COMHAIRLE CONTAE ÁTHA CLIATH THEAS

SOUTH  DUBLIN  COUNTY  COUNCIL

	Minutes of the Adjourned Development Plan Meeting held on 30th April 2009


	PRESENT 


	Councillors
	Councillors

	Brophy, C.
	O’Connell, G.

	Corr, M.
	O’Connor, S.

	Corrigan, D.
	Ridge, T.

	Cosgrave, P.
	Tuffy, E.

	Crowe, S.
	Warren, K.

	Dowds, R.
	Delaney, T.

	Gilligan, T.
	Walsh, E.

	Keane, C.
	

	Keating, D.
	

	King, C.
	

	Maloney, E
	

	McDermott, T.
	

	Neville, J.
	


OFFICIALS PRESENT

	County Manager
	Joe Horan

	Directors / Heads of Function


	Frank Nevin, Tom Doherty, 

	Senior Executive Officers
	 Martin Judge

	Senior Planners
	Colin Ryan Neil O’ Byrne

	Senior Executive Planners
	Bob Matthews

	Administrative Officer
	Tony Shanahan

	Executive Planners
	Olwyn James, Tracy McGibbon, 

	Assistant Planners
	Clare Doyle

	A/Staff Officer
	Adrienne McGee

	A/Assistant Staff Officers
	Ed Penny, Marian Dunne


The Mayor, Councillor M. Corr, presided.
Meeting commenced at 15:40
After the roll call the Mayor set out the order of business. Motions will be taken in order of the revised grouping of motions which was circulated to the Members.  After each motion is moved the manager will first make a comment on his position and recommendation before members contributions and decisions.

This was AGREED  

Chapter 1 – Food Security
DP/035/09
MOT (1)

Item ID: 18920

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor D. Corrigan:
Chapter 1 - Strategy
The Council directs the Manager to include in the Overall Strategy/Recommended Policy Approach, in the section beginning with "Seek to provide for the future well being of the residents of the County by" the addendum "Ensuring an adequate supply of zoned lands for agriculture and food production, including land for allotments, to provide for any new and/or additional demand for locally produced food, which may arise in the medium to longer term future as a consequence of predicted climate changes resulting in significantly changed world and Irish patterns of food production and associated changes in the availability of imported foodstuffs to Ireland and the Greater Dublin Region."
Mr Colin Ryan Senior Planner presented the Manager’s report.
REPORT: 
The Draft Development Plan will include policies in relation to the promotion of allotments. The Development Plan also zones significant portions of the County objective B with a stated zoning objective ' To protect and improve rural amenity and to provide for the development of agriculture.' With respect to the issue of food security and locally produced foods these relate more to national agricultural policy. It is considered that the linkage of future zoning to the protection of locally food growing areas is not appropriate.

Recommendation
That this motion not be adopted.

Cllr D. Corrigan, Cllr T. McDermott, Cllr G O Connell, Cllr C Keane, Cllr E. Maloney, Cllr R. Dowds, Cllr M Corr, Cllr S O’Connor, Cllr E. Tuffy and Cllr S. Crowe made contributions.

Mr Joe Horan County Manager, Mr Frank Nevin Director of Planning and Mr Colin Ryan Senior Planner responded to members queries.

Roll Call Vote

For motion:
Cllrs D. Keating, D. Corrigan, E. Tuffy, E. Walsh, G. O'Connell, R. Dowds, S. O' Connor and T. McDermott

Against motion:

Cllrs C. Keane, E. Maloney, J. Neville, K. Warren, M. Corr, S. Crowe and T. Delaney 

Abstain:

Cllr T. Ridge

8 for 7 Against 1 Abstention 
Motion was PASSED.
DP/036/09
MOT (8)

Item ID: 18896

It was proposed by Councillor D. Corrigan and seconded by Councillor T. McDermott
Chapter 1 - Strategy
That this Council ensures that existing agricultural land banks are protected with a view to improving and enhancing local food production for reasons of food security, with specific policy objectives adopted to achieve this goal.

Mr Colin Ryan Senior Planner presented the Manager’s report.  
REPORT:
The Draft Development Plan will include policies in relation to the promotion of allotments. The Development Plan also zones significant portions of the County objective B with a stated zoning objective ' To protect and improve rural amenity and to provide for the development of agriculture.' With respect to the issues of food security and locally produced foods these relate more to national agricultural policy. It is considered that the linkage of future zoning to the protection of locally based food growing areas is not appropriate.

Recommendation
That this motion not be adopted.

Cllr D. Corrigan, Cllr T. McDermott, Cllr G O Connell, Cllr C Keane, Cllr E. Maloney, Cllr R. Dowds, Cllr M Corr, Cllr S O’Connor, Cllr E. Tuffy and Cllr S. Crowe made contributions.

Mr Joe Horan County Manager, Mr Frank Nevin Director of Planning and Mr Colin Ryan Senior Planner responded to members queries.
Motion was AGREED.
The Manager Mr Joe Horan advised the members that the Draft Development Plan must be in accordance with government policy and legislative requirements. 
Chapter 1 – Residential Zoning

DP/037/09
MOT (4)

Item ID: 18927

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor O’Connell
Chapter 1 - Strategy
That the Council directs the Manager, in regard to the Policy Approach to Land Use Zoning and Local Zoning Objectives, that it is the view of the Council, based on the existing availability in the County of serviced land zoned residential, historical trends in house completions during a period of acknowledged house building "boom", and likely overall  demand for housing in the County during the period of the next two Development Plans, not to include any proposal for the rezoning of any substantial parcel of land (in excess of 5 hectares) in the Draft Plan.

