that an additional Garda station is not required in the Tallaght area? 

What is the current position with respect to the awarding of Divisional status to Tallaght?

What rationale has been used by the Garda authorities when advising the Dept of Justice on sufficient Garda resources for Tallaght?

Reply:

It is proposed to develop an upgraded Divisional status Garda station on the present site of Tallaght Garda Station.  This will include additional station facilities and office space.  

 

This station will then become the Divisional Headquarters for the DMR South Garda Division.

 

The office of public works is to provide a design lay out for proposed development to be ready by the end of 2007.  It is not known when this project will be finalised.

 

J. Manley Chief Superintendent 

Question 2

Councillor Marie Corr, Labour Party, Tallaght South

“To ask the Garda authorities to report on the progress of the CCTV scheme as agreed by this committee at its inaugural meeting in October last – to also outline delays in terms of the paperwork submitted to date and if there is a system to fast-track this much needed facility for the West Tallaght and North Clondalkin RAPID areas by the Garda Commissioner once all relevant paperwork and information has been provided, so that the communities affected who have a reasonable expectation that the scheme will be in place within a short timeframe will not have to suffer any further delays?”

Reply

On 9th January 2008 the Garda Commissioner gave his approval for Community CCTV Schemes in 

1. Killinarden, Tallaght 

2. Brookfield & Fettercairn, Tallaght

This approval has been forwarded to the promoter.  The commissioner has requested a letter from South Dublin County Council specifically undertaking to act as data controller for the Jobstown Estate Scheme in Tallaght.  On receipt of this letter it is understood that approval will be forthcoming for the Jobstown Scheme.

John Manley

Chief Superintendent

The Joint Policing Committee was set up for South Dublin County following selection and approval by the Department of Justice and within the national guidelines as set by the Department. The Committee held its inaugural meeting in October 2007 and the Community C.C.T.V. Projects for North Clondalkin, Jobstown, Killinarden and Brookfield/Fettercairn areas were unanimously approved by the Committee.

It was not possible to proceed with the Community CCTV schemes until a Joint Policing Committee for South Dublin County was established and formally approved the Community CCTV schemes.  In the meantime every effort was made to progress all the projects both in Tallaght and Clondalkin through the tender stage and ready for installation once the formal approval was sought of the Joint Policing Committee and the Garda Commissioner. The County Council did not in any way delay the formation and holding of the inaugural meeting of the Joint Policing Committee and made hasty arrangements to ensure the earliest possible presentation of the Community CCTV schemes by the promoters to facilitate an informed decision of the Committee.

 South Dublin County Council notes that there is a deficit that has arisen on the Capital Costs due to the deregulation of ESB – energy supply. The Council has been endeavoring through discussions with the Commission for Energy Regulations (C.E.R) to overcome the need for these additional costs and will continue to pursue these investigations and discussions in an attempt to achieve a resolution.  It is noted these deficits are in the total sum of €139,150 for the Tallaght Schemes.

Should the discussions with the C.E.R. and ESB not achieve the required resolution and/or compromise within the required timeframe to allow installation and drawdown of the funding approved and should funding for the deficits not be available the Council will on an interim basis provide the deficit funding required as a temporary solution.  This can only be done on an interim basis from within its Capital Programme and by a temporary adjustment to that Programme and the Council will continue to seek recoupment of any capital deficit which has been paid or drawn down to the promoters of the schemes.

The Council will commit to funding of any deficits arising on the operational costs to the Groups in respect of year 1 in the first instance and note that the operational costings for year 2 to year 5 are less certain as our efforts are continuing to establish, as discussed with the promoters, a Central Monitoring Centre for the CCTV schemes. Monitoring is being undertaken by TEC Security in year 1 as agreed.  The establishment of a Central Monitoring Centre for the Schemes should have a significant bearing on future operational costs of all schemes.  It is noted that the detailed costings for operational costs for the Tallaght Schemes in year 1 indicate a sum in the region of €16,500 to €17,000.The Council has expressed its ongoing commitment and support to the schemes and will continue to work with the project promoters towards the development of effective and professional Community CCTV Schemes. These commitments have been relayed to the promoters.

B. Coman South Dublin County Council

Question 3

Cllr. John Lahart, Fianna Fail, Terenure/Rathfarnham

To ask the Garda to timetable a typical working day and night in each of the Garda Stations in terms of:

i. Typical incidents and enquiries;

ii. Typical emergency situations that arise;

iii. Human resource issues that arise in terms of available man/womanpower;

iv. Predominant anti-social issues;

v. Predominant criminal activity;

vi. Conviction rate;

vii. And could the Garda include general details of human hours spent on incidents in terms of office hours and is there a general ratio of time to incident calculation.

Reply:

In reference to above please find attached document outlining the nature, amount and time frame for calls for assistance received by the Garda in Crumlin, Tallaght, Rathfarnham and Terenure Stations for the month of December 2008.  This is representative of the calls received by Garda in each of these stations on an ongoing basis.  As the figures show public order issues generally represent the majority of incidents that occur and are subsequently reported to the Gardai.

The amount of time spent dealing with any one issue will vary from one incident to another.  

Generally very serious crime incidents such as murders will require considerable human resources particularly during the first number of weeks i.e. a murder enquiry would be resourced by 30 / 40 Gardai in the first week or 10 days when the bulk of enquiries are carried out.  Such serious incidents often require the setting up of incidents rooms which are manned on a daily basis by experienced Garda.  The amount of time spend manning incident rooms will depend on the seriousness of the case.

When Gardai detect serious incidents they often are required to send a file to the Director of Public Prosecutions.  This necessitates the taking of statements from witnesses and other office work.  The amount of time spend will vary depending on the size of the investigation.   There is no general ration of time to incident evaluation. However, files are where possible completed during valley periods. 

There are a number of procedures in place whereby Gardai try to keep first time offenders out of the courts – i.e. 

Adult caution Scheme – This scheme aims to keep persons who have no previous convictions who are included in minor incidents; and who admit the offence out of the courts.

Juvenile Liaison Scheme - This scheme is administered to children and young persons who are involved in crime and have no court convictions.

In general when Gardai initiate prosecutions for most theft and larceny offences the culprit will appear in court 6 to 9 months later.  In more serious cases where a file has to be sent to the Director of Public Prosecutions it may be 12 months before an individual appears in court.

In murder cases where complex files have to be sent to the Director of Public Prosecutions it may be two years before an individual appears in court.  Once a person appears before the courts the date a prosecution is finalised is largely in the hands of the courts.

Specific conviction rates should be established from the Court Services.

John Manley

Chief Superintendent

Question 4

Pat Rabbitte T.D, Labour Party, Dublin South West Constituency

To ask the Garda Authorities to report on the provision of accommodation for Gardai at Tallaght, plans for the future in that regard and the length of time before new accommodation will be habitable." 

Reply:

It is proposed to develop an upgraded Divisional status Garda station on the present site of Tallaght Garda Station.  This will include additional station facilities and office space.  

 

This station will then become the Divisional Headquarters for the DMR South Garda Division.

 

The office of public works is to provide a design lay out for proposed development to be ready by the end of 2007.  It is not known when this project will be finalised.

 J. Manley Chief Superintendent

Question 5 

Pat Rabbitte T.D, Labour Party, Dublin South West Constituency
“That the Garda authorities be asked to report on the policing provision for West Tallaght; to describe the problems of policing the area; if it can be detailed in terms of Garda manpower allocated to the area; how many community Gardai covering which shifts are allocated to which areas; if Garda Diversion Programmes are engaged in locally; what is the assessment of the drugs problem in the area and how has that problem changed in recent years; if there are any plans to provide a local neighbourhood station in the area and if the Garda authorities will indicate how policing in the area might be improve”.

Reply:

Garda Manpower Allocated to the Area: 

West Tallaght consists of 4 parishes, namely, Killinarden, Fettercairn, Jobstown, and Brookfield/Fortunestown Parishes. All members attached to Tallaght Garda Station are proactive in policing West Tallaght. These members include the District Detective Unit, Drugs Unit, SRU, Regular Units and Community Policing Unit. Other patrols are carried out daily by the Crime Task Force, Anvil and Burglary Patrols, and Public Order Patrols. Public order, burglary, etc hotspots are nominated on a weekly basis and targeted accordingly. These patrols consist of mobile and foot patrols which are carried out in both uniform and plain clothes. In addition there are 6 mountain bicycles attached to Tallaght Garda Station which are used on a daily basis. These are utilised by members from Community Policing and the regular units. There are 3 Juvenile Liaison Officers allocated to West Tallaght, who work closely with all members in identifying children/families at risk, etc. 


Community Garda Numbers and Hours: 


There are 2 Sergeants and 22 Gardai assigned to Community Policing in Tallaght. There 
are 2 specific Gardai attached to each of the 4 parishes in West Tallaght. These members 
carry out their duties mainly on mountain bikes. These members liaise closely with the schools, businesses, Churches, Community Centres, and other community groups in the area. These members liaise closely with other members in the station and forward reports highlighting any concerns residents/groups in West Tallaght may have. These concerns are then tackled by all members. Community Gardai operate Garda Clinics in Fettercairn, Jobstown and Killinarden for 1 hour per week. These clinics are held in conjunction with the Anti Social Behaviour Unit in South Dublin County Council. 


Community Gardai work the following shifts: (l0am - 6pm) and (6pm — 2am). There are 2 units who work opposite each other, hence providing cover in each of the parishes on a regular basis. 


There are procedures in place to recruit 2 new members to the Community Policing Unit in Tallaght. 


Problems Encountered Policing the Area: 


The population of Tallaght has increased hugely in the last 6 years. There are a large number of ethnic minorities now residing in West Tallaght. They reside in private rented, council and support housing. Initiatives have been set up to liaise with ethnic groups in West Tallaght to increase liaison between An Garda Siochana and these groups. Links have been established with a number of ethnic groups. These links have been established through schools, residents associations, established ethnic community groups, etc. There is a lack of intelligence available in relation to some of these persons. There are sometimes language barriers encountered. Members of ethnic minority groups have been encouraged to report any racist incidents. 


A difficulty has been encountered establishing links with people originally from Eastern Europe; Lithuania, Poland, Russia, etc. These groups appear to be male dominated with few women and children here. They are harder to engage with. 


There appears to be an increase in the number of complaints in relation to anti-social behaviour in West Tallaght. There are concerns regarding the increased use of scramblers and mopeds in the green areas in West Tallaght by youths. This is widespread across the 4 parishes. Initiatives have been set up to combat same by utilising traffic motor bikes, an off-road and un-marked Garda motorcycle, mountain bikes and beat patrols. These initiatives have proved successful. However, whilst Gardai continuously seize these bikes, youths continue to replace them. It may be worth considering the establishment of a specific scrambler track in West Tallaght. This may discourage young people from the 
area from driving on public thoroughfares, and endangering and causing annoyance to others. 


Garda Youth Diversion Projects in the Area: 


There are 5 Garda Youth Diversion Projects in Tallaght, 4 of which are in West Tallaght: 


1. KEY Garda Youth Diversion Project, Killinarden; 
2. KEY Garda Youth Diversion Project, Fettercairn; 
3. JAY Garda Youth Diversion Project, Jobstown; 
4. Brookfield Garda Youth Diversion Project — Currently being established; 


These projects are co-ordinated by Tallaght Youth Service. The projects are targeting approximately 50 youths in each of the parishes between the ages of 14 and 18. The vast majority of these youths have come to Garda attention before. The Community Gardai and the JLO are on the referral committee for admitting youths to the GYDP. 


Drug Problems in West Tallaght and how it has changed in recent years: 


In line with other Districts in the country, Tallaght Drugs Unit have had an increase in seizures during 2007. These seizures included cannabis, cocaine, heroin, and crack cocaine. During 2007 563 seizures were made in Tallaght Sub-District for possession of Drugs for personal use. This represented an increase 66.5% on the 2006 figure of 338. Significantly in 2007 145 persons were apprehended for possession of Drugs for Sale and Supply in Tallaght Sub-District. This represents an increase of 107% on the 2006 figure of 70.

The total value of same came to approximately €6,257,718. Whilst these drugs were seized throughout the whole Sub District, a large quantity was seized in, or en route to, West Tallaght. Heroin, Cannabis and Cocaine are the most popular drugs in this area. 15 persons from West Tallaght were arrested during Operation Fossil in 2007. This was an Operation set up to capture street dealers. The Drug Unit work in unison with other members in the station in collating information, and carrying out searches under the Misuse of Drugs Act. 
The most prevalent change recently in relation to the Misuse of Drugs revolves around some ethnic minorities residing in Tallaght. Persons of ethnic origin are being arrested and charged with drugs offences. This is becoming more and more apparent. Efforts are being increased to cultivate information in relation to these individuals and their involvement in the sale and supply of controlled drugs.  There are currently procedures in place to recruit 2 new members to the Tallaght Drug Unit. 


Neighbourhood Station in the Area 


Regarding the provision of a Neighbourhood Station in West Tallaght, there arc no plans in the foreseeable future to have same established. The Garda Clinics are based in the local communities on a weekly basis. As stated previously there are 3 such clinics in Fettercairn, Jobstown, and Killinarden. A Garda Clinic was set up in the Old Brookfield Community Centre. This was on a trial basis with SDCC. Residents failed to utilise same and it has been cancelled until further notice. It is anticipated it will be set up again in the new Brookfield Community Centre once this is up and running. Consideration is also being given to setting up a Garda Clinic in the Drop-In Centre in Tallaght Village which is utilised by members of ethnic origin. 


How Policing in the West Tallaght might be improved: 


At present, Gardai at Tallaght liaise with a large number of outside agencies, including SDCC, the 2 Hospitals, the HSE, Home School Liaison Officers, Schools, Community Groups, Estate Management Groups, Dublin Bus, LUAS, etc. Inter-agency initiatives are being set up to assist in tackling anti social behaviour, drugs problems, youth crimes and other issues that affect the community. Representatives from West Tallaght are on the Dublin Bus Forum which meets on a monthly basis to discuss problems on Dublin bus. This forum is chaired by the Gardai. 


Community Gardai are proactive in linking in with the new residents in West Tallaght and have been endeavouring to set up Neighbourhood Watch Schemes in some of the areas. They have given talks to Focus Ireland residents who took up residence in Deerpark Estate. They have given talks to all new SDCC occupants in relation to their obligations regarding anti social behaviour. 


Policing in West Tallaght might be improved by; 


· Interagency initiatives need to be increased even further 

· Multi-agency approach to problems in communities


Tallaght CCTV Schemes 


In January 2008, 35 locations around Tallaght town centre have been identified for the location of a new CCTV scheme. This CCTV scheme will assist greatly in the prevention and detection of public disorder, theft and traffic offences in Tallaght village. These 
cameras will be monitored from a high-tech control room in Tallaght Garda Station. It is anticipated that this scheme will be operational in early 2008. A similar scheme in West Tallaght is anticipated in the future and will also assist greatly in the provision of a police service to residents of that area. 