REPORT:
As suggested in the Motion, it is recommended that the direction of the development plan will be towards supporting and facilitating a more consolidated and sustainable urban form, focusing on the development of existing zoned and serviced lands. It is, however, incumbent on the planning authority to provide sufficient lands to support the accommodation of the future county population. The focus of this plan is on its six year plan period.  Accordingly, it is neither appropriate nor desirable to limit the formulation of an integrated plan policy to in the method put forward in the motion. 
Recommendation
That this motion not be adopted
After contributions from Mr Frank Nevin Director of Planning and Mr Colin Ryan Senior Planner, Cllr E. Tuffy withdrew the motion
DP/038/09
MOT (6)

Item ID: 18915

Chapter 1 - Strategy
That the County Development Plan includes policies for zoning land for housing that maintains status quo, i.e. no further development / zoning.

As Councillor Gilligan was not in the Chamber the Motion was not moved.

Chapter 1 –  Strategy

DP/039/09
MOT (9)

Item ID: 18900

It was proposed by Councillor T. McDermott and seconded by Councillor D. Corrigan
Chapter 1 - Strategy
That this Council directs the Manager in accordance with the provisions of Section 11(4)(d) of the 2000 Planning Act as amended, to incorporate into the forthcoming draft county development plan, the principles of the One Planet Living initiative jointly advocated by World Wild Fund for Nature (WWF) and the BioRegional environmental organisation which seeks to make sustainable living easy, attractive and affordable through the adoption of ten guiding principles of development sustainability evolved through the initiative, which are;

(1) Zero Carbon in response to the human induced build-up of CO2 in the atmosphere, 

(2) Zero Waste dealing with disposal issues and the squandering of valuable resources, 

(3) Sustainable Transport concerned with travel contributing to climate change, air and noise pollution and congestion, 

(4)Local and Sustainable Materials as resource exploitation increases environmental damage, and the need to maximise the benefit to local communities, 

(5) Local and Sustainable Food to minimise transport costs and maximise the benefit to local communities, 

(6) Sustainable Water use to protect local supplies, and avoid pollution or depletion, 

(7) Protect natural habitat and wildlife to ensure bio-diversity and avoid over exploitation of natural resources, 

(8) Local Culture and Heritage to be fostered to avoid loss of local identity and knowledge,

(9) Equity and Fair Trade to ensure that all communities can meet their need from what they produce or sell,

(10) Health and Happiness being fostered to avoid a divergence between rising wealth and the true basis of well-being, 

and that the overall strategy, policies and objectives in the county development plan be framed to be consistent with this.
REPORT:
It is considered that the policies outlined above are not directly relevant to the formulation of the Draft Development Plan. It is however considered that the policy objectives outlined in the following motion (no. 10) are more directly relevant to the purpose and rationale of the Development Plan

Recommendation.

That this motion not be adopted.
Cllr T. McDermott, Cllr D. Corrigan and Cllr E Maloney made contributions.

Mr Frank Nevin Director of Planning and Mr Colin Ryan Senior Planner set out the Manager’s position and responded to members queries.

Roll call vote: 
For motion;
Cllrs Corr, Delaney, Dowds, Keane, McDermott, O’ Connell, Ridge, Warren

Against Motion;
Cllrs Corrigan, Gilligan, Maloney, Neville and Walsh

Abstained:
Cllr Neville

Result: 8 for 5 against, 1 Abstention.
Motion was PASSED
Chapter 7 – Waste Management

The Mayor Cllr M Corr left the Council chamber to attend another meeting; Cllr G O’ Connell Deputy Mayor presided in her place.
DP/040/09
MOT (20)

Item ID: 18933

It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor Ridge
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
That South Dublin County Council, in conforming to the Dublin Waste Management Plan, which calls for an incinerator at Poolbeg, ensures that no public waste incinerator is built within our County. 

The Managers report on the Motion was presented by Mr Frank Nevin, Director of Planning.

REPORT:
The waste management plan for the Dublin Region is the considered common regional strategy for the four Dublin local authorities in dealing with their waste in an ordered, coherent and sustainable fashion. South Dublin County Council has co-operated with and participated in the preparation of the Dublin waste management plan for the collection, treatment, handling and disposal of wastes.

The South Dublin County Development Plan is subsidiary with regard to policies concerning waste in this County. The Dublin waste management plan sets out specific and detailed policies  and the Development Plan supports these in accordance with Section 10 (2) (b) of the Planning and Development Act 2000.

The importance of a common integrated approach to dealing with Dublin’s waste was highlighted in the recent An Bord Pleanála decision to refuse permission for a waste to energy facility at Behan’s Quarry Rathcoole. In this decision a fundamental determinant was the objectives of the regional waste management strategy.