John Manley

Chief Superintendent

Question 6

Alan Shatter, TD, Fine Gael, Dublin South Constituency

1.
That a report be furnished on the usage within the area administered by South Dublin County Council during 2007 of the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act 2006 relating to Anti- Social Behaviour orders by An Garda Siochana in respect of each Garda Station within this Council area as regards

a) Adults

b) Children

And more particularly that the following information be provided in respect of each

I. The number of written warnings issued demanding the specific anti-social behaviour cease

II. The number of children who have undertaken not to repeat anti social behaviour and have entered into a good behaviour contract at a meeting arranged with their parents present to consider their child’s conduct

III. The number of district court applications made seeking an ASBO and the number of such orders granted

2. That this Committee be furnished with the reported crime figures for the Rathfarnham, Ballyboden, Whitechurch and Knocklyon areas for the period the 1st January 2007 to the 31st December 2007 in respect of headline and non headline offences; the comparative rates for 2006 and the specific areas of crime covered and the detection rates for 2006 and 2007 be furnished with regard to the offences detailed 

Reply Question 1;

The following are the required figures on the provisions in the criminal Justice Act 2006 relating to Anti-Social Behaviour Orders by An Garda Siochana in respect of Tallaght, Rathfarnham, Crumlin and Terenure Stations for 2007.

(i) The number of written warnings issued demanding that specified anti-social behaviour cease:

Tallaght Garda Station

(a) Adults

33

(b) Children

23

Rathfarnham Garda Station

(a) Adults

2

(b) Children

7

Crumlin Garda Station

(a) Adults

2

(b) Children

0

Terenure Garda Station

(a) Adults

1


(b) Children

0

(ii) The number of children who have undertaken not to repeat anti-social behaviour and have entered into a “good behaviour contract” at a meeting arranged with their parents present to consider the child’s conduct:

Tallaght Garda Station

(a) Adults

n/a


(b) Children

0


Rathfarnham Garda Station

(a) Adults

n/a

 (b) Children

0

Crumlin Garda Station

(a) Adults

n/a

(b) Children

0

Terenure Garda Station

(a) Adults

n/a

(b) Children

0

(iii) The number of District Court application made seeking an ASBO and the number of such orders granted:

Tallaght Garda Station

(a) Adults

0


(b) Children

0


Rathfarnham Garda Station

(a) Adults

0

(b) Children

0

Crumlin Garda Station

(a) Adults

0

(b) Children

0

Terenure Garda Station

(a) Adults

0

(b) Children

0

*It should be noted that the anti-social behaviour legislation for children came into operation on 1st March 2007.

Reply Question 2:

The Rathfarnham, Ballyboden, Whitechurch and Knocklyon areas are all policed from Rathfarnham Garda station.

In 2007 there were 1,053 incidents of headline crime recorded in Rathfarnham Garda Sub-District.  This represents an increase of 1% on the 2006 figures.

The detection rate for headline crime was 23%.

During 2007 there were 2915 non-headline crime incidents recorded.  This represents a decrease of 5% on the figure for 2006.  

The detection rate for non-headline crime was 70%.

The main Headline offences include Assault, Theft, Burglary, Robbery and drugs.

I outline hereunder the crime figures for specific headline crimes for 2006 and 2007 and the relevant detection rates. 
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John Manley

Chief Superintendent

Meeting Dates for 2008 

The following dates were proposed by the secretariat to the JPC and agreed by the members. 

· Friday 1st February 2008 @ 3pm

· Friday 11th April 2008 @ 3pm

· Friday 20th June 2008 @ 3pm

· Friday 12th September 2008 @ 3pm

· Friday 21st November 2008 @ 3pm
Any other Business

Cllr Walsh asked the Gardai to outline what identification people should be looking out for from people who are calling to your home or collecting money in public places for charities. 

Superintendent E. Dolan stated that individuals must have identification and a permit from the Chief Superintendent 

Deputy Alan Shatter requested that the press should be circulated with a copy of the Agenda for the Joint Policing Committees in advance and encouraged to attend these very informative meetings.
Next meeting set for:

· Friday  11th April 2008 at 3.00 p.m. in County Hall, Tallaght

Signed: 
_____________________________ 

(Chairperson)

Date: 
 ______________________________  

Appendix 1

ESTATE MANAGEMENT
INTER –AGENCY WORKING
From anti to pro social behaviour - Case Management Approach
· Creating a cohesive approach across agencies

· In high incident areas working on enforcement across all disciplines within the Council

· Reporting Structure to enable a better picture to be visible

· Assessment of suitability for successful engagement in Family Support Initiatives
Current Practice
· Weekly attendance by Community Garda at Housing Clinics throughout the county (7)

· Monthly liaison group meetings attended by the Community Garda (3)

· Monthly Meeting with Tallaght Drug Squad 

· Quarterly meeting with Garda Inspectors & HSE

PHYSICAL BUILD ENVIRONMENT
· Identification of vulnerable anti social spots

· Garda liaison with Estate Officer in relation to erection of CCTV cameras

· Input by Garda Crime Prevention Unit into Design of New Estates
EDUCATION & TRAINING
· Community Garda attendance at Pre-Tenancy training courses (33 courses 2007) 

· Organisation of community events in partnership with the Estate Officers

COMMUNICATION PROTOCOL
· Garda checks – Pursuant to Sections 14 & 15 of Housing Miscellaneous Provisions Act 1997

· Attend Estate Management events
Garda Presence at Community Events/award ceremonies

LEGAL
· Support SDCC in dealing with anti-social behaviour from complaint through to court system 

· Helping with service of Notice to Quit pursuant to S 62 of the Housing Act l966 from complaint through demand for possession

· Garda representation in court
Participation in Consultation forum with Junior/ Senior Counsel and SDCC Law Dept.


OTHER
· Enforcement Projects (inter-departmental /inter-agency focussed approach to Estate Management 


COMMUNITY CONCERNS 
· Need to define legal responsibilities of Gardaí/SDCC for law enforcement in Council housing estates

· Improved response times from Gardaí required to effectively deal with Public Order/Criminal activity in Council housing estates

· Develop protocol for input by Garda Crime Prevention Officer into designing out anti-social blackspots in new housing estates

Completed Schemes
Balgaddy A

Best Housing Project 

Special Award Winner – Irish Architecture Awards 2004

WAY FORWARD -
· Develop protocol for formal exchange of information in relation to activities in Council estates.

· Develop protocol for exchange of copies of Court Orders e.g. Excluding  Orders, Barring Orders, ASBO’s, etc

· Develop safety protocols
WAY FORWARD – 
Traffic

· Develop protocol for reporting incidents of joyriding/illegal parking/burnt-out cars to SDCC

Public Order

· Develop protocol for breach of bye-laws in relation to drinking in public places

Ethnic & Cultural Diversity

· Develop protocol for reporting incidents of racism attacks
WAY FORWARD
· Community Engagement

· Greater Presence in the Community

· Better Community Response”
The report was NOTED.

(C/0191/08)  
REPORTS REQUESTED BY AREA COMMITTEES
It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.

(C/0192/08)
QUESTIONS 
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor T. McDermott and RESOLVED:

“That pursuant to Standing Order No. 13 (f) Questions numbered Q1 – Q8 be 
ADOPTED and APPROVED.” 
(C/0193/08)  GRAFFITI ON SERVICE BOXES
QUESTION: Councillor M. Ardagh 
To ask the Manager to contact Eircom, NTL and other telcos and ask them to remove graffiti from their boxes in the County? 
REPLY:
The Council's Environmental Services Dept has recently contacted each of the Utilities with a view to meeting with them and devising strategies to deal with this problem.

In general, where the Environmental Services Department is aware of specific instances of graffiti located on public utilities the organisation responsible is contacted and requested to remove the graffiti as soon as is practical.  If the reasonable timeframes for removal are not complied with, notices are served under the Litter Pollution Act, 1997 as amended, to enforce compliance with their responsibilities.  A case by case approach to instances of graffiti is used and it is not considered appropriate to contact companies in a general manner as suggested.  Instead, where specific problem locations are identified, they should be notified to the Environmental Services Department for local follow-up with organisations as appropriate.

(C/0194/08)  CLAMPING IN THE COUNTY
QUESTION: Councillor M. Ardagh 
To ask the Manager to state what the Council's policy is regarding the introduction of clamping in the county as it has been very effective in the City as a way of sorting out illegal parking problems.  These problems have now spread to the County, particularly at local shopping areas and other local car parks where motorists are using them for park and ride and causing great inconvenience to local residents who are unable to go about their daily lives?

REPLY:
During the introduction of controlled parking in SDCC, clamping was considered as a method of enforcement. However, it was not introduced as it was deemed unsuitable due to the acrimonious nature of this operation and the nature of the village centres in SDCC. 

Therefore, SDCC are currently satisfied with the current parking arrangements but our controlled parking policy is under constant review. It is acknowledged that there is a problem with a small minority of persistent offenders and as a result they will be targeted over the next few months. 

(C/0195/08) 
FINGER POST SIGNS
QUESTION: Councillor R. Dowds 
To ask the Manager what is the charge for making and erecting Finger Post signs for institutions such as Schools, Churches etc?

REPLY:  
The charges for such signs are as Follows :- 
Fingerpost Sign and Pole    €380.00 (incl. VAT)
Fingerpost Sign only            €330.00 (incl. VAT)
It should be noted, however, that each application form must be examined and assessed on it's suitability before approval can be granted. In this regard, each application must be accompanied by a map showing location of where sign(s) are requested, accompanied by a drawing showing requested layout and an Irish translation of wording. 
(C/0196/08) PLANNING APPLICATIONS
QUESTION: Councillor J. Hannon  
To ask the Manager to report on the approach taken by the Planning Dept to applications which seek to sub-divide or convert single occupancy dwellings into apartments ie facilitating multiple occupancy?

REPLY:
Standards for residential units are specified in the Development Plan, and include inter alia matters such as density, minimum bedroom sizes, private amenity space provision, and car parking. All residential units, either new-build or resulting from subdivision of existing buildings, must comply with these standards in order for planning permission to be granted.
(C/0197/08) 
LIFFEY VALLEY PARK

QUESTION: Councillor T. McDermott  
To ask the Manager for a comprehensive status report on the implementation of the Strategy for Liffey Valley Park as documented in the Strategy Document commissioned from ERM by the joint Local Authorities and OPW?

REPLY:
Liffey Valley Park
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 in the Plan 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”.  

‘Towards a Liffey Valley Park’ 
Environmental Resources Management Ireland (ERM) was commissioned by the Office of Public Works to conduct a study of the Liffey Valley, to prepare a Strategy for the delivery of a Liffey Valley Park and to create a management framework for the whole Liffey Valley. It was recognised that the surrounding areas in the vicinity had seen extensive population growth and that there was an urgent need to ensure that the valley could function and contribute to the recreational and green space facilities for the people of the wider area. 

The overall aims of the Strategy set out in ‘Towards a Liffey Valley Park’ were to: 

- to provide an integrated management framework for the Liffey Valley and

- to create a process towards the establishment of a Liffey Valley Park.

The Strategy states that the “document represents the first comprehensive strategy for the River Liffey and its adjacent lands…. This Strategy provides for a process that will lead to the delivery of a Liffey Valley Park. It represents a contribution to the policymaking process in relation to the management of the valley. As such it will help inform the local authorities responsible for the valley” (Foreword).

The geographic area of the Strategy extends from Ballymore Eustace in South Kildare to Islandbridge in Dublin City. However, in terms of a priority area the Strategy states that in the first instance actions to create the Liffey Valley Park should concentrate on the area between Islandbridge in Dublin City and Celbridge in County Kildare. 

The Strategy recognises the need to create new opportunities for the enhancement of the river valley. Thus “whilst the overarching objective is to maintain the integrity of the Liffey Valley and provide essential recreational space for the wider region, sensitively designed and appropriate development in certain areas will provide a means to bring further areas into public ownership and financial resources to the ongoing running of the Park” 

The Strategy presents a Vision for the Liffey Valley as a corridor and also sets a series of objectives to realise the Vision through building up the public parks and spaces in the Liffey Valley. It proposes this through a series of identified actions and priorities. 

The Vision is founded on seven objectives;

1. Establishing a launch programme for the strategy centered on the delivery of ‘flagship projects’;

2. Bringing planning and related policy together for the purpose of directing the development and management of the Liffey Valley;

3. Engaging the local and wider community and promoting the Liffey Valley as a site for recreation, education and the enjoyment of the environment for all;

4. Supporting sustainable economic activity and development that is sympathetic to the character of the Liffey Valley;

5. Ensuring the River is accessible through the public parks and spaces along the maximum extent of the Liffey Valley Park;

6. Protecting, conserving and enhancing the natural resources of the Liffey Valley in the interests of maintaining a diverse biodiversity and for the benefit of future generations; and 

7. Ensuring the preservation, enhancement and continued use of the Liffey Valley’s cultural heritage assets. 

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. 

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 regarding St. Edmundsbury/Woodville
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.

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

An opportunity existed under the proposal, in line with the OPW Strategy set out in ‘Towards a Liffey Valley Park’,to acquire a substantial area of riverside land at Lucan, (including all of the lands included in the Special Area Amenity Order in Ballymore’s ownership)  together with additional open space lands being transferred, free of charge, to the Council as part of the proposal submitted to the Affordable Homes Partnership., in return for facilitating a residential development on a portion of the Ballymore lands. 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 these lands for the foreseeable future. There was no proposal by the State to acquire the lands. In these circumstances it was advised to the Members  that the opportunity to bring the greater part of this land into public ownership at no cost to the Council should be explored fully.

At its meeting on 10th March 2008 it was resolved by Council that 
“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.”

On 4th April 2008 John O’Connor CEO of the Affordable Homes Partnership wrote to the Council informing it that Ballymore had indicated to the AHP that it had withdrawn its proposals regarding St. Edmondsbury/Woodville.  Accordingly the AHP recommendation to the Council to initiate a variation of the Development Plan was withdrawn.

(C/0198/08) DUBLIN HILLS
QUESTION: Councillor T. McDermott  
To ask the Manager for a comprehensive report on the progress to date on developing a strategy for the Dublin Hills in conjunction with Dun Laoghaire / Rathdown County Council, Coilte and other parties and will he make a statement on the matter?

REPLY:
In 2006, a project Steering Group comprising representatives from South Dublin County Council , Dun Laoghaire Rathdown County Council, Coillte Teoranta, National Parks and Wildlife Service and the Dublin Mountains Initiative (a voluntary group representing recreational users of the Dublin Mountains area) was established to consider, coordinate and oversee the preparation of a 10 year Strategic Plan for the development of outdoor recreation in the Dublin Mountains area.   

The overall objective was to develop an integrated outdoor recreation plan for the area, linking existing and potential outdoor recreation components – in particular forests and other public or state owned lands with recreational potential, and including access routes - with the ultimate aim of improving the recreational experience for users of the Dublin Mountains, whilst recognising the objectives and constraints of the various landowners.   Consultants were engaged to prepare a Strategic Plan under the guidance of the Steering Group.   This Strategic Plan has recently been completed by the consultants.   