This motion, if passed, would create a situation that would be contrary to the provisions of the waste management strategy. It is the waste management strategy that formulates and directs waste management policy and infrastructure in the Dublin 

Recommendation 

That this motion not be passed.
Cllr R. Dowds proposed, seconded by Cllr Maloney, the following amendment:
That South Dublin County Council ensures that no public waste incinerator is built within our County.

Cllr R. Dowds, Cllr E. Maloney, Cllr T. McDermott, Cllr G O Connell, Cllr T. Ridge,  Cllr  E. Walsh, Cllr S O’Connor, Cllr T. Gilligan and Cllr D. Corrigan made contributions.

Mr Joe Horan County Manager, advised the members of his obligation to set out the legal position in this regard. There is a hierarchy of plans with respect to waste management. Taking precedence is the Dublin Region Waste Management Plan; this sets out the infrastructural and policy arrangements necessary to deal with waste in the Dublin region. The County Development Plan must not conflict with the requirements of the Dublin Region Waste Management Plan.  Bottom of Form
Roll call vote on the amendment

For amendment to Motion 20:
Cllrs Corrigan, Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Dowds, Gilligan, Keane, Keating, King, Maloney, McDermott, Neville, O’ Connell, Ridge, Tuffy and Warren.

Against amendment to Motion 20:
Cllrs O’Connor and Walsh.

Result: For 16, Against 2.

Roll call vote on the amended Motion 20:
For amended Motion 20:
Cllrs Corrigan, Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Dowds, Gilligan, Keane, Keating, King, Maloney, McDermott, Neville, O’ Connell, O’ Connor, Ridge, Tuffy and Warren.

Against amended Motion 20
Cllr Walsh

Result: 17 For 1 Against

Amended motion PASSED.

It was proposed that the same result will be applied to Motions 21,22,23,24,25,26 and 28

The Member’s were again advised by Mr Joe Horan County Manager that with respect to waste management the Dublin Region Waste Management Plan takes precedence over the County Development Plan. The Draft Development Plan must reflect the requirements of the Dublin Region Waste Management Plan. With respect to motions referring to contractual obligations these are not matters relevant to a County Development Plan and are dealt with under separate procurement legislation.
DP/041/09
MOT (21)

Item ID: 18934

It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor T McDermott
Chapter 7 – Infrastructure

That the new County Development Plan includes aggressive incremental targets to ensure that within the 2010-2016 period we arrive at a situation where no waste generated within our County that is recyclable or compostable will be incinerated at any location.

REPORT:

The Waste Management Plan for the Dublin Region is the considered common regional strategy for the four Dublin local authorities in dealing with their waste in an ordered, coherent and sustainable fashion.

Recycling is a corner stone of this strategy with the regional waste management plan aiming to deliver a recycling rate of 59% by 2013. Recycling rates in 2003 were 26% and considerable progress has been made since then with municipal waste recycling rates of 40% in 2006. The Dublin Local Authorities have continued to put in place the necessary systems to support improved rates of recycling. However, this does obviate the need for thermal treatment or a new landfill for the Dublin region.

The Development Plan supports the continued work of the Waste Management Plan which directs the provision of waste infrastructure and policy. 

This motion, if passed, would create a situation that would be contrary to the provisions of the waste management strategy.  It is the waste management strategy that formulates and directs waste management policy and infrastructure in the Dublin region.

Recommendation

That this motion not be passed.

Roll Call Vote:

For motion:
Cllrs Corrigan, Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Dowds, Gilligan, Keane, Keating, King, Maloney, McDermott, Neville, O’ Connell, O’ Connor, Ridge, Tuffy and Warren.

Against motion 
Cllr Walsh

Result: 17 For 1 Against

Motion PASSED Bottom of Form

DP/042/09
MOT (22)

Item ID: 18935

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor G O Connell
Chapter 7 – Infrastructure

That South Dublin County Council, in conforming to the Dublin Waste Management plan which calls for one incinerator situated at Poolbeg, must also be cognisant of An Bord Pleanála's decision in relation to the Rathcoole Incinerator which in rejecting it stated:

"Having regard to the approval granted under section 175 of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended, for the facility at Poolbeg, it is considered that the additional facility as proposed would be in conflict with the integrated approach to waste management for the Dublin region as set out in the said Waste Management Plan and would therefore be contrary to the development plan of the area and to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area"

We submit if the SDCC Country Development plan for 2010-2016 stated that it precluded the provision of incinerators, including incinerators with waste recovery and/or energy production, in the 2010-2016 County Development Plan, that this would provide a clarification of the situation and the County's position. It would make it less likely for incinerator companies to ask for planning permission and therefore spare the Council and community groups the massive expense in time, effort, resources and money in addressing inappropriate proposals. This decision would also reflect the unity of feeling among all community and political groups and would be good for South County Dublin, and a most welcome move.

Therefore in brief, we submit that the manager take the following direction from the elected members in relation to the preparation of the next draft development plan for the county so that is states 

"No further incinerators or thermal treatment or thermal energy solutions dependent on the burning or combustion of waste be situated in this County and that such facilities such as incinerators with waste recovery and/or energy production be specifically precluded in the County within the 2010-2016 County Development Plan."

In so doing we are particularly mindful of the spiraling increase in job losses throughout the country, the massive cost to the economy of the recent pork dioxin scare and the importance of protecting jobs in our indigenous equine and Agri-food sectors, which are critical employment and revenue sources now, and critical growth areas for our future.