A key conclusion of the Consultants Report was that public owned land with recreational potential in the Dublin Mountains needs to be managed as an integrated entity and would, therefore, require a representative management structure with shared commitment.   To address this important issue, the report recommended the establishment of a Dublin Mountains Partnership.   The Steering Group are currently considering the implications of this recommendation and options for its implementation.   It is likely that this will be finalised shortly, and a full report on the matter along with the Strategic Plan, and an implementation strategy will be brought to the Members in the near future.

(C/0199/08) M50 UPGRADE
QUESTION: Councillor G. O'Connell  
To ask the Manager for a report on the M50 upgrade, specifically:

1. The results of all noise monitoring from the start of the work to end of March 2008.

2. If the solid barrier on the median was factored in at the design phase, given that the EU Regulation only came in about the same time, and if the Manager can verify that this low barrier does not deflect noise across the other carriageway over the boundary barrier and onto receptors i.e. homes.

3. Why are wooden barriers now used so extensively along the M50 when the City Council recently banned wood as a form of cladding and is the Manager aware that the fire brigade had to be called twice recently to deal with fires close to the wooden barriers?

4. Who is responsible for removing graffiti from the barriers along the M50 and why has the graffiti been allowed to remain so long on this new surface? 

REPLY:
1.The results of all noise monitoring carried out is available on request from the Project Resident Engineer at the Liffey Valley site office. Given the volume of information available along the entire scheme advance notice for particular areas is required.   

2. The Council's Consulting Engineers have indicated that the median noise barrier has no effect on noise transmission to residences and deflection off or reflection from the barriers is of little significance and is not such as to effect the EIS limits . There is no noise regulation relating to traffic noise in force at this time. The noise assessment was carried out on the basis of the NRA guidlines extant at the time and the noise barrier provided on the carriageway edge meets the required noise reduction levels.

3. Wooden barrier are acceptable as a noise barrier provided that they meet the noise reduction criteria required as part of the EIS assessment. There is no ban on this type of noise barrier in South Dublin County and the Bord Pleanala inspector encouraged the use of timber barriers as they integrated better with the general landscape.

4. The graffiti removal is a maintenance issue which is currently the responsiblity of this Council and will be addressed as soon as practicable by the contractor. This responsibility will transfer to the PPP consortium as soon as the final snagging is complete which is estimated in approximately 3 months time.

(C/0200/08)  GREATER DUBLIN STRATEGIC DRAINAGE STUDY
QUESTION: Councillor E. Tuffy 
To ask the Manager to give an update on the Council's role in relation to the Greater Dublin Strategic Study, any review of the study and if there are plans to review this study at Council level?

REPLY:
The Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage Study (GDSDS) was commissioned in 2001 by the seven Local Authorities in the Greater Dublin area viz. Dublin City, Fingal,South Dublin, Dunlaoghaire Rathdown and the adjacent catchments of Counties Meath, Kildare and Wicklow. 

The purpose of the Study was to carry out a strategic analysis of the existing foul and surface water systems in the Local Authority areas concerned and to prepare a drainage strategy for future waste water loads in the Greater Dublin Area up to 2031.  

Fingal County Council is the lead Authority for the Study.  South Dublin County Council is represented on the Steering Group by the Director of Environmental Services and by a Senior Engineer. The final Strategy report was completed in April 2005and was presented at the meeting of the Council’s Environment Strategic Policy Committee in September 2005.  

Following completion of the study, certain of its recommendations have been advanced such as policies for practices in key areas eg. new developments, environmental management, inflow/infiltration etc.

In November 2006, it was decided to undertake a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the Strategy. The purpose of the SEA was to identify the likely significant effects of the GDSDS Strategy and to recommend amendments as required. Fingal County Council commissioned the SEA with the agreement of the other Local Authorities involved. South Dublin County Council made a written submission to the SEA at the consultation phase.

The final Environmental Report for the SEA of the Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage Study Strategy has now been prepared. The report is being presented to a joint meeting of the Environment SPCs of the Local Authorities involved on the 7th May next and will also be presented at a forthcoming meeting of this Council.

(C/0201/08) 
PROPOSED VARIATION OF COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLAN - WOODTOWN MANOR STOCKING LANE, RATHFARNHAM TO PERMIT RETIRMENT HOMES COMPLEX
The following reports 
· Manager’s report, 
· Manager’s Supplementary Report, 
· Briefing slide presentation, 
· Woodtown Manor site map

all of which had been circulated, were presented by Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Planning and were CONSIDERED: 
“The following report was considered by the members at the April Monthly Meeting held on 14th April 2008, at which it was agreed to defer the item pending full briefing of the members of SDCC on the proposed development.   A briefing session has now been arranged and is scheduled for 6th May 2008.
"PROPOSED VARIATION OF COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLAN - WOODTOWN MANOR STOCKING LANE, RATHFARNHAM TO PERMIT RETIRMENT HOMES COMPLEX
The following report was noted at the Tallaght Area Committee on 31st March 2008.
“Introduction
The owners of Woodtown Manor House and its surrounding holding have requested an opportunity to give a briefing to Members on the above proposal.  The owners propose to develop a retirement home scheme on part of the lands in and around the Woodtown Manor House.  It is envisaged that the retirement village complex would consist of some 100 units.

Woodtown Manor House is part of an overall holding of some 52 hectares.  It is proposed to develop approximately 7.6 hectares of this land in the immediate vicinity of the House for the retirement homes complex.  The site is located to the north of the Kilakee Road and to the south of lands currently being developed as part of the Ballycullen-Oldcourt Action Area Plan.

The site on which it is proposed to develop the retirement homes scheme is located within an area zoned ‘B’ in the County Development Plan 2004-2010 in relation to which it is an objective - ‘To protect and improve rural amenity and to provide for the development of agriculture’.  

A Specific Local Objective (SLO 116) is contained in the Development Plan relating to the Woodtown Manor site.  

SLO 116 states as follows:

“Facilitate a hotel development and associated leisure uses at the existing Woodtown Manor House, Stocking Lane, Rathfarnham subject to:
Ø       Due consideration being given to ensuring the conservation of historic, architectural and archaeological features of existing buildings and site.
Ø       The agreed principle of prohibiting clusters of development above the 120 metre contour being strictly observed and
Ø       That any grant of permission to develop the hotel and leisure element of the site include a provision for the adequate upgrading of Stocking Lane to meet the requirements of the extra traffic generated by such development.”

Woodtown Manor House is on the Council’s Record of Protected Structures (RPS ref. 363).  

Recent Planning History
Planning permission was granted by An Bord Pleanala for a hotel on the site on 20th January, 2004.  The planning application was described thus - 

“Hotel development comprising 120 bedrooms over three-storeys including conference, leisure, ancillary hotel facilities and associated car parking, change of use of Woodtown Manor (a protected structure) from residential to hotel use including the conversion of the stable buildings to hotel apartment use (six number suites), demolition of single storey semi-derelict outbuildings, and a temporary wastewater treatment plan, as revised by public notices received by the planning authority on the 3rd day of June, 2003 to provide for the partial removal of a three-storey block involving the removal of 22 number bedrooms, the retention of single storey semi-derelict outbuildings and the subsequent movement of the surrounding development 14 metres approximately from the protected structure in a south-east direction; the reconfiguration of the car parking layout including the movement of 116 number spaces to the rear (east) of the hotel, the reduction of the  number of car parking spaces from 350 to 328, all at Woodtown Manor, Woodtown, Stocking Lanes, Rathfarnham, Dublin”.  

It has been stated by the developers that despite several efforts they been unable to interest any hotel operator in the permitted hotel project as the market is well catered for.  Accordingly the alternative proposal for the retirement homes development is being proposed.

Proposed Development  
Briefly the retirement homes development would include – 

· Restore and re-use the protected Woodtown Manor House.  Within the House it is proposed to develop a public restaurant and also include facilities for doctor, nurse, private dining room, within an area of landscaped grounds etc.  It is also proposed to restore the courtyard and walled garden area. 

· Develop a health and wellbeing and fitness suite including a swimming pool – this would be open to the public 

· Homes would be restricted to persons over 55 years of age and be suitable for disabled residents 

· The 100 homes would range in scale from 1 to 3 storeys in height. 

· Nursing and specialist medical care would be for residents 

· The new complex is stated to be smaller in scale and would be less intrusive than the previously permitted hotel development 

· The new complex is stated to require less car parking and would involve less tree felling than the hotel development 

· Given that the homes would be restricted to persons over 55 years of age a Deed of Covenant under Section 47 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 would be entered into with the Council regarding this.  The landowner has agreed to this. The Deed would regulate and control the use of the land to a retirement complex with continuity of medical and other support services and each residential unit within it to the qualification of user.  

· Provide a public right of way through the grounds so that residents in the vicinity can cross the lands and access the uplands in the vicinity.

County Development Plan 2004-2010
Given that - 

· the lands on which it is proposed to develop the retirement homes scheme are zoned ‘B’ in the County Development Plan 2004-2010 where it is an objective - ‘To protect and improve rural amenity and to provide for the development of agriculture’ 

· the existing Specific Local Objective (SLO 116) is related to facilitating a hotel development and associated leisure uses at Woodtown Manor House.  The proposed retirement homes scheme would not be in accordance with the SLO 

· the proposal would require a new Specific Local Objective; replacing the existing SLO with one which would facilitate the provision of the retirement homes complex 

the development of the proposed 100 homes scheme would therefore necessitate the making of a Variation of the Development Plan.

Proposed Variation
A Proposed Variation would involve - 

a)  the deletion of the existing Specific Local Objective (SLO 116) in the Development Plan and 

b)  its replacement with a new SLO along the following lines: 

“Facilitate a retirement homes scheme at the existing Woodtown Manor House, Stocking Lane, Rathfarnham subject to:
Ø       Due consideration being given to ensuring the conservation of historic, architectural and archaeological features of existing buildings and site
Ø       The development of a maximum of 100 retirement homes 
Ø       The homes being restricted to persons over 55 years of age and being suitable for disabled residents 
Ø       The completion of a Deed of Covenant under Section 47 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) with the Council regarding the regulation and control of the use of the land to a retirement complex with continuity of medical and other support services and each residential unit within it to the qualification of user 
Ø       Certain identified facilities in the scheme being made available for general public use including the restaurant and leisure facilities 
Ø       The provision and maintenance of a public right of way through the lands of Woodtown Manor House (and agreed in a Section 47 Agreement) so that the general public can cross the lands and access the uplands in the vicinity and
Ø       The inclusion in any grant of permission to develop the retirement homes scheme of appropriate provision(s) for the adequate upgrading of Stocking Lane to meet the requirements of the extra traffic generated by such development.”
Ø       The inclusion in any grant of permission of a condition requiring the allocation of 10% of the residential units provided, to persons over the age of 55 years who would otherwise qualify for social / affordable housing under Part 5 of the Planning Acts 2000 – 2006 – such allocations to be made preferably by an approved housing association.”

END OF COMMITTEE REPORT
The Committee recommended that the applicant be informed of the members requirement that 15% of Social/Affordable Residential units be provided, before the report came before the Council.

The applicant has confirmed in writing his acceptance of this requirement.

Accordingly it is recommended to the Council that the statutory procedure for the making of a variation to the County Development Plan be initiated on this basis".”
Supplementary Report in respect of Proposed Variation of County Development Plan at Woodtown Manor to permit Retirement Homes Complex
“Introduction
As requested, at the April Meeting of Council, a briefing on the above proposed Variation to which all Members were invited, took place on Tuesday 6th May, 2008 in the Council Chamber.  Member’s questions were answered, with a commitment to supply further information to the Council on a number of specific issues as follows:

Details of Units – Floor Areas and Lift facilities.
96 of the proposed 100 homes will be 2 bedroom units.  The floor area of the 2 bed units will range in size from 84 m2 (900 sq.ft.) to 112m2 (1,200 sq. ft.)  The four 1 bed units will be 52m2 (560 sq. ft.) in floor area.   

The applicant has confirmed that all units above ground level will be accessible via wheelchair accessible motorised passenger lift and that six duplex units will be fitted out with motorised chair/stair lifts.  It is stated that the entire development will be designed to ensure that it is fully wheelchair accessible.

Protected Structure
The owners of Woodtown Manor, a Protected Structure, requested a Section 5 Declaration under the Planning and Development Act, 2000.   A Section 5 Declaration for essential repairs and maintenance to Woodtown Manor was approved by the Conservation Officer and was issued to the owners on 30th July 2007.   The building had fallen into a bad state of repair and the remedial works applied for under the Declaration were considered to be vital for the upkeep and safety of the structure.   A full schedule of works and method statement were submitted by Carrig Building Fabric Consultants with the application for the Declaration.   It should be noted that internal works consisted of minimal repair works and the removal of a modern interventions (i.e. kitchen and bathroom suite).  

The works commenced in November 2007 and were to be completed by the end of March 2008.  The Conservation Officer received a report giving an update of the Section 5 on 1st February 2008.  Photographs were provided showing that the works were progressing and that these works were being carried out to a high conservation standard.  The Conservation Officer received a letter from Carrig on 25th March 2008 stating that all works submitted in their application document have now been completed.   A summary was provided in this, giving details of the works that have been completed in compliance with the Section 5 Declaration. 

As illustrated in the Briefing on May 6th external restoration to wall facades, roof, chimneys, windows and doors have all been reinstated and restored to Woodtown Manor House and the house rendered weatherproof.  Basic maintenance has been carried out to secure the interior and its features.  Significant additional works would be required in the interior of the House to restore original plasterwork, doors, ceilings and floors to their original decorative condition.

In order to secure the property against deterioration due to vandalism, the applicant has in place full time security resident on the property.  

Right of Way
The site plans indicate the proposed route of the public right of way, allowing public access through the applicant’s lands and connecting to the Killakee Road, utilising the existing access way immediately adjacent to No. 1 Woodtown Cottages.

Operator of Retirement Complex:
The applicant has stated in his submission that “Audley Life will operate and manage the Retirement Home Complex”.

Audley Life contact details are as follows:

Audley

Swan Court

Watermans Business Park

Kingsbury Crescent, Staines

Middlesex TW183BA

United Kingdom

www.audleylife.co.uk
Audley operate a number of retirement community schemes similar to that proposed throughout the UK such as the following:

·         Clevedon Hall, Ilkley 

·         Mote House, Maidstone

·         Inglewood, Kintbury

·         St. Elphins Park, Darley Dale

Continued use of the complex as a retirement village is provided in a legal agreement already executed by the applicant undertaking to enter an agreement pursuant to Section 47 of the Planning & Development Act 2000 which will be registered on the title to the lands and notified to each purchaser and subsequent purchaser.”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors T. McDermott, M. Daly, J. Lahart, J. Daly, E. Walsh, J. Hannon, C. Keane, P. Cosgrave, C. King, C. Jones, M. Ardagh and M. Murphy.

Mr. T. Doherty responded to the Members’ queries.

Following discussion it was proposed by Councillor P. Cosgrave, seconded by Councillor E. Maloney to reject the Manger’s report and RESOLVED UNANIMOUSLY as follows

“ that the statutory procedure for the making of a variation to the County Development Plan not be initiated in respect of Woodtown Manor Stocking Lane, Rathfarnham to permit proposed Retirement Homes Complex.”

(C/0202/08) 
PROPOSED VARIATION OF SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2004-2010, 'GOLF VILLAGE' FORTUNESTOWN LANE, SAGGART (VARIATION NO. 5)
The following reports 

· Manager’s report, 
· Manager’s Supplementary Report on Legal Opinion , 
· Variation map

all of which were circulated were presented by Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Planning, with particular reference to the Legal Opinion obtained from John P. Trainor, Senior Counsel in relation to the proposed Variation.    Mr. Doherty  emphasised the Manager’s recommendation to the Members that the proposed Variation not be made.
“The Manager's Report in relation to Proposed Variation No. 5 set out below was circulated to the Members on the 23rd April, 2008 and was NOTED at the Tallaght Area Committee (2) on 28th April, 2008.  
REPORT:
Proposed Variation of South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 – 2010 

‘Golf Village’, Fortunestown Lane, Saggart, (Variation No.5) 

Manager’s Report on Submissions and Observations

Introduction
The proposed Variation of South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 – 2010 arises from a Motion passed without debate at a meeting of the Tallaght Area Committee on 26th November 2007 as follows;

That this Committee calls on the Manager with regard to the fact that the extension of the LUAS to Garter Lane is a substantial public transport gain, it is proposed that a variation procedure be initiated to provide for the re-zoning as follows:
That the Golf Village development at Fortunestown Lane be zoned to permit planning applications to increase Class 1 retail space by way of mezzanine floors, change of use Class 2 and 4 to Class 1, the reduction of restaurant areas and other minor adjustments - Plot M on Map.
These changes will not alter the already approved footprint of the buildings
Following on from this motion the Members decided to initiate a Variation of the County Development Plan at the Council meeting held on January 14th 2008.  At the meeting of the Council on 10th December 2007 the Manager had advised the Members against the initiation of such a Variation (see Appendix 1).

The proposed Variation was published as follows;

Development Plan Maps

“Amend Development Plan Map No. 3 and rezone the area as shown on the attached map from zoning Objective ‘GB’ “To preserve a ‘Green Belt’ between development areas” to Objective ‘LC’ “To protect, provide for and/or improve ‘Local Centre’ facilities.”

Written Statement

Insert a new Specific Local Objective No. 125 – Golf Village, Fortunestown Lane, Saggart.

“It is an objective of the Council to facilitate;
a)       An increase in Class 1 retail space by way of mezzanine floors
b)      Change of use from Class 2 and 4 uses to Class1 retail  use
c)       The reduction in  size of permitted restaurant areas
d)       Other minor adjustments to the buildings known as the “Golf Village”, Fortunestown Lane
and ensure that these future developments do not alter the footprint of these buildings as permitted under Register Reference S02A/0096.”
The reason for the Variation would be to allow future retail development in the buildings known as the ‘Golf Village’ in accordance with (a) to (d) above in the buildings on site.

Strategic Environmental Assessment
In complying with the Planning and Development (Strategic Environmental Assessment) Regulations, 2004, South Dublin County Council has determined that a Strategic Environmental Assessment is not required in relation to the proposed Variation.

Procedure
In accordance with Section 13(4)(a) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) the Manager of a Planning Authority shall prepare a report on any submissions or observations received and shall submit the report to the Members for their consideration.  The report shall 

· List the persons or bodies who made submissions or observations. 

· Summarise the issues raised by the persons or bodies in the submissions. 

· Give the response of the Manager to the issues raised, taking account of the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

In accordance with Section 13(6)(a) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) the Members having considered the proposed Variation and the Manager’s Report may make the Variation with or without modifications or they may refuse to make it.  

Public Notification and Submissions

The proposed Variation of the County Development Plan 2004 – 2010 (Variation No. 5) ‘Golf Village’, Fortunestown Lane was advertised on 29th February 2008.  Written submissions/observations on the proposed Variation were invited from interested parties.  

The submission period closed on Friday 28th March 2008.  

Six acknowledgements and three submissions were received.  The six acknowledgements were received from – An Bord Pleanala, the Midland Regional Authority, Department of Community, Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs, Department of Enterprise, Trade and Employment, Department of Communications, Energy and Natural Resources and Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food.  

One of the submissions – that from Place Investments Ltd. - comprised of three separate pieces of correspondence.  One of the submissions was received after the closing date.   A list of the submissions received is set out in Table 1 below;

Table 1: Submissions received

	Ref No.
	Submitter
	Contact Name

	Var5/01A
	Place Investments Limited
	Hugh Lynn

	Var5/01B
	Fenton Simons Associates
	Shay Fenton

	Var5/01C
	Savills Hamilton Osborne King
	Savills Hamilton Osborne King

	Var5/02
	South Dublin Conservation Society
	Padraig MacOitir

	Late submissions
	 
	 

	Var5/03
	An Taisce
	Ian Lumley


Summary of submissions

Table 2 below summarises the issues raised in the submissions and outlines the Manager’s response to the issues raised.

Table 2 – Summary of Submissions and Manager’s Response.

	Ref No.
	Summary of Submissions
	Response

	Var5/01A
	Place Investments Limited objects to the proposed Variation on the following grounds;  
	 

	 
	·   The District Centre Citywest Shopping Centre is located 750 metres from the site of the proposed Variation.  20,000 sq. ft is still available for letting in the shopping centre.   
	·   It is noted that the Shopping Centre on the lands zoned District Centre in the County Development Plan still has vacant units.  However it is also noted that this centre only commenced trading in September 2007.    

	 
	·   Place Investments state that this shopping centre came about as a direct result of a request by the then Director of Planning.
	·   It is somewhat simplistic to state that the planning application for the shopping centre came about as a direct result of a request by the then Director of Planning. ·   However it is true to say that the development was encouraged by the Council having regard to long established Council policy in relation to the need for facilities in the West Tallaght/Saggart area and especially to meet the lack of retailing services in the area.  ·   The need for additional retailing was also identified by the West Tallaght Study published in June 2003 and subsequently the County Development Plan acknowledged the need and zoned the lands as ‘District Centre’.  

	 
	·   Argues that the ‘Golf Village’ will have a retail element of 40,000 sq ft.  
	·   If the Variation is made the ‘Golf Village’ could potentially have 3,764m2 (40,000 sq ft) retail space although this increase would be subject to a planning application.  

	 
	·   Argues that there could be 3 supermarkets within a 1 kilometre radius.  
	·      If the proposed variation is made an application for a supermarket could be lodged.

	 
	·   Class 1 retailing as proposed for the ‘Golf Village’ would allow for supermarket of 37,000 sq ft in the ‘Golf Village’.    
	·   It is unlikely that the Planning Authority would permit a super market of 3,500m2 (37,000 sq ft) in a Local Centre.  A food store of circa 1,500m2 would usually be the maximum size of a food store permitted in a Local Centre.  

	 
	·   Vitality of existing retail in Saggart village will be undermined.    
	·   The retail hierarchy in the County is a fundamental part of the Council’s settlement strategy.  This in turn accords with the higher level strategies of the Regional Planning Guidelines and the National Spatial Strategy.  The retail function of defined centres in the County Development Plan is crucial to the successful operation of this settlement strategy.  It is likely that the proposed Variation would undermine the vitality of Saggart village in that a considerable amount of retail space has been recently permitted in the village and would also undermine the settlement strategy of the county.  

	 
	·   Staff jobs in Citywest Shopping Centre would be at risk.  
	·   It is noted that jobs in the Citywest Shopping Centre may be affected.  

	 
	·   The Variation will result in oversupply in one retail catchment area.     
	·   It is noted that no information has been provided by the owners/occupiers of the ‘Golf Village’ as to the impact of the proposed Variation on the existing retail hierarchy in the area.  The proposed variation will undermine the retail strategy for the county which in turn undermines the settlement strategy for the county.  

	 
	·   The ‘Golf Village’ already has 13,000 sq feet Class 1 retail space which would accommodate local shops.  
	·   It is agreed that the existing ‘Golf Village’ has 1,190m2 (12,809 sq ft) of Class 1 retail space which would accommodate local shops to meet local demand.  

	 
	·   Retail market has weakened.  
	·   Claims that the retail market has weakened are noted.  


	Var5/01B
	Fenton Simons Planning Consultants on behalf of Place Investments object to the Variation on the following grounds;  
	 

	 
	·   All of the units in the Citywest Shopping Centre are not occupied yet. The Variation would result in surplus retail space in the area.   
	·      The Variation may result in surplus retail space in the area however a Retail Impact Statement would be required to assess this in detail.  The proposed Variation will undermine the retail strategy for the county which would in turn undermine the settlement strategy for the county.  

	 
	·   Provision of retail space at this location will contravene the Retail Planning Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area.  
	·   It is considered that the proposed Variation, if made, would result in a retail hierarchy not in accordance with the Retail Planning Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area .   

	 
	·   The Variation would affect the viability of Citywest District Centre and of Saggart.  
	·      It is agreed that the proposed Variation would affect vitality and viability of Citywest District Centre and Saggart village and will undermine the retail strategy for the county which in turn undermines the settlement strategy for the county.  

	 
	·   Variation is not in accordance with sequential approach to the location of retail development.    
	·      It is agreed that the Variation is not in accordance with the sequential approach to the location of retail development whereby “alternative out of centre sites should only be considered only where it can be demonstrated that there are no town centre or edge of centre sites which are suitable, viable and available”. (Retail Planning, Guidelines for Planning Authorities, 2005 para, 59).  Saggart is the Local Centre and Citywest Shopping Centre is the District Centre in accordance with the retail hierarchy as set out in the County Development Plan. Further retail development at the ‘Golf Village’ would not be in accordance with the County Development Plan or the Retail Planning, Guidelines for Planning Authorities  

	 
	·   A1 lands to the north of the Variation lands will be served by existing facilities.  
	·   It is agreed that the A1 zoned lands to the north can be served by existing and developing Local Centre facilities in Saggart Village and District Centre facilities at Citywest District Centre.  In addition local shops could be provided in the 1,190m2 of Class 1 retail space which has already been permitted in the ‘Golf Village’.  

	 
	·   Variation will also allow an increase in retail space by way of mezzanine floors.  
	·   The proposed Variation would allow for this possibility.  


	Var5/01C
	·   Savills Hamilton Osborne King in a letter to Davy Hickey Properties state that further retail development in the Citywest vicinity would undermine the viability of Citywest Shopping Centre.  
	·   It is considered that further retail development as proposed in the Variation would undermine the viability and vitality of the existing District Centre and will undermine the retail strategy for the county which in turn undermines the settlement strategy for the county.  


	Var5/02
	The South Dublin Conservation Society objects to the Variation on the following grounds
	 

	 
	·   Designation of a Local Centre in a ‘Green Belt’ would be inappropriate.  
	·   The Variation proposes to rezone the footprint of existing buildings in the ‘Green Belt’ to Local Centre.  

	 
	·   Any Local Centre should be in the region of the proposed LUAS stop at Saggart  
	·   The Golf Village is located adjacent to the proposed Saggart LUAS stop

	 
	·   A Local Centre should serve a permanent residential population and not a transient population  
	·   A  Local Centre should serve a local population catchment.      

	 
	·   Concern over possible future high density development if the ‘Golf Village’ became a Local Centre.  
	·   Proposed Variation relates to the footprint of the existing ‘Golf Village’ and not the remaining ‘Green Belt’.


	Late submission
	 
	 

	Var5/03
	An Taisce.
	No observations – late submission  


It is noted that of the 2 submissions received within the legal time frame both were objections.   

There were no submissions in favour of the proposed Variation.  

The existing owners/occupiers of the ‘Golf Village’ have made no submission with supporting documentation outlining how the proposed Variation would be in accordance with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

Assessment and Impact of Proposed Variation 

Strategy
The retail hierarchy of the County is a fundamental part of the Council’s overall settlement strategy (as identified in the County Development Plan).  This strategy has had regard to the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area and to the National Spatial Strategy.  Decisions are made in the County based on the strategy as outlined in the Development Plan.

A ‘District Centre’ (DC) is zoned in the County Development Plan 2004-2010 at the junction of Fortunestown Lane and the N82 approximately 700 metres from the ‘Golf Village’.  

Policy S 7 of the County Development Plan specifically refers to facilitating the development of this new District Centre.  The Plan states that - 

“It is the policy of the Council to maintain and strengthen the existing Level 3 District Centre in the County and to designate and facilitate the development of new Level 3 District Retail Centres of an appropriate scale at Adamstown and Verschoyle/Carrigmore to serve new neighbourhood and employment centres in the vicinity.”
This District Centre at Verchoyle/Carrigmore commenced trading in September 2007 as Citywest Shopping Centre and together with the Local Centre at Saggart village will serve the area.  The Citywest Shopping Centre has some 9,800m2 of permitted retail space of which approximately 18% is vacant.  

The existing Local Centre of Saggart Village, also zoned in the Development Plan, has circa 3,660m2 of permitted and existing retail floorspace.  Approximately 

	Location
	Floorspace - permitted
	Floorspace – not occupied (estimate)
	Floorspace – being sought

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Golf Village
	1,190m2
	1,190m2
	3,764m2

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Citywest Shopping centre
	9,800m2
	1,776m2
	-

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Saggart Village
	3,360m2
	3,360m2
	-

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Lidl, Fortunestown Lane
	1,350m2
	-
	-


Luas 
The background for making the proposed Variation (as stated in the Motion to the Tallaght Area Committee) was that “the extension of the LUAS to Garter Lane is a substantial public transport gain”.  It is noted that this contention has not been made in submissions in relation to the proposed Variation.  The proposed Luas extension will serve the existing and planned new communities in the West Tallaght/Saggart areas and is in line with Council policy and the settlement strategy as set out in the County Development Plan.  The proposed Luas extension can not be used to undermine this agreed strategy.

Previous South Dublin and An Bord Pleanala decisions on ‘Golf Village’
A decision to grant planning permission (under register reference S02A/0096) for the ‘Golf Village’ was issued on 31st October 2002 following a Material Contravention of the 1998 County Development Plan by the Council on 14th October 2002.  The case was made by the proposers, HSS Ltd., in a letter accompanying the planning application (dated 2nd February 2002) that “the emphasis of the proposal and in particular the retail element is on the retention of existing visitors to hotel conferences, golf centres and recreation centre and in particular to ensure that accompanying persons are catered for…..The retail element of the proposal is a unique concept catering for a “specialised market” not catered for locally consisting of high quality designer type goods and golf outlet”.  

A subsequent proposal for revisions to the permission (S02A/0096) granted on foot of the Material Contravention to increase the retail floorspace in the ‘Golf Village’ was refused permission both by the Council and subsequently by An Bord Pleanala on appeal in June 2005 (register reference SD04A/0732).