REPORT:

The Waste Management Plan for the Dublin Region is the considered common regional strategy for the four Dublin Local Authorities in dealing with their waste in an ordered, coherent and sustainable fashion. South Dublin County Council has co-operated with and participated in the preparation of the Dublin Waste Management Plan for the collection, treatment, handling and disposal of wastes.

The South Dublin County Development Plan is subsidiary with regard to policies concerning waste in this County. The Dublin Waste Management Plan sets out specific and detailed policies  and the Development Plan supports these in accordance with Section 10 (2) (b) of the Planning and Development Act 2000.

The importance of a common integrated approach to dealing with Dublin’s waste was highlighted in the recent An Bord Pleanála decision to refuse permission for a waste to energy facility at Behan’s Quarry Rathcoole. In this decision a fundamental determinant was the objectives of the Dublin Regional Waste Management Strategy.

This motion, if passed, would create a situation that would be contrary to the provisions of the Dublin Waste Management Strategy. It is the Waste Management Strategy that formulates and directs waste management policy and infrastructure in the Dublin Region.

Recommendation 

That this motion not be passed.

Roll Call Vote:

For motion:
Cllrs Corrigan, Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Dowds, Gilligan, Keane, Keating, King, Maloney, McDermott, Neville, O’ Connell, O’ Connor, Ridge, Tuffy and Warren.

Against motion
Cllr Walsh

Result: 17 For 1 Against

Motion PASSED Bottom of Form

Bottom of Form

DP/043/09
MOT (23)

Item ID: 18936

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor O Connell
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
As a separate motion but complimentary motion to that on precluding incinerators in the County, we also submit the critical importance of enhancing our County's recycling and composting efforts and ensuring that South Dublin does not merely export its waste problem. We therefore submit the following policies be included within the Draft County Development Plan being prepared for South Dublin for the period 2010-2016.

·        No contractual obligation over one year will be entered into by SDCC to provide waste to an incinerator - lest it negatively impact our flexibility to move toward more sustainable waste management. 
·        That the new County Development plan should include aggressive incremental targets to ensure that within the life of the plan - that we achieve the target that: No waste generated within the County that is recyclable or compostable will be incinerated in any location.
We note in so doing that the waste management plan currently takes precedence over the County Development Plan - but this is an important policy statement and expresses the wishes of the elected representatives of the County about how we will adapt to the said Waste Management Plan and behave in a sustainable way.  We must find the means and the resources to manage our waste in a cost effective and sustainable way, and charge the county with this target.

REPORT:
The Dublin Waste Management Plan sets out an integrated strategy for dealing with the waste generated in the Dublin Region in an ordered, coherent and sustainable fashion.

The Development Plan does not have role to play in determining the contractual obligations that this Council may enter into. The motion is not appropriate to the Development Plan. 

Recycling is a corner stone of this strategy with the Regional Waste Management Plan aiming to deliver a recycling rate of 59% by 2013. Recycling rates in 2003 were 26% and considerable progress has been made since then with municipal waste recycling rates of 40% in 2006. The Dublin Local Authorities have continued to put in place the necessary systems to support improved rates of recycling. However, this does obviate the need for thermal treatment or a new landfill for the Dublin Region.

 The Development Plan supports the continued work of the Waste Management Plan which directs the provision of waste infrastructure and policy. 

This motion, if passed, would create a situation that would be contrary to the provisions of the waste management strategy.  It is the waste management strategy that formulates and directs waste management policy and infrastructure in the Dublin region.

Recommendation

That this motion not be adopted.

Roll Call Vote:

For motion:
Cllrs Corrigan, Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Dowds, Gilligan, Keane, Keating, King, Maloney, McDermott, Neville, O’ Connell, O’ Connor, Ridge, Tuffy and Warren.

Against motion 
Cllr Walsh

Result: 17 For 1 Against

Motion PASSED Bottom of Form

Bottom of Form

DP/044/09
MOT (24)

Item ID: 18907

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor McDermott
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
South Dublin County Council in conforming to the Dublin Waste Management plan which calls for one incinerator situated at Poolbeg must also be cognisant of An Bord Pleanála's decision in relation to the Rathcoole Incinerator which in rejecting it stated:

"Having regard to the approval granted under section 175 of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended, for the facility at Poolbeg, it is considered that the additional facility as proposed would be in conflict with the integrated approach to waste management for the Dublin region as set out in the said Waste Management Plan and would therefore be contrary to the development plan of the area and to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area"

We submit if the SDCC Country Development plan for 2010-2016 stated that it precluded the provision of incinerators, including incinerators with waste recovery and/or energy production, in the 2010-2016 County Development Plan, that this would provide a clarification of the situation and the County's position. 

It would make it less likely for incinerator companies to ask for planning permission and therefore spare the Council and community groups the massive expense in time, effort, resources and money in addressing inappropriate proposals.

This decision would also reflect the unity of feeling among all community and political groups and would be good for South County Dublin, and a most welcome move.

Therefore in brief, we submit that the manager take the following direction from the elected members in relation to the preparation of the next draft development plan for the county so that is states

·       No further incinerators or thermal treatment or thermal energy solutions dependent on the burning or combustion of waste be situated in this County and that such facilities such as incinerators with waste recovery and/or energy production be specifically precluded in the County within the 2010-2016 County Development Plan.
In so doing we are particularly mindful of the spiralling increase in job losses throughout the country, the massive cost to the economy of the recent pork dioxin scare and the importance of protecting jobs in our indigenous equine and Agri-food sectors, which are critical employment and revenue sources now, and critical growth areas for our future. 

REPORT:
The waste management plan for the Dublin Region is the considered common regional strategy for the four Dublin local authorities in dealing with their waste in an ordered, coherent and sustainable fashion. South Dublin County Council has co-operated with and participated in the preparation of the Dublin waste management plan for the collection, treatment, handling and disposal of wastes.

The South Dublin County Development Plan is subsidiary with regard to policies concerning waste in this County. The Dublin waste management plan sets out specific and detailed policies and the Development Plan supports these in accordance with Section 10 (2) (b) of the Planning and Development Act 2000.

The importance of a common integrated approach to dealing with Dublin’s waste was highlighted in the recent An Bord Pleanala decision to refuse permission for a waste to energy facility at Behan’s Quarry Rathcoole.  In this decision a fundamental determinant was the objectives of the regional waste management strategy.

This motion, if passed, would create a situation that would be contrary to the provisions of the Dublin waste management strategy.  It is the waste management strategy that formulates and directs waste management policy and infrastructure in the Dublin 

Recommendation 
That this motion not be passed.

Roll Call Vote:

For motion:
Cllrs Corrigan, Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Dowds, Gilligan, Keane, Keating, King, Maloney, McDermott, Neville, O’ Connell, O’ Connor, Ridge, Tuffy and Warren.

Against motion 
Cllr Walsh

Result: 17 For 1 Against

Motion PASSED Bottom of Form

Bottom of Form

DP/045/09
MOT (25)

Item ID: 18908

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor McDermott
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
As a separate motion but complimentary motion to that (above on precluding incinerators in the County), we also submit the critical importance of enhancing our County's recycling and composting efforts and ensuring that South Dublin does not merely export its waste problem. We therefore submit the following policies be included within the Draft County Development Plan being prepared for South Dublin for the period 2010-2016.

·       No contractual obligation over one year will be entered into by SDCC to provide waste to an incinerator - lest it negatively impact our flexibility to move toward more sustainable waste management. 
·       That the new County Development plan should include aggressive incremental targets to ensure that within the life of the plan - that we achieve the target that: No waste generated within the County that is recyclable or compostable will be incinerated in any location.
We note in so doing that the waste management plan currently takes precedence over the County Development Plan - but this is an important policy statement and expresses the wishes of the elected representatives of the County about how we will adapt to the said Waste Management Plan and behave in a sustainable way.  We must find the means and the resources to manage our waste in a cost effective and sustainable way, and charge the county with this target. 

REPORT:
The Dublin waste management plan sets out an integrated strategy for dealing with the waste generated in the Dublin region in an ordered, coherent and sustainable fashion.

The Development Plan does not have a role to play in determining the contractual obligations that this Council may enter into. The motion is not appropriate to the Development Plan. 

Recycling is a corner stone of this strategy with the regional waste management plan aiming to deliver a recycling rate of 59% by 2013.  Recycling rates in 2003 were 26% and considerable progress has been made since then with municipal waste recycling rates of 40% in 2006. The Dublin local authorities have continued to put in place the necessary systems to support improved rates of recycling.  However, this does obviate the need for thermal treatment or a new landfill for the Dublin region.

The Development Plan supports the continued work of the waste management plan which directs the provision of waste infrastructure and policy. 

This motion, if passed, would create a situation that would be contrary to the provisions of the waste management strategy.  It is the waste management strategy that formulates and directs waste management policy and infrastructure in the Dublin region.

Recommendation
That this motion not be adopted.

Roll Call Vote:

For motion:
Cllrs Corrigan, Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Dowds, Gilligan, Keane, Keating, King, Maloney, McDermott, Neville, O’ Connell, O’ Connor, Ridge, Tuffy and Warren.

Against motion
Cllr Walsh

Result: 17 For 1 Against

Motion PASSED Bottom of Form

Bottom of Form

DP/046/09
MOT (26)

Item ID: 18912

It was proposed by Councillor T. Ridge and seconded by Councillor Gilligan
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
That the Development Plan include policies that prohibit the following;

(i) thermal treatment or thermal energy solutions dependent on the burning or combustion of waste to be situated in the County and that such facilities such as incinerators with waste recovery and/or energy production be specifically precluded in the County within the 2010-2016 County Development Plan.

REPORT:
The waste management plan for the Dublin Region is the considered common regional strategy for the four Dublin local authorities in dealing with their waste in an ordered, coherent and sustainable fashion.  South Dublin County Council has co-operated with and participated in the preparation of the Dublin waste management plan for the collection, treatment, handling and disposal of wastes.

The South Dublin County Development Plan is subsidiary with regard to policies concerning waste in this County. The Dublin waste management plan sets out specific and detailed policies and the Development Plan supports these in accordance with Section 10 (2) (b) of the Planning and Development Act 2000.