An Bord refused the development for two reasons.  Points in the An Bord decision included:

· the proposed significant increase in retail floor area, 

· the proximity to Saggart village centre, 

· the availability of lands zoned for ‘District Centre’ facilities to the east of the site, 

· the impact on the vitality and viability of the established village centre and other suitably zoned lands in the vicinity and 

· non-conformity with the provisions of “Retail Planning Guidelines for Planning Authorities” and with the Green Belt zoning of the area.

The reasons given by An Bord Pleanala are still applicable.

Conclusions

Many of the issues raised in the submissions made in relation to the proposed Variation are considered reasonable.

The proposed Variation;

·          Is not in accordance with the Retail Planning Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area,
·          Is not in accordance with Retail Planning, Guidelines for Planning Authorities 2005,
·          Is not in accordance with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area in that there is an adequacy of retail space already provided, approved and not occupied in the area on zoned lands,  
·          Is not in accordance with the retail hierarchy/strategy as identified in section 6.2 of the County Development Plan, 2004 – 2010 and therefore undermines the settlement strategy for the County in this area.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the Members refuse to make the proposed Variation.
Section 13 (7) Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) provides that the Members in making or refusing to make a proposed Variation are restricted to considering 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 any Minister of the Government.
_____________________

T. Doherty

Director of Planning 
23rd April 2008
 

Appendix 1

Extract from Council Minutes
MEETING OF SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL
Monday, 10th December, 2007 
Headed Item HI -(23)
Report on Golf Village Fortunestown Lane  Saggart
(Arising from Tallaght Area Committee, November 26th 2007)

At the Tallaght Area Committee 2 meeting on Monday November 26th 2007 the following motion was passed without debate:-

MOTION: Councillor J. Daly

That this Committee calls on the Manager with regard to the fact that the extension of the LUAS to Garter Lane is a substantial public transport gain, it is proposed that a variation procedure be initiated to provide for the re-zoning as follows:

That the Golf Village development at Fortunestown Lane be zoned to permit planning applications to increase Class 1 Retails space by way of mezzanine floors, change of use Class 2 and 4 to Class 1, the reduction of restaurant areas and other minor adjustments - Plot M on Map.

These changes will not alter the already approved footprint of the buildings.

The following is the report made to the Area Committee: 

Introduction

“The ‘Golf Village’ development is located on Fortunestown Lane near its junction with Garters Lane. The lands are zoned ‘Green Belt’ in the County Development Plan.

Proposal 

The Motion seeks to re-zone the Golf Village development at Fortunestown Lane to permit planning applications to increase Class 1 retail space by way of mezzanine floors, to change the use of units from Classes 2 and 4 to Class 1, to reduce restaurant areas and to make other adjustments (Plot M on map).

There are two aspects to the proposal in relation to the Golf Village above:

a) Change of use of existing permitted units from Classes 2 (provision of services) and 4 (light industrial use) to Class 1 (shop use)

b) Increase in Class 1 retail space by way of mezzanine floors.

(An extract from the Planning Regulations giving the definitions of Classes 1, 2 and 4 is included as an Appendix to this Report)

a) Proposed Change of Use from Classes 2 and 4 to Class 1
Planning Reference S02A/0096, received on 18th February 2002, from HSS Ltd for a development at Fortunestown Lane was granted by way of a Material Contravention of the 1998 County Development Plan on 14th October 2002.

Condition No. 3 of that permission stated as follows;

That only ground floor units in Block A numbered as A2, A4, A5, A7, A8 and A9 on Drawing No. A/01 received on 10/5/02 and ground floor units in Block B numbered as 3, 6, 8 & 9 on Drawing no. B/01 received on 10/5/02 shall be used as Class 1 shops as defined in Article 5 and in Schedule 2 Part 4 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001. 
Other units shown on the said drawings for the ground floor of Blocks A and B may only be used for purposes defined in Class uses 2 and 4 of Schedule 2, Part 4 of the said Regulations. Any change of use to that described above shall require a prior grant of planning permission. Details of these use restrictions shall be incorporated into the sale/lease agreement for each individual unit.
The details of the existing permitted uses in the Golf Village on foot of the grants of planning permission on the site are as follows – 

	Blocks
	Class 1
	Classes 2 & 4

	Block A
	790.40m2
	294.60 m2

	Block B
	400.38 m2
	785.26 m2

	 
	 
	 

	Total
	1,190.78 m2
	1,079.86 m2

	 
	 
	 

	Overall Total Use
	2,270.64 m2
	 


The proposal in the Motion is to change all existing permitted units restricted to Class 2 and 4 uses to Class 1 use.

The proposed overall increase in Class 1 use as a result of the change would be 1,079.86m2
b) Proposed increase in Class 1 retail space by way of the addition of mezzanine floors
No drawings have been submitted to outline the quantum of the proposed increased Class 1 retail space by way of mezzanine floors, so the assumption has been madethat the proposal is similar to that previously made under Planning Reference SD04A/0732, received from HSS Ltd on 24th September 2004 and refused by the Council on 16th November 2004 and by An Bord Pleanala, following an appeal, on June 2nd 2005. 

The proposal in relation to mezzanine floors made under planning reference SD04A/0732, if granted would have resulted in an increase of Class 1 retail of 1,494 m2.
Taken together the overall proposed total increase in Class 1 retail floorspace as a result of the proposals put forward in this Variation Motion would be 2,573.86m2. This would mean that the Golf Village’s Class 1 retail floorspace would increase from 1,190m2 to 3,764m2 or by more than 3 times that which had been granted by way of Material Contravention. This would be on lands which are currently part of the ‘Green Belt’ (GB) zone.

Zoning

If the Motion intends this site to be opened up for general retailing the lands would need to be zoned as Local Centre.

Saggart village centre is zoned as a Local Centre in the Development Plan and a District Centre is zoned at the junction of Fortunestown Lane and the N82. The latter is now open for business, with in excess of 10,000m2 of retail floorspace permitted on the site. It is not recommended that a further Local Centre be zoned at the location of the “Golf Village”.

The retailing element of the ‘Golf Village’ as planned would have been some 12% of the floorspace of the Fortunestown Lane District Centre. The increased floorspace for the ‘Golf Village’ as indicated by the Proposed Variation would, if adopted, be almost 35% of the District Centre’s floorspace.

In addition if this Motion for a Variation to the County Development Plan is adopted, it would pre-empt the outcome of the Area Plan process required for the lands the subject of Variation No. 2 (Fortunestown Lane / Garters Lane, Saggart). This Area Plan will have to consider the provision of facilities for the new residential community on the Variation No. 2 lands as outlined in Local Zoning Objective 124. Such facilities would include retailing. The effect of the re-zoning of the Golf Village from its originally intended range of tourist and golf related uses to general retailing would in effect undercut consideration of the Area Plan. The proposal is premature and ill considered and not in accordance with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

Conclusions

Plot M (Golf Village) was granted planning permission on lands zoned Green Belt (‘GB’). The case was made as to why such a large development should be permitted in an area where if it were a standard residential or retailing proposal it would have been refused planning permission as it was contrary to the provisions of the Development Plan. It now transpires that the usefulness of the permission is deemed to have expired and the request is now for the constraints of the zoning and the planning permission to be lifted. It is recommended that this should not be done. 

The stated background for making the proposed changes is given as “the substantial public transportation gain” of LUAS. This is not a valid reason and LUAS cannot be viewed as the vehicle for overcoming the difficulties for developers posed by the agreed land use zoning of the area, relevant Development Plan policies and objectives and the perceived unacceptability of conditions on permissions. Furthermore, it is incumbent on the developer to pursue all avenues to locate prospective tenants that would comply with the current conditions of the planning permission.”

For the reasons given above and for those given in the body of this Report it is considered that the proposed re-zoning of land is contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the motion be not adopted

APPENDIX

Definitions of Classes of Use:

Class 1, Schedule 2, Part 4, of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 

Shop is defined in Article 5 of said regulations as 

a structure used for any or all of the following purposes, where the sale, display or service is principally to visiting members of the public:
(a) for the retail sale of goods,
(b) as a post office,
(c) for the sale of tickets or as a travel agency,
(d) for the sale of sandwiches or other food for consumption off the premises, where the sale of such food is subsidiary to the main retail use,
(e) for hairdressing,
(f) for the display of goods for sale,
(g) for the hiring out of domestic or personal goods or articles,
(h) as a launderette or dry cleaners,
(i) for the reception of goods to be washed, cleaned or repaired, 
but does not include any use associated with the provision of funeral services or as a funeral home, or as a hotel, a restaurant or a public house, or for the sale of hot food for consumption off the premises, except under paragraph (d) above, or any use to which class 2 or 3 of Part 4 of Schedule 2 applies.
Class 2 and 4 uses in Schedule 2, Part 4, of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001

Class 2 relates to use for the provision of-

(a) financial services,
(b) professional services (other than health or medical services),
(c) any other services (including use as a betting office),
where the services are provided principally to visiting members of the public.
Class 4 relates to use as a light industrial building.

Article 5 of the Regulations defines a light industrial building as - 

‘an industrial building in which the processes carried on or the plant or machinery installed are such as could be carried on or installed in any residential area without detriment to the amenity of that area by reason of noise, vibration, smell, fumes, smoke, soot, ash, dust or grit;”.

End of Report to Committee

Further Report for County Council Meeting Monday, 10th December, 2007:

It should be noted that the reasons given by An Bord Pleanála on 2nd June 2005 are still applicable;

“ 1.         Having regard to:

(i)           the significant increase in retail floor area proposed on the site,

(ii)          site proximity to Saggart village centre, and

(iii)         the availability of lands zoned for ‘District Centre’ facilities to the east of the site, as indicated in the current Development Plan for the area,

it is considered that the location of the Class 1 retail development would adversely impact on the vitality and viability of an established village centre and other suitably zoned lands in the vicinity of the site. The proposed development would, therefore, be contrary to the provisions of the “Retail Planning Guidelines for Planning Authorities” issued by the Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government in January, 2005 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

2.           The proposed development is located on lands where the land use zoning objective is “GB” – ‘To preserve a green belt between development areas’, development of the type proposed is ‘not permitted’ on such zoned lands as indicated in the current Development Plan for the area. It is considered that the proposed intensification of use would be contrary to the land use zoning objective for the area and would, therefore, be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.” 

For the reasons given above and for those given in the body of the Report to the Area Committee Meeting it is considered that the proposed re-zoning of land is contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

It is not proposed to initiate the suggested variation of the County Development Plan.

Extract from Minutes of County Council Meeting 14th January 2008

(C/0026/08)  REPORT ON INITIATION OF PROCEDURE FOR VARIATION OF THE COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLAN IN RESPECT OF GOLF VILLAGE DEVELOPMENT AT FORTUNESTOWN LANE
The report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was presented by Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Planning:

“Arising from the resolution passed at the December ’07 meeting of the Council, Senior Counsel opinion on the matter is now available – (see attachment)

It is now proposed to initiate the procedure for the making of a variation to the County Development Plan and Public Notice will be given when the usual initial statutory screening under the Strategic Environment Assessment regulations has been completed – which is a requirement applying to any variation.

Counsel also states that “the content and strength of the submissions which will, presumably, be offered by the various interested parties, along with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area (the section 13(7)) considerations) will be the relevant determinant in this regard.”

It is likely that the Public Notice will be given in approximately four weeks.

Tom Doherty

Director of Planning”

A discussion followed with a contribution from Councillor T. McDermott.  

Mr. M. Kenny, Senior Planner, responded to the Members’ queries.

It was proposed by Councillor B. Gogarty, seconded by Councillor T. McDermott

“That the procedure for Variation of the County Development Plan be initiated in respect of Golf Village Development at Fortunestown Lane.”

Appendix 2

Planning History of ‘Golf Village’

Planning application register reference S02A/0096 from HSS Ltd for a development at Fortunestown Lane was granted following a Material Contravention of the 1998 County Development Plan on 14th October 2002.

Condition No. 3 of that permission stated as follows;

That only ground floor units in Block A numbered as A2, A4, A5, A7, A8 and A9 on Drawing No. A/01 received on 10/5/02 and ground floor units in Block B numbered as 3, 6, 8 & 9 on Drawing no. B/01 received on 10/5/02 shall be used as Class 1 shops as defined in Article 5 and in Schedule 2 Part 4 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001.  
Other units shown on the said drawings for the ground floor of Blocks A and B may only be used for purposes defined in Class uses 2 and 4 of Schedule 2, Part 4 of the said Regulations.  Any change of use to that described above shall require a prior grant of planning permission.  Details of these use restrictions shall be incorporated into the sale/lease agreement for each individual unit.
Permission was refused under planning reference SD04A/0732 for revisions to S02A/0096.  The revisions proposed were as follows;

(1) Revised ground floor layout of Blocks A and B.  

(2) The change of use classes 2 and 4 shops with a net floor area of 1,224.99 sq.m. to Class 1 shops as defined in the Planning and Development Regulations, 2001.  

(3) Also the net increase in retail floor area of 1,494 sq.m. by moving the shop stores, offices, canteen and toilet facilities to new mezzanine floor levels in each unit and all associated site works.

The refusal by the Planning Authority was upheld by An Bord Pleanala for the following reasons:

1.         Having regard to:
                        I.     the significant increase in retail floor area proposed on the site,
                      II.     site proximity to Saggart village centre, and
                    III.     the availability of lands zoned for ‘District Centre’ facilities to the east of the site, as indicated in the current Development Plan for the area,
It is considered that the location of the Class 1 retail development would adversely impact on the vitality and viability of an established village centre and other suitably zoned lands in the vicinity of the site.  The proposed development would, therefore, be contrary to the provisions of “Retail Planning Guidelines for Planning Authorities” issued by the Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government in January, 2005 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.
2.         The proposed development is located on lands where the land use zoning objective is “GB” - ‘To preserve a green belt between development areas’, development of the type proposed is ‘not permitted’ on such zoned lands as indicated in the current Development Plan for the area.  It is considered that the proposed intensification of use would be contrary to the land use zoning objective for the area and would, therefore, be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.
Under planning register reference SD05A/0275 permission was granted for the construction of a canopy/covered walkway on to the façade of the existing shopping village which was under construction at the time of the application.”
Managers’ Supplementary Report on Legal Opinion 
“Attached for careful consideration is copy of Senior Counsel opinion by John Trainor obtained in relation to this proposal.” [image: image6.jpg]1 Arran Square
Dublin 7.
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Ms. Avril Maullins,

Law Department,

South Dublin County Council,

County Hall,

Towncentre,

Tallaght,

Dublin 24. 6™ May 2008

Re:  Proposed Variation of County Development Plan —
Golf Design Village, Saggart.

Dear Aviil,

‘As you know, I met with your Director of Planning, Tom Doherty, and his colleagues last
‘Tucsday, when we went through the draft Manager’s Report on the submissions and
observations received on the proposed variation.