The importance of a common integrated approach to dealing with Dublin’s waste was highlighted in the recent An Bord Pleanála decision to refuse permission for a waste to energy facility at Behan’s Quarry Rathcoole. In this decision a fundamental determinant was the objectives of the regional waste management strategy.

This motion, if passed, would create a situation that would be contrary to the provisions of the waste management strategy.  It is the waste management strategy that formulates and directs waste management policy and infrastructure in the Dublin region.

Recommendation 
That this motion not be passed.

Roll Call Vote:

For motion:
Cllrs Corrigan, Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Dowds, Gilligan, Keane, Keating, King, Maloney, McDermott, Neville, O’ Connell, O’ Connor, Ridge, Tuffy and Warren.

Against motion 
Cllr Walsh

Result: 17 For 1 Against

Motion PASSED Bottom of Form

DP/047/09
MOT (27)

Item ID: 18913

It was proposed by Councillor T. Ridge and seconded by Councillor Gilligan
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
That contractual obligations of more than one year not be entered into by South Dublin County Council in order to focus and move forward to a more sustainable management of waste.

REPORT:
The Dublin waste management plan sets out an integrated strategy for dealing with the waste generated in the Dublin region in an ordered, coherent and sustainable fashion.

This motion, if passed, would create a situation that would be contrary to the provisions of the waste management strategy. The Development Plan does not have a role to play in determining the contractual obligations that this Council may enter into.  The motion is not appropriate to the Development Plan. 

Recommendation
That this motion not be adopted.

Cllr T. Ridge, Cllr E. Maloney, Cllr T. McDermott, Cllr G O Connell, and Cllr T. Gilligan made contributions.

Mr Joe Horan County Manager, Mr Frank Nevin Director of Planning and Mr Colin Ryan Senior Planner responded to queries and advised the members that contractual issues are not relevant to the County Development Plan and are not a planning matter. Public sector procurement is subject to national and EU legislation.
Roll Call vote

For Motion:
Cllrs Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Keating, Neville, O Connor, O Connell and Ridge

Against Motion
Cllrs King, Maloney, McDermott, Tuffy and Warren.

Abstained:
Cllrs Brophy, Corrigan, Gilligan, Keane.

8 For 5 Against 4 Abstentions
Motion PASSEDBottom of Form
Bottom of Form

DP/048/09
MOT (28)

Item ID: 18914

It was proposed by Councillor T. Ridge and seconded by Councillor Gilligan
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
That the new County Development Plan should include aggressive incremental targets to ensure that within the life of the County Development Plan 2010-2016 that this Council would achieve the targets of full recycling and compostable methods and that no recycled or composted waste will be incinerated in any location.

REPORT:
The Dublin waste management plan sets out an integrated strategy for dealing with the waste generated in the Dublin region in an ordered, coherent and sustainable fashion.

Recycling is a corner stone of this strategy with the regional waste management plan aiming to deliver a recycling rate of 59% by 2013.  Recycling rates in 2003 were 26% and considerable progress has been made since then with municipal waste recycling rates of 40% in 2006.  The Dublin local authorities have continued to put in place the necessary systems to support improved rates of recycling.  However, this does obviate the need for thermal treatment or a new landfill for the Dublin region.

The Development Plan supports the continued work of the waste management plan which directs the provision of waste infrastructure and policy. 

This motion, if passed, would create a situation that would be contrary to the provisions of the waste management strategy.  It is the waste management strategy that formulates and directs waste management policy and infrastructure in the Dublin region.

Recommendation
That this motion not be adopted.

Roll Call Vote:

For motion:
Cllrs Corrigan, Cosgrave, Crowe, Delaney, Dowds, Gilligan, Keane, Keating, King, Maloney, McDermott, Neville, O’ Connell, O’ Connor, Ridge, Tuffy and Warren.

Against motion 
Cllr Walsh

Result: 17 For 1 Against

Motion PASSED Bottom of Form

Chapter 7 – HGV/TrafficBottom of Form

DP/049/09
MOT (29)

Item ID: 18898

It was proposed by Councillor D. Corrigan and seconded by Councillor T McDermott
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
That given (a) the strategic importance of the effective implementation of the Regional Planning Strategy for the Dublin Metropolitan Area that provides for the consolidation of development into a compact urban form, based on enhanced public transport, which in turn largely depends on achieving a high quality built environment based on the principles of sustainable development and best practice in urban design, and (b) the strategic importance of transportation to economic activity and employment within the county, this Council directs the Manager to recognise the need for the control and management of the movement and parking of HGV type vehicles through or in residential or other environmentally sensitive areas within the county and to incorporate into the draft development plan a HGV management strategy, including the appropriate policies and objectives to prohibit, restrict or deter certain classes of such vehicles, given their environmental and safety impacts, including if appropriate the definition of cordon areas and the incorporation of suitable route choice measures in such a management strategy so as to minimise their use of residential streets or other environmentally sensitive areas such as location of schools.

REPORT:
The consolidation of development into a compact urban form will be a central element of the envisaged strategy of the Draft Development Plan.  However, goods and services need to be distributed throughout the County and the roads hierarchy exists to reflect this. HGV through routes are designated by default as being the National and Regional road network within the county. Local distributor roads provide the same function for local traffic.  It should be a policy of the development plan to discourage developments which are inappropriate to these functions. It is possible to designate non-HGV are best approached on a case by case basis in order to limit inconsistencies and conflicts. The HGV parking restrictions apply to roads outside of industrial areas. The major problem with banning HGV’s is enforcement as access is still permitted into a banned area provide the HGV or the driver has business in the area. 

Recommendation 
That this motion not be adopted.

Cllr D.Corrigan tabled an amendment seconded by T McDermott to motion 29 to read as follows:
‘That it is the policy of the Council to have a plan in place to examine the limiting/ banning of HGV’s in residential areas and sensitive areas such as schools.’

Cllrs D. Corrigan, T. McDermot, E. Maloney, S. O’ Connor, C. Keane G O’Connell, C. Brophy, D. Keating and E. Walsh made contributions.

Mr Joe Horan County Manager and Mr. Frank Nevin Director of Planning responded to motion, advising the members that the motion was more suited to consideration as part of the work of the Transportation SPC.
The amended motion was Agreed.
Bottom of Form
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DP/050/09
MOT (30)
Item ID: 18910

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor Keating
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT

Given that the County has been rapidly developed over a relatively short period of time and that many long established and traditional communities and villages have been subsumed into this development as a bye product of progress, often with new commuter routes feeding into and out of an infrastructure that was not designed to take such traffic, and given that this Council has had the foresight to invest significantly in the monitoring of traffic through and within the County, the members, now direct Management to prepare and make available a comprehensive traffic report that will 

· Address the impact on the quality of life that “through” traffic is having on our citizens 

· Identify undesirable levels of commuter and other outside traffic through residential areas 

· Propose options for the re- routing of traffic away from schools and other sensitive areas 

· Consider the impact of installing Bus/Public Vehicle Gates at certain locations throughout the County effectively providing “Cul-de-Sac” residential communities 

· Provide ready access to national routes for motorised traffic for residents from our communities that will both minimise commuting distance and facilitate integration

that will guide the members in putting forward proposals aimed at improving and alleviating the serious traffic congestion that has emerged in the build environment throughout the County and in providing for future development in accordance with Government Guidelines and best practice.

REPORT:
It should be noted that South Dublin County Council is the gateway to and from the Capital city to the West and South of the country and as such attracts considerable amount of through traffic which results in discommodation of those resident living in the County. It has been Council policy to limit this in so far as it is practical consistent with the orderly economic and social development of the County. To this end the DTO have developed “Platform for change” which is currently being reviewed to provide a 20/30 vision of transport in the Greater Dublin Area. This new vision will be taken account of in the new Development Plan and together with the development of strategic corridors with limited development will form part of the public transport policy of this Council for the next 20 years. 

It is not possible in the time frame available to provide a comprehensive traffic report to deal with all the matters raised.

Recommendation

That this motion not be adopted.

Cllrs G O’Connell, D. Keating, D. Corrigan, T. McDermot, C. Keane and K. Warren made contributions.

Mr Joe Horan County Manager and Mr. Frank Nevin Director of Planning responded to members, advising the members that the motion was very detailed and would be more suited to consideration as part of the work of the Transportation SPC. Furthermore the members were advised that given the limitations of the statutory timeframes involved in the review of the Development Plan and existing resources, it was unlikely that the production of the requested detailed report would be practicable.

Motion was AGREED.
Chapter 7 – Telecommunications (deferred from last meeting)

DP/051/09
MOT (38)

Item ID: 18917 
Chapter 7 - Infrastructure
That it is the policy within the development plan that the number of pylon / telephone masts per person be reduced.

As Councillor Gilligan was not in the Chamber the Motion was Not Moved.
Chapter 9 – Liffey Valley
It was AGREED to take Motions 42, 43 & 44 together.Bottom of Form

DP/052/09
MOT (42)

Item ID: 18938

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor Corrigan
Chapter 9
Pursuant to The Planning  & Development Act 2000, Article II Plans & Guidelines, Chapter I Development Plans in relation to the actual exercise to prepare a Draft Development Plan – as is being currently undertaken by South Dublin County Council, and the provision under the said act for the members to direct the Manger on the preparation of the draft plan following their consideration of his report on submissions, as prescribed under the aforementioned article and chapter, section 11, subsection 4(d); the following motion on the Liffey Valley is proposed:

This motion is also submitted in specific recognition of the Member's need to adhere to the ‘requirements of the legislative framework’  and therefore of the specific provision of the act in relation to the ‘Content of Development Plans’ as laid out in Section 10, subsection (2) (a), (c),(d), (e) and (j), but not limited to same

10.—(1) A development plan shall set out an overall strategy for the proper planning and sustainable development of the area of the development plan and shall consist of a written statement and a plan or plans indicating the development objectives for the area in question.
(2) Without prejudice to the generality of subsection (1), a development plan shall include objectives for—
(a) the zoning of land for the use solely or primarily of particular areas for particular purposes (whether residential, commercial, industrial, agricultural, recreational, as open space or otherwise, or a mixture of those uses), where and to such extent as the proper planning and sustainable development of the area, in the opinion of the planning authority, requires the uses to be indicated;
 (c) the conservation and protection of the environment including, in particular, the archaeological and natural heritage and the conservation and protection of European sites and any other sites which may be prescribed for the purposes of this paragraph;
(d) the integration of the planning and sustainable development of the area with the social, community and cultural requirements of the area and its population;
(e) the preservation of the character of the landscape where, and to the extent that, in the opinion of the planning authority, the proper planning and sustainable development of the area requires it, including the preservation of views and prospects and the amenities of places and features of natural beauty or interest;
 (j) the preservation, improvement and extension of amenities and recreational amenities;
It is also submitted in recognition of South Dublin’s long standing objectives to progress the matter of protection and preservation of the lands of the Liffey Valley and to promote a Liffey Valley Park, and the support of so many of its members for same. 