As discussed, it is my view that the drafl Manager’s Report is a very thorough document,
and provides detailed and precise comments on the observations offered by the various
objectors.

As 1 previously advised, while I am in a position to offer legal advice where relevant, T
am pot qualified to comment on the planning views and observations offered on the
submissions received, in particular from Place Investments Limited and its advisers.
However, 1 would observe that, to my laymans eyes, the Manager’s proposed
observations appear particularly cogent and, in particular, are offered by reference (o
established policy positions and precedents.

The only additional matter that T felt should be addressed is the assertion by Place
Investments that it developed the District Cenire as a direct result of a request by the then
Director of Planning. While I note, from our consultation, that this is a considerable
over simplification (and argusbly mis-statement) of matters, there appears to be no doubt
but that the local and well-established planning need for a District Centre had been
clearly acknowledged at the time by the SDCC Officials concerned and by the elected





[image: image7.jpg]tmembers, who initiated and participated in the West Tallaght Study which, inter alia ,
identified a need for a greater level of retail facilities in the area and it does appear that
this may have been, at least, an cncowagement, at the time, for Place Investments to
proceed with the Centre. In my opinion, the circumstances pursuant to which Place
Tnvestments proceeded to develop a District Centre (as opposed o their alternative then
proposal) confers on them a prima facie legitimate cxpectation fo have the relevant
cireumstances in this regard placed fully before the clected members again now, and
taken into account by them when considering the proper planning and sustainable
development of the ares, the statutory obligations of any Local Authority in the area, and
e relevant policies or objectives for the time being of the Government, or any Minister
of the Govemment.

It seems to me that, in particular, while Section 13 (7) restricts the elected members with
regard to the matters they may consider in making a variation to the Development Plan
under PDA 2000, the facts behind the decision of Place Investments to construct the
District Centre confers a particular legitimate expectation on it that its submissions
should be given particularly careful consideration when the elected members come to
consider the matters that they are required to consider under Section 13 (7).

‘As you know, the content of the Submissions offered on behalf of Place Investments are
Very detailed, and, from the report of the Manager, and the planning analysis applied
thereto, it is elear that its objections are particularly well founded. In this regard I note
that the Manager’s report proposes (o recommend the members to refuse to make the
proposed variation.

Reading the proposed Manager’s Report, [ find it hard to conceive how an clected
member could, in fact, considering only the matters set out in Section 13 (7) of the PDA
2000, decide 1o vote in favour of the proposed variation. There would appear fo be no
rational basis upon which it would appear that, considering only the matters set out in
Section 13 (7) of the Act, the proposed variation could be supported. Tt follows that, if
the variation was allowed, disappointed objectors would be likely to institute judicial
review proceedings against SDCC sceking to have the decision quashed on grounds of
irrationality.

The Supreme Court has clearly stated that a decision of an administrative body can be
quashed where the impugned decision “plainly and unambiguously flies in the face of
Sfundamental reason and commonsense” (Ihe State (Keegar) v Stardust Compensation
Tribunal (1986) LR. 642, per Henchy J. at p.658).

Further, in P& F Sharpe Limited v Dublin City and County Manager (1989) I R. 701, the
then Chicf Justice Finlay stated that, in the case of a local authority, if a decision of the
elected members was “unreasonable” within the meaning of the Keegan criteria,
that....“the decision would be illegal and invalid...”

T believe that, in these ciroumstances, it would be highly desirable for the elected
members to be advised that, without strong and compelling reasons to support the




[image: image8.jpg]proposed variation, being reasons deriving from the criteria set out in Section 13 (7) of
The PDA 2000, and in particular, deriving from the *...proper planning and sustainable
development of the area”, a decision to adopt the variation would be at extreme risk of
being quashed in any future judicial review proccedings that might be faken by &
disappointed objector.

1 emphasize, in particular, the eriteria in Section 13 (7) relating to “sustainabiliy”,
bocamse it i clear that the fundamental basis for the Place Investments objection is
expressly based on notions of sustainability. It is clear that their objection secks to assert
that the proposed variation infringes against the basic principle of sustainability.

T will advise further as required.
‘With kind regards,

Yours sincerely, 1
N y
Db s

JOHN TRAINOR S.C.





A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors J. Daly, E. Walsh, C. King, T. Ridge, C. Jones, C. Keane, J. Hannon, M. Corr, T. McDermott, M. Daly, G. O’Connell, and P. Cosgrave.

Members made the following points and reasons, inter alia, favouring making the proposed variation – notwithstanding the Manager’s recommendation:-

1) Variation would give owner right to apply for planning permission for change of use

2) Senior Counsel offered on the submissions received – Senior Counsel opinion noted- another Counsel could give different opinion. Barrister spoken to in Limerick stated the Council could not be sued.

3) Luas, when completed, would bring further customers to this area generally

4) This proposal would create additional employment

5) Additional 70 acres had been zoned recently for residential opposite the proposed site and would generate more retail need in the area

6) Infrastructure like Citywest Luas is now being achieved ahead of housing and this is why some of the existing units in the District Centre are unoccupied and will be occupied when housing is fully built and occupied.

7) There is a need for competition in the area

8) Most people in Chamber are in favour of proposal

9) No change needed to structure of building 

10) Building has been lying idle for last 4 years

11) Council did not give any guarantees to developers of Citywest District Centre that there would be no further shopping in the area

12) Oualitative retail shopping is necessary per Draft Retail Strategy for GDA as well as quantitative. This will create a greater range of shopping in the area

13) Luas will reduce motor trips for shopping

14) Market and competition will decide the future – too much protection of retailers is not good for consumer

15) The proposal is sustainable

16) Influence by fact that this will serve Citywest which is largest of its kind in Europe, attracting high level of visitors. 

Mr. T. Doherty responded to the Members queries.

Following discussion it was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor M. Daly:

“That Variation (No. 5) of South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010 in respect of proposed Golf Village at Fortunestown Lane, Saggart, be made as follows:-

Development Plan Maps

“Amend Development Plan Map No. 3 and rezone the area as shown on the attached map from zoning Objective ‘GB’ “To preserve a ‘Green Belt’ between development areas” to Objective ‘LC’ “To protect, provide for and/or improve ‘Local Centre’ facilities.”

Written Statement

Insert a new Specific Local Objective No. 125 – Golf Village, Fortunestown Lane, Saggart.

“It is an objective of the Council to facilitate;

a) An increase Class 1 retail space by way of mezzanine floors

b) Change of use from Class 2 and  uses to Class 1 retail use

c) The reduction in size of permitted restaurant areas

d) Other minor adjustments to the buildings known as the “Golf Village”, Fortunestown Lane

and ensure that theses future developments do not alter the footprint of these buildings as permitted under Register Reference S02A/0096” 

A roll call vote was taken and the result was as follows:

FOR:               THIRTEEN (13) 

AGAINST:     SEVEN (7)

ABSTAIN:     THREE (3)

ABSENT:       THREE (3)

FOR:   Councillors M. Ardagh, P. Cosgrave, J. Daly, M. Daly, J. Hannon, C. Keane, D. Keating, C. King, J. Lahart, J. Neville, S. O’Connor, G. O’Connell and E. Walsh.

AGAINST:      Councillors M. Corr, R. Dowds, E. Maloney, T. McDermott, M. Murphy,E. Tuffy and C. Jones.

ABSTAIN:      Councillors C. Brophy, T. Ridge and K. Warren.

ABSENT:        Councillors T. Gilligan, B. Gogarty and A. McGaughey.

The motion was PASSED.

(C/0203/08) 
DECLARATION OF ROADS TO BE PUBLIC ROADS
It was NOTED that there was no report under this heading.

(C/0204/08) PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF AFFORDABLE DWELLINGS AT EATON SQ, RATHCOOLE & CASTLEGATE, SAGGART
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was presented by Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Housing and was CONSIDERED:
“Under Section 94 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 (as amended) South Dublin County Council prepared a Housing Strategy.  One of the key purposes of the strategy is to identify the overall need for affordable housing in the area of the County Development Plan and to ensure that South Dublin County Council provides for the development of affordable housing.  To date, the Council has been successful in acquiring affordable housing units for eligible applicants through:-

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

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

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

The Property Path has sold 958 affordable homes since the commencement of all programmes, under Part V, joint venture and affordable initiatives. 

To date 327 applications have been made in respect of the 121 purchases being made by the Affordable Homes partnership.

In order to comply with the requirements of Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 (as amended) and Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 it is recommended that the Council dispose of 8 properties at Eaton Square, Rathcoole, Co. Dublin and 5 properties at Castlegate, Adamstown, Co. Dublin to the eligible applicants (schedule available at the meeting) in accordance with the affordable housing scheme as adopted by the Council in April 2003. 

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

Joe Horan
County Manager”
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor T. McDermott and AGREED:
“That the Council dispose of 8 properties at Eaton Square, Rathcoole, Co. Dublin and 5 properties at Castlegate, Adamstown, Co. Dublin to the eligible applicants (schedule available at the meeting) in accordance with the affordable housing scheme as adopted by the Council in April 2003.”
(C/0205/08) PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF LANDS CONTAINING 31 DESIGNATED HOUSING UNITS AND A COMMUNITY FACILITY AT KILCRONAN, CLONDALKIN, DUBLIN 22 TO THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF BUILDING CO-OPERATIVES (NABCO) SOCIETY LIMITED. 
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was presented by Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Housing and was CONSIDERED:

“South Dublin County Council at its meeting held on January 14th 2008 approved 

the revised application for a loan which is subject to approval from the Minister for the Environment, Heritage and Local Government in the amount of €6,634,885 under the Capital Loan and Subsidy Scheme to the National Association of Building Co-Operatives (NABCO) Society Ltd. for the construction of 31 no. Housing Units and a Community Facility at Kilcronan, Clondalkin (as detailed on the attached schedule) in accordance with the requirements of Section 6 of the Housing (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act, 1992.

The Council constructed the housing units as part of a larger social housing  contract and now wishes to transfer ownership of the lands and designated 31 Voluntary Housing Units and Community Facility at Kilcronan to NABCO subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act 2001 and in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning & Development Act 2000.  The land is registered within Folio nos. 2595 and 3784 to South Dublin County Council.  

I recommend that the land and properties referred to in the foregoing report be disposed of to the National Association of Building Co-Operatives (NABCO) Society Ltd.

_________________________

Joe Horan
County Manager”
	Floor
	Unit
	Description
	Postal Address

	 
	 
	Block B
	 

	Ground
	21
	Community Centre
	42 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	22
	1 Bed Apartment
	43 Kilcronan Court

	Ground Floor
	23
	2 Bed Apartment
	44 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	24
	2 Bed Apartment
	45 Kilcronan Court

	Ground Floor
	25
	2 Bed Apartment
	47 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	26
	2 Bed Apartment
	46 Kilcronan Court

	Ground Floor
	27
	2 Bed Apartment
	48 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	28
	2 Bed Apartment
	49 Kilcronan Court

	Ground Floor
	29
	2 Bed Apartment
	51 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	30
	2 Bed Apartment
	50 Kilcronan Court

	Ground Floor
	31
	2 Bed Apartment
	52 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	32
	2 Bed Apartment
	53 Kilcronan Court

	Ground Floor
	33
	2 Bed Apartment
	55 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	34
	2 Bed Apartment
	54 Kilcronan Court

	Ground Floor
	35
	2 Bed Apartment
	56 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	36
	2 Bed Apartment
	57 Kilcronan Court

	Ground Floor
	37
	2 Bed Apartment
	59 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	38
	2 Bed Apartment
	58 Kilcronan Court

	Ground Floor
	39
	1 Bed Apartment
	60 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	40
	2 Bed Apartment
	61 Kilcronan Court

	 
	 
	Block C
	 

	Ground Floor
	41
	2 Bed Apartment
	62 Kilcronan Court

	1st Floor
	42
	2 Bed Apartment
	1 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	2nd Floor
	43
	2 Bed Apartment
	3 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	Ground Floor
	44
	2 Bed Apartment
	5 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	1st Floor
	45
	2 Bed Apartment
	2 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	2nd Floor
	46
	2 Bed Apartment
	4 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	Ground
	47
	2 Bed Apartment
	7 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	1st Floor
	48
	2 Bed Apartment
	6 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	Ground Floor
	49
	2 Bed Apartment
	8 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	1st Floor
	50
	2 Bed Apartment
	9 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	Ground Floor
	51
	2 Bed Apartment
	11 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road

	1st Floor
	52
	2 Bed Apartment
	10 Kilcronan Place/St. Cuthberts Road”


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

“That the land and properties referred to in the foregoing report be disposed of to the National Association of Building Co-Operatives (NABCO) Society Ltd.”

(C/0206/08) PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF 65 DESIGNATED HOUSING UNITS AT BALGADDY C, LUCAN TO CARA HOUSING ASSOCIATION
Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Housing informed the meeting that this item was being WITHDRAWN.
(C/0207/08) PROPOSED LEASE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS DUCTS AT GRANGE CASTLE BUSINESS PARK TO AHP MANUFACTURING B.V. T/A WYETH MEDICA GRANGE CASTLE,    GRANGE CASTLE BUSINESS PARK, CLONDALKIN, DUBLIN 22.
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was presented by Mr. J. Walsh, Director of Economic Development and was CONSIDERED:

“The Council in its capacity as Developer of Grange Castle Business Park and having regard to the principles of good estate management in the interests of the Park as a whole has provided a range of infrastructural services to service and facilitate clients locating in the Park. 

Among the essential services provided are Telecommunications Ducts provided and installed around the park serving potential sites.  I recommend that the Council grant a lease to AHP Manufacturing B.V. T/A Wyeth Medica Grange Castle, Grange Castle Business Park, Clondalkin, Dublin 22 in respect of underground telecommunications Duct No. 7 at Grange Castle Business Park – Phase 1, for the purpose of  providing telecommunications within the Park in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 subject to the following terms and conditions:- 

1.     To use Duct No. 7 for the transmission and reception of telecommunications signals in digital data and impulse signals and for no other purpose what so ever. 

2.      The ducts measuring 3,600 metres or thereabouts in Phase I comprise of two way ducting including all chambers, manholes, junctions chambers and covers but excluding surrounding soil or the surface, except where the cover of a chamber or junction chamber is on and includes the surface.

3.       The Lease in respect of Phase 1 shall be for a term of 999 years subject to payment of a Capital Premium of €194,400. (i.e. 3,600 metres at €54 per metres). 

4.      The rent reserved in the Lease shall be €1 per annum reviewable every 5 years by reference to the Consumer Price Index.

5.       Any breach in the terms of the Lease not remedied within 60 days of the service of notice or in the event of the liquidation or receivership of the Company the Council shall be entitled to terminate the Lease by written notice. 

6.       The Lessee shall obtain the prior written consent of the Council, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld, for the purpose of repairing, renewing, maintaining, inspecting or replacing the ducts. 

7.        Reinstatement works shall be carried out in accordance with the guidelines for opening, backfilling and reinstatement of trenches in public roads as published by the Department of the Environment and Local Government in, April 2002 or as amended from time to time. 

8.       The Council reserves the right, at its expense, to alter or vary the route of the duct or any part thereof, for the purpose of facilitating any present or future development of the Park.

9.       The Lessee shall furnish on demand:- 

(i)       A statement listing any alterations and/or additions to the services in the ducts.

(ii)     Copy of current licence for the use of the Ducts/Services provided through them from the Minister for Communications, Marine and National Resources or other regulatory authority and satisfactory evidence that all fees have been paid up to date. 

(iii)     Furnish annually site maps and as built drawings detailing new extensions to the existing infrastructure including drop connection routes. 

10.    The Council shall ensure that all parts of the Ducts including the chambers, manholes and covers are permanently and securely covered with covers of sufficient design and strength to withstand the weight of such vehicular, pedestrian and other traffic that may be reasonably expected to pass over them.

11.     The Lessee shall not assign, transfer, mortgage or share the possession or occupation of the ducts or any part thereof without the prior written consent of the Council, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld.

12.     The Lessee may assign the Ducts to any Wyeth Medica Group Company provided the Council is furnished with a certified copy of such assignment.

13.     To keep the ducts insured with a reputable insurer against loss or damage in a sum sufficient to cover the full cost of reinstating the ducts including Architects fees, site clearance costs, allowances for cost and price inflation, VAT, stamp duties and all other incidental expenses in connection with the rebuilding of the ducts. 

14.     To indemnify and keep indemnified the Council against all and any expenses, costs, claims, demands, damages and other liabilities, in respect of any claim made directly or indirectly out of the occupation of the Council’s lands or the failure by the Lessee to comply with its obligations.  The minimum limit of indemnity required is €6.5m for any single event.

15.      At all times during the occupation of the Council’s lands the Lessee shall comply with all statutory requirements and enactments and execute at its own expense any works or arrangements that may be required. 

16.      Each party shall be responsible for its own legal costs in this matter. 

17.      The Lease Agreement shall contain such other terms and conditions as are deemed appropriate by the County Solicitor in Leases of this nature. 

The lands to be disposed of form part of lands acquired for future development from Millmount Estates in 1975, Alfred Beattie in 1997, Thomas J. Beattie in 1978 and Bernard Murphy in 1980.  The lands were acquired for various purposes i.e. housing, industrial development, open space and future development. 

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

“That the Council grant a lease to AHP Manufacturing B.V. T/A Wyeth Medica Grange Castle, Grange Castle Business Park, Clondalkin, Dublin 22 in respect of underground telecommunications Duct No. 7 at Grange Castle Business Park – Phase 1, for the purpose of  providing telecommunications within the Park in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 subject to the following terms and conditions as specified in the foregoing report.”
(C/0208/08) 
PROPOSED LEASE OF PREMISES COMPRISING OF CRÈCHE FACILITY AT BROOKFIELD COMMUNITY AND YOUTH CENTRE TO THE SHANTY EDUCATIONAL PROJECT LTD
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was presented by Mr. J. Walsh, Director of Economic Development and was CONSIDERED:

“The Council recently constructed a development at the junction of Brookfield Road and Cheeverstown Road comprising of Brookfield Community & Youth Centre and a crèche facility. 

It is proposed to grant a lease of that portion of the above premises, comprising of the crèche element,  as shown outlined in red on Drawing No. LA/07/08 to The Shanty Educational Project Ltd,, An Cosán, Kiltalown Village Centre, Fortunestown Road, Jobstown, Tallaght, Dublin 24 who will operate the facility as Fledglings Childcare, in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 subject to the following terms and conditions:

1.      That the premises to be leased is that portion of the premises at Brookfield Community and Youth Centre comprising the Crèche element including defined internal and external areas and adjoining courtyard as more particularly delineated in red on the Drawing No. LA/07/08.

2.     The Lease to be for a term of 30 years.

3.     That the property shall be used solely for community purposes, more specifically for a community based childcare centre and all associated and ancillary services and  to be operated in compliance with any present or future regulations relating to childcare provision and good practice. In the event of it ceasing to be used for such purposes, it shall revert free of charge to the Council or at the Council’s absolute discretion, the full open market yearly rental value of the site and buildings shall apply, as determined by the Council’s Valuer.

4.     The rent, exclusive of rates and all other outgoings for which the  Lessee is responsible shall be in the sum of €43,500 (forty three   thousand five hundred euro) per annum and the rent shall be revised on the basis of the full open market rental at the end of every fifth year.

Notwithstanding the rent so reserved, the rent payable as long as the property is used for community purposes and no other purpose, shall be abated to €200.00(Two hundred euro) per annum exclusive of all outgoings with a provision for five yearly rent reviews, as determined by the Council’s Valuer.     

5.     That the Lessee shall not sell, assign, sub-let, sub-divide, alienate or part with the possession of the subject property without the prior written consent of the Council. The Council shall receive early notice of the parties to and the terms of any proposed sub-letting or assignment or of any proposed suspension or termination of the Lessee’s activities at the property.

6.     That the Lessee shall indemnify the Council in the sum of €6.4million (six million four  hundred thousand euro)or such other sums as may be stipulated by the Council from time to time in respect of any claims for injury or damage to any person or property through the use of the premises or through the activities carried out thereon. 

7.     That the Lessee shall insure and keep insured the property and  every part thereof in a sum equivalent to the full replacement value, at all times in the joint names of the Council and the Lessee against loss or damage by fire or other cause in an established insurance office to be approved by the Council and to pay all premiums or such sum of money necessary for that purpose and within 7 days after the same has become payable to produce to the   Council the policy or policies of such insurance and the receipt for every such payment. In the event of loss or damage by fire or other cause, the Lessee is obliged to reinstate the property and every part thereof to its original state. 

8.     That in the event that the Lessee provides an outdoor child play area within the demised area, then the Lessee must undertake to provide adequate fencing security and this area must also be adequately insured in the above mentioned insurance policy.

9.     That the Lessee shall at all times maintain the property in such Condition that it shall be an amenity to the neighbourhood and a place of pleasant resort and not to allow it to be used so as to be a nuisance to persons resorting to it or to owners or occupiers of surrounding properties or members of the public. In particular, they shall not allow undue noise or commotion to emanate from the building at any time during it’s opening hours.

10.    That the Lessee shall keep the premises in a good state of repair and carry out all necessary maintenance on the building both internal and external. An authorised official of the Council shall be entitled to enter onto the property at any time to view the state and condition of the building and if necessary to prepare a schedule of dilapidations to be carried out by the Lessee within a reasonable period of time as stated by the Council.

11.    That the Lessee shall at all times maintain proper order in or about the premises.

12.    That the Lessee shall not carry out any alteration or development of  the property or erect any structure or make any excavation without the prior written consent of the Council, such consent not to be unreasonably withheld.

13.    That any signage proposed by the Lessee shall be in accordance with specifications of the Council’s Planning Department (who shall have due regard to the interests of the Childcare Provider) and shall be agreed with the Council in advance. 

14.   That the Lessee shall not use the property or any part thereof as a residence.

15.    That the sale, manufacture or consumption of intoxicating liquor  shall not be permitted in or about the premises. 

16.    That the Lessee shall comply at all times with the requirements of all present and future waste Management and Litter Pollution legislation.

17.    That the Lessee shall be prohibited from erecting any mast, tower or aerial on the premises.

18.    That the applicant shall endeavour to make adequate provision forthe use of the property by other childcare related organisations or groups in the area at reasonable times and rates subject to it being used in a proper manner and subject to availability. Furthermore that any organisations or groups that may be given use of the property should ensure that they are adequately insured with their own policy of insurance for any such events organised therein.

19.    In the context of any future redesign or redevelopment of the adjoining lands,  that the Council shall have the absolute right for no consideration to resume   possession of the lands and any buildings erected on it and to relocate the  lessees temporarily or permanently to an  equivalent building in the locality.

20.    That the Council shall retain a right to wayleaves for no consideration, through any lands included in the lease or any related areas, or lands to which it holds title, for any of its statutory purposes subject to the appropriate re-instatement of any lands so affected.

21.    That the County Solicitor shall draft the necessary legal Agreement and may include further terms and conditions as are deemed appropriate including an appropriate arbitration clause in  order to protect the Council’s interest in this case.  In the case of disputes concerning valuation issues in the Agreement the arbitration clause shall refer to the appointment of a Chartered Valuation Surveyor to act as arbitrator. This person to be appointed by agreement     between the parties or in default of agreement to be appointed by the President of the Society of Chartered Surveyors  in the Republic of Ireland.  The costs of any arbitration to be borne equally by the parties.

22.   That each party shall be responsible for its own legal and other costs in this matter.

23.    No agreement enforceable at law is created or intended to be created until exchange of contracts has taken place.

The lands to be disposed of form part of lands acquired from Dublin City Council in 1997 in accordance with the Scheme of Transfer of Lands under the Local Government (Dublin) Act 1993.

J. Horan 
County Manager”
It was proposed by Councillor Keating , seconded by Councillor C. King and AGREED:

“That the Council approve the lease of premises comprising of crèche facility at Brookfield Community and Youth Centre to The Shanty Educational Project Ltd subject to the terms specified in the foregoing report”
(C/0209/08) PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF PORTION OF LAND ADJACENT TO 34 PEARSE BROTHERS PARK, BALLYBODEN, DUBLIN 16  - KEVIN CARDIFF AND MARIA MCDONALD
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was presented by Mr. J. Walsh, Director of Economic Development and was CONSIDERED:

“An application has been received from Kevin Cardiff and Maria McDonald to incorporate a portion of Council owned land adjoining their house, into their garden to facilitate a side access. 

Accordingly, I recommend that the Council dispose of an area measuring 30 square metres or thereabouts adjacent to 34 Pearse Brothers Park, as shown outlined in red on Drawing No. LA/23/07 Rev. A to the respective householders, Kevin Cardiff and Maria McDonald in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 subject to the following terms and conditions as recommended by the Council’s Valuer:-

 1.     That the Council dispose of the subject plot for the consideration of €7,000 (seven thousand euro).

 2.     That the land is disposed of with full freehold title and vacant possession.

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

 4.     That the disposal shall be subject to any wayleave or right of way over the land that An Bord Gais have.

 5.     That the applicant shall pay the Council’s legal fees.

 6.     That the applicant incorporates the area into the side garden and constructs suitable boundary wall, to match and tie into existing boundary walls.

 7.     That the County Solicitor shall draft the necessary legal Agreement and may include further terms and conditions as are deemed appropriate in agreements of this nature.

 8.     No agreement enforceable at law is created or intended to be created until exchange of contracts has taken place.

 The lands to be disposed of form part of lands acquired from W. White and C. Tobin in 1954 for Housing purposes.

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

“That the Council dispose of an area measuring 30 square metres or thereabouts adjacent to 34 Pearse Brothers Park, as shown outlined in red on Drawing No. LA/23/07 Rev. A to the respective householders, Kevin Cardiff and Maria McDonald in accordance with Section 211 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 and subject to the provisions of Section 183 of the Local Government Act, 2001 subject to the terms and conditions specified in the foregoing report.”
(C/0210/08) 
REPORT ON PUBLIC CONSULTATION PROCEDURE UNDER PART 8 OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS 2001 FOR THE PROPOSED NEW YOUTH DROP-IN CENTRE AND CONNECT CENTRE AT JOBSTOWN COMMUNITY CENTRE
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:
“At a meeting of the Tallaght Area Committee (1) held on 21ST May 2007 it was agreed to proceed with a public consultation process for the proposed Jobstown Youth Drop-in Facility and CONNECT Centre adjacent to the Jobstown Community Centre, Tallaght Dublin 24.

Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 prescribes the requirements in respect of certain classes of proposed Local Authority Developments. The Regulations apply to the proposed works involved in this proposal.

The proposal involves the construction of a new single storey building joining Jobstown Community Centre and the JADD Centre as a Youth Drop-in Facility and the Connect Centre for computer training courses and community use.  The building will be 1200 sq ms in area and comprise of offices, youth activity rooms, educational areas and meeting facilities.  Site works will include car-parking and landscaping as appropriate.

This proposed project was a local initiative by the Jobstown Community Council who set up a Youth Centre Committee, which is now a Company Limited by Guarantee, in 2001. Consultation took place with all the youth groups in the area to assess what the needs of the youth in the Jobstown area were. Following this consultation a feasibility study was prepared which showed the need for such a facility which included a drop in centre/youth café. 

Various plans drawn up by the Committee to meet the needs within the area proved over costly and impossible for them to secure the full cost of the project despite funding sought from a number of sources. 

After further discussion between the Community Department and the Youth Centre Committee it was decided to revisit the initial plans and funding of €1,650,000 had been identified. When the Community Department became aware that further funding was available from a stream of national funding for Social Community Infrastructure projects the Community Department recommended that this funding should be applied for the Youth Centre extension to include the e-Community Learning Hub CONNECT Project.   The funding application was successful and was allocated €250,000.

When the funding of €250,000 allocated by the Department of Environment was included in the funding already identified it brought the budget to €1.9million. A further €450,000 was secured in early December 2006 from the YPFSF which brought the total budget to €2,350, 000.

The CONNECT project will greatly enhance the future of the Youth Drop-in Centre. South Dublin County Council envisions a future where everyone in South Dublin uses the internet as an everyday tool to improve their quality of life and where opportunities are developed for life-long learning, leisure, personal and social development and to support engagement in civic life. Connect is a range of complementary projects South Dublin County Council is currently developing to achieve this vision. 

This proposal describes a potential Connect project as described in the above proposal as it matches the criteria laid out in the literature and has no other source of funding currently to ensure its fruition:   

-         To create local e-Community Learning Hubs providing inclusive community access to Information and Communication Technologies as tools to 

-         develop learning opportunities in disadvantaged communities and promoting e-Inclusion

-         support community and voluntary activity and innovate new approaches to the development of social cohesion

-         facilitate local access to e-Government and library services that cannot otherwise be provided in each location

Connect is a project that has emerged from the range of organisational changes that have taken place within South Dublin County Council and have led to the organisation looking differently at how our services are provided and how we embrace our responsibility for social inclusion and community development. 

Connect has arisen from the belief that connecting people with accessible information that is relevant to their lives will enable more meaningful engagement to improve quality of life. Our communities are increasingly complex and diverse with persistent pockets of social exclusion and poverty, and yet the people in these communities are experiencing a declining social capital and many are time poor. Connect will develop new methods of engagement that are both sustainable for those communities and effective in creating positive results to meet these challenges.

The Two key outcomes of the Connect project will be

1.     Transformation the Digital Divide into e-Inclusion

2.     More informed and connected communities with new innovations in methods of engagement and active citizenship 

Because of the e-Inclusion aims of the Connect project the promotions of the e-Community Learning Hubs will target ‘late adopters’ to technology. Many of these are already disadvantaged groups. As IT literacy is fast becoming a skill as fundamental as literacy and numeracy, the e-Community Learning Hubs will target those who are at risk of becoming even more marginalised in the Information Society.

The CONNECT project and the e-Community Learning Hub will be seen as hugely complimentary to the Drop-in Facility proposed.

CONSULTATION PROCESS:
The above proposed works were advertised in accordance with Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001, in the Irish Independent on Monday 4th February, 2008. Drawings of the proposed development went on display at the Headquarters of South Dublin County Council, County Hall, Town Centre, Tallaght, Dublin 24 during normal office hours from Wednesday 20th February 2008 until 4th April 2008 at 5.00 p.m.

The closing date for receipt of submissions was Wednesday 18th April, 2008.

There were no submissions made during this period.

As there were no submissions objecting to the proposal and as the proposed works are consistent with the proper planning and sustainable development of the area and the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 – 2010, it is recommended to proceed with the proposed works as advertised and subject to the identification and sourcing of the necessary funding for the project.

Links to Drawings:

Jobstown Drawing 1
Jobstown Drawing 2”
The report was NOTED and it was AGREED that the proposed development be carried out as recommended in the Manager’s Report.
(C/0211/08) 
COMMUNITY PLATFORM SECTORAL NOMINEES ON VARIOUS STRATEGIC POLICY COMMITTEES
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“South Dublin Community Platform at its recent AGM nominated the following representatives to replace its outgoing representatives who have tendered resignations from the Strategic Policy Committees listed below:

- Ms. Mary Healy to replace Mr. Glen Keating on the Housing and Social Development Strategic Policy Committee

- Ms. Michelle Kearns to replace Mr. Ollie Murphy on the Environment Strategic Policy Committee

- Ms. Emily Smartt to replace Ms. Jennifer Lloyd- Hughes on the Arts, Culture, Gaeilge, Education and Libraries Strategic Policy Committee.

Letters of resignation have been received from Mr. Glen Keating, Mr. Ollie Murphy and Ms. Jennifer Lloyd-Hughes.

The following proposals are now before the Members for approval:

“That Ms. Mary Healy replace Mr. Glen Keating as the Community Platform’s representative on the Housing and Social Development Strategic Policy Committee.”

“That Ms. Michelle Kearns replace Mr. Ollie Murphy as the Community Platform’s representative on the Environment Strategic Policy Committee.”

“That Ms. Emily Smartt replace Ms. Jennifer Lloyd-Hughes as the Community Platform’s representative on the Arts, Culture, Gaeilge, Education and Libraries Strategic Policy Committee.”
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor E. Maloney and AGREED:

“That Ms. Mary Healy replace Mr. Glen Keating as the Community Platform’s representative on the Housing and Social Development Strategic Policy Committee.”

“That Ms. Michelle Kearns replace Mr. Ollie Murphy as the Community Platform’s representative on the Environment Strategic Policy Committee.”

“That Ms. Emily Smartt replace Ms. Jennifer Lloyd-Hughes as the Community Platform’s representative on the Arts, Culture, Gaeilge, Education and Libraries Strategic Policy Committee.”
(C/0212/08) 
REPORT ON SECTION 38, ROAD TRAFFIC ACT 1994 - PROPOSED TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES IN SUNDALE LAWN, PARADE AND WALK 
The following report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“The attached report was considered at the Tallaght Area Committee Meeting (2) on Monday 28th April 2008.

Following consideration of the report it was recommended by the Committee that the scheme as advertised be implemented.

It is now proposed to proceed with the scheme as advertised.


MEETING OF TALLAGHT AREA COMMITTEE (2)

Monday, April 28, 2008

HEADED ITEM NO.4

REPORT UNDER SECTION 38 OF THE ROAD TRAFFIC ACT 1994 
PROPOSED TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES IN SUNDALE LAWN, PARADE & WALK
INTRODUCTION:

Section 38 of the Road Traffic Act 1994 empowers a Roads Authority to provide traffic calming measures in respect of public roads in their charge.  The proposed traffic calming measures as advertised for Sundale Lawn, Parade Walk are as follows:

DESCRIPTION OF SCHEME AS ADVERTISED:
The proposed works consist of the following:

1.     The provision of eight (8) standard traffic calming ramps
2.     Associated Road Signage

CONSULTATION PROCESS:
A leaflet giving details of the scheme was circulated to all households in Sundale Lawn, Parade & Walk.
The closing date for submissions/observations was 4:30pm Friday 14th March 2008.

SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED:
No submissions were received

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the scheme as advertised be implemented
The recommendation of the Committee will be brought to the County Council for decision.”
It was proposed by Councillor  D. Keating, seconded by Councillor M. Corr and AGREED:

“That the proposed Traffic Calming Measures in Sundale Lawn, Parade and Walk be implemented as recommended by the Tallaght Area Committee (2), 28th April 2008.”
Correspondence


Ministerial
(C/0213/08) 
Letter, dated 20th April 2008 from the Minister for Health and Children in reply to South Dublin County Council's letter inviting the Minister to meet with the Members regarding the rates revaluation of childcare/after school facilities.

The above letter was NOTED.


Other
(C/0214/08) 
Letter, dated 8th April 2008 from Dublin City Council noting the content of South Dublin County Council's letter calling on the Minister for Health and the HSE to take appropriate action to provide the highest international standards of medical and support services for persons with  CF.
The above letter was NOTED.

(C/0215/08) 
Letter, dated 10th April 2008 from South Tipperary County Council regarding motion passed calling on the Government to introduce change to the way the housing agencies Respond and Cluid operate.
 The above letter was NOTED.

(C/0216/08) 
Letter, dated 22nd April 2008 from Passage West Town Council regarding motion passed calling on all Councils to insist that road works be finished to a high standard, that the 'bedding in' of new surfaces be stopped and that road works be monitored daily in order to reduce road accidents.
 The above letter was NOTED.

 
(C/0217/08)
FAIR TRADE GOODS 
It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane, seconded by Councillor E. Maloney

“That this Council discusses 'Fair Trade' goods, with the aid of a follow up report on my proposal when Chair of Environment SPC to have this Council purchase Fair Trade goods where possible for 'canteen' / offices etc. and to state what progress has been made.”

REPORT:
“South Dublin County Council is particularly conscious of the need to develop and maintain best practice procurement in all areas of purchasing in accordance with codes published by the Department of Finance and issued through the National Public Procurement Policy Unit. Public procurement is defined as the acquisition, whether under formal contract or not, of works, supplies, and services by public bodies.
Best practice includes the need to recognise the legal status of every procurement decision, whether the procurement relates to priority or non priority goods and services, and also to ensure that all procurement functions are discharged honestly and fairly, upholding the highest standards of probity and integrity.  Similarly, EU Directives require that Treaty principles such as non - discrimination, freedom of movement, freedom to provide goods and services etc. must be observed.

This council is proud of its reputation in terms of its Corporate Social Responsibility and takes into account the social, ethical, and environmental effects of its activities on its staff, its local community and the community at large.  

An inter-departmental group is currently involved in drafting a formal Corporate Procurement Plan, under guidelines issued by the Department of Finance, which is now well advanced. In addition to matters such as value for money, probity and integrity it will deal with social and environmental issues such as ‘Fair Trade’ principles as put forward in the motion. It is proposed to present a report on the Corporate Procurement Plan, when drafted, for discussion and input of the members.” 

A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors C. Keane, E. Maloney, T. McDermott, J. Hannon, J. Daly and G. O’Connell.

Mr. A. Jacob, A/Head of Corporate Services responded to the Members’ queries.

Following discussion it was proposed by Councillor T. McDermott, seconded by Councillor C. Keane and agreed to amend the wording of the motion to read as follows: 

“That this Council discusses 'Fair Trade' goods, with the aid of a follow up report on my proposal when Chair of Environment SPC to have this Council purchase Fair Trade goods where possible for 'canteen' / offices etc. and to state what progress has been made and that South Dublin County Council initiate the process to gain Fair Trade accreditation”.
The motion, as amended, was PASSED.

(C/0218/08) 
€20 PLANNING OBJECTION FEE  
It was proposed by Councillor E. Maloney, seconded by Councillor M. Corr:
“That this Council urges the Minister of the Environment, Mr. John Gormley, T.D., to abolish the €20 planning objection fee, with immediate effect.”
REPORT:
“Schedule 10 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001-2006 specifies that the fee for the making of a submission or observation in respect of a planning application is €20.

The regulation requiring the payment of a fee of €20 for the making of an observation or submission on a planning application is considered not unreasonable in the context of the overall cost of service provision in relation to planning applications. 

It also encourages the responsible use of the right to make such observations.

If the motion is passed the matter will be referred to the Department of the Environment Heritage and Local Government.”
A discussion followed with contributions from Councillors E. Maloney, T. McDermott, G. O’Connell, C. Jones, M. Corr, J. Neville and J. Hannon.

Mr. T. Doherty, Director of Planning responded to the Members queries.

The motion was PASSED.
(C/0219/08)
BURNED OUT CARS   
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, seconded by Councillor M. Corr:
“That the Manager would present a report for discussion on the number of burned out cars reported and collected by the Council's contractors in the last six months, on an area by area basis, including details of the costs associated with this service?”
REPORT:
“Throughout the county there were 175 burnt out cars removed by the Council’s contractor in the six month time period between Sept 2007 and February 2008 and the cost of this service to the Council was €12,705.00. The Contractor has been requested to supply a more detailed ‘area by area’ breakdown of this total figure.  When this information becomes available it will be forwarded to the Councillor.”
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS

At this point the Deputy Mayor proposed that Standing Order No. 5 be suspended to extend the meeting time to 18:40 to complete discussion on this item.  This proposal was AGREED by the Members. 

A discussion continued with contributions from Councillors D. Keating, M. Corr, C. Keane, C. Jones and S. O’Connor.
Ms. P. Poole, Director of Environment responded to the Members’ queries.
The report was NOTED.

(C/0220/08) 
COMMERCIAL RATES ON CHILDCARE  
The following motion in the name of Councillor E. Tuffy was MOVED WITHOUT DEBATE.

“That the Manager would, in so far as it is within the power of the Council as distinct to the Valuation Office,  review the position of the Council in regard to the levying of commercial rates on childcare/creche businesses, having regard to the need to support the provision of affordable childcare services to families, and if he will make a statement on the matter.”

REPORT:
“In relation to childcare facilities, there are 94 such facilities which have been given a valuation and rated in South Dublin County Council’s administrative area. Following the revaluation process 9 had their rates decreased, 63 were increased while a total of 22 had not been rated prior to 2008.

Commercial rates account for 42% of the Council’s income. In relation to the childcare area this would amount to € 520,000.00 in 2008.

In relation to the councillor’s request in the Motion to review the position of the Council with regard to the levying of commercial rates on childcare / crèche businesses, the Council is greatly dependant on the revenue generated from such rates and any change in relation to the amount to be collected would have a serious effect on the Council’s income. 

It should be noted however that there is an appeal process available to those who were not satisfied with their revaluation and in this regard approximately 30% of the childcare facilities within this Council’s administrative area have appealed to the Commissioner of Valuation. 

A presentation in relation to the revaluation process was given by a representative from the Valuation Office to the Organisation & Procedures Committee on the 20th March 2008. It was agreed at that meeting to invite the Minister to meet the members discuss the impact of the revaluation process has had on rates for childcare facilities within South Dublin County Council’s administrative area.”
(C/0221/08) 
HOUSING GRANTS 
The following motion in the name of Councillor C. Keane was MOVED WITHOUT DEBATE.

“That this Council discusses the new arrangement for housing grants for disabled/assisted appliances previously administered by the HSE but now transferred to local authority - to state what grants are administered; the amounts provided; etc.etc.”
REPORT:
“The Essential Repairs Grant Scheme was replaced by the Housing Aid for Older People Scheme on 1st November 2007. The new Scheme, when fully operational, will incorporate the works previously funded by the Council under the Essential Repairs Grant Scheme along with those applications processed by the Health Service Executive(HSE) under the Special Housing Aid for the Elderly Scheme and is designed to assist older people living in poor housing conditions to have necessary repairs or improvements carried out . However, the Department of the Environment, Heritage & Local Government (DOEH&LG) has advised the Council that the HSE will continue to administer the Special Housing Aid for the Elderly Scheme until further notice pending full resolution of all issues pertaining to the transfer of the Scheme to the Council and applicants seeking funding under that scheme should continue to apply directly to the HSE.  As such, none of the grants administered by the HSE have transferred to the Council to date and the Council awaits further instructions from the Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government in that regard. 

In the interim the Council continues to fund works covered under the old Essential Repairs Grant Scheme subject to the means test outlined below.

The maximum grant available under the Housing Aid for Older People Scheme is €10,500, which may cover up to 100% of the cost of works.  100% of the approved cost of works is available to those with annual household incomes of up to €30,000, tapering to 30% for those with annual assessable household incomes of €54,001 to €65,000 as outlined in the table below.

Scheme of Housing Aid for Older People Means Test
	Gross maximum household income p.a.
	% of costs available
	Maximum Grant available

	Up to €30,000
	100%
	€10,500

	€30,001 - €34,000
	90%
	€9,450

	€34,001 - €38,000
	80%
	€8,400

	€38,001 - €42,000
	70%
	€7,350

	€42,001 - €46,000
	60%
	€6,300

	€46,001 - €50,000
	50%
	€5,250

	€50,001 - €54,000
	40%
	€4,200

	€54,001 - €65,000
	30%
	€3,150

	In excess of €65,000
	No grant is payable
	No grant is payable”


(C/0222/08) 
MOTIONS NOT REACHED


LITTER BIN REPLACEMENT PROGRAMME

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 behaviour 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.

AREA FOR USE BY MOPEDS/MINI-MOTORBIKES

Councillor R. Dowds  

That South Dublin County Council agrees to allocate an area for the use of mopeds and mini-motorbikes on condition that no insurance liability falls on the County Council.

MANAGEMENT COMPANIES

Councillor D. Keating  

That the Manager would report in detail on the arrangements associated with Management Companies taking charge of estates and apartment developments as distinct from the local authority taking charge of estates or apartment developments. In such cases residents are facing increasing service fees by Management Companies.

CHILDREN’S WEBSITE

Councillor M. Corr  

That the Manager undertakes to develop a section of www.sdcc.ie for children, 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.

SDCC PROCUREMENT POLICIES

Councillor T. McDermott  

That this Council request the Environment Strategic Policy Committee to review, and revise where necessary, the SDCC Procurement Policies to ensure that they minimise the Council's impact on the Environment in a manner that is consistent with legislation and that a draft revised policy be presented to the Council in 2008.

SWIMMING POOLS PROGRAMME

Councillor E. Tuffy  

That this Council deplores the long delay on the part of the Government in re-opening the national Swimming Pools Programme or introducing a new programme of financial assistance for Local Authority swimming pools, and calls on the Government to re-open/introduce a Swimming Pools Programme immediately.

The meeting concluded at 18:35.

Signed: _______________________

                          Mayor

Date: _________________________

PAGE  
422

_1273397507

_1273397525

_1273397531

_1273397518

_1273397499