Therefore this motion proposes that the Council undertake such study or studies as are necessary to evaluate the lands of the Liffey Valley within its jurisdiction, with a view to making assessments of the suitability of such lands for protection and public access, to include such considerations and provisions as legislatively provided for as:
·        Special Amenity Area Orders, 

- per The Planning & Development Act 2000,   Part XIII, Section 202 & 203 
·        Landscape Conservation, 

- per The Planning & Development Act 2000,   Part XIII, Section 204 
·        Tree Preservation Orders,

- per The Planning & Development Act 2000,   Part XIII, Section 205 
·        Public Rights of Way,

 - per The Planning & Development Act 2000 Part XIII, Section 206,207 & 208 
and also : 

·        Special Areas of Conservation

·        Natural Heritage Areas

And to provide same in a report or report(s) to the elected members. 

Such report(s) should be provided to the elected members as quickly as possible but no later than 4 weeks before the members being required to respond to the Manager’s Report on submissions as prescribed under section 12 subsections 5 (a), (b) and (6). To put it simply following the public consultation on the first draft of the plan, as provided under The Planning & Development Act 2000, Part II Plans and Guidelines Chapter 1 Development Plans Section 12 Making of Development Plan subsections (1) and (2), which is expected to commence late September 2009, the manager will produce a report on the submissions from that consultation for the members to deliberate upon and respond to, and 4 weeks before the members are required to respond and act in response to that Manager’s report, they should have access to the studies performed on the Liffey Valley as required in this motion.  

This is so that appropriate amendment within the powers of the members can be made to protect lands as informed by the said studies, and yet it also to allow for further consultation if such amendments are of such significance to warrant further consultation, as is fully provided for in the legislation under section 7(a), (b). The Draft Plan process could then be finalised as provided for under Section 12 sub-sections 8 and 9 as required. 

This is all with a view to enabling the members to formulate motions to propose appropriate zoning protection for the lands of the Liffey Valley within the jurisdiction of South Dublin County Council as are within their powers, and to initiate such steps as are appropriate and which would be required to implement the recommendations of said report(s) within the process to prepare this Draft Development Plan currently underway for 2011-2016, or shortly thereafter as appropriate.

The study or studies should build upon but not be limited by studies performed before including but not limited to, the recent SAAO study submitted to the Minister in February of this year, The Myles Wright report, and the more recent ERM report: ‘Toward a Liffey Valley Park’ and the inputs to same. However the intention of the study or studies, which are the subject of this motion should focus particularly on facilitating assessing the lands of the valley with a view to identifying the most appropriate protection for them in the context of the latest legislative provisions and thereby address the limitations of other reports to date.  

The scope of such study or studies should include in length all the lands within the Council’s jurisdiction stretching from Palmerstown to the county boundary, and in width from the County’s northern boundary with the River southwards to the N4, until it intersects with the Celbridge Road, and thereafter using the Celbridge Road as the southern boundary for the study, and to include all the lands of Lucan Golf Course, Cooldrinagh and Tubbermaclugg in the assessment. 

As such, the study or studies will include lands already within the current Special Amenity Area Order, SAAO, but ensure the lands up as far as the N4 are assessed. It will also include lands already developed, but ensures lands such as those adjacent to Lucan demesne and lands whose protection may not have been covered within the recent SAAO study requested by the Minister can have appropriate protection provided to them. It is time the Council moved from protecting the valley as an Objective – to delivering on that objective with this proactive step, and to build on the good work done by the Council in Lucan Demesne for example.

REPORT:
The current County Development Plan has in place a series of objectives to protect and enhance the amenity that is the Liffey Valley. It is envisaged that the Draft Development Plan will maintain the policy framework for the protection of the Liffey Valley.

It is not envisaged that a report of the scale suggested in the motion is neither necessary, appropriate nor achievable in the context of the preparation of the Development Plan and the strict timetable for its adoption.
Recommendation.
That this motion not be passed.

DP/053/09
MOT (43)

Item ID: 18891

It was proposed by Councillor D. Corrigan and seconded by Councillor G O Connell
Chapter 9
As a strategy for one of the two natural prime assets of the County that this Council direct the Manager to incorporate into the 2010-2016 Development Plan the current policy of preserving and protecting the Liffey Valley in addition to incorporating the recommendations of the Office of Public Work’s plan for the Liffey Valley. As part of this strategy that this Council directs the Manager to adopt the lead role in encouraging and working with other local authorities in order to provide clear joined up thinking, a coherent strategy and a vision for the preservation of the Liffey Valley. We endanger this prime natural asset at our peril.

REPORT:
The action requested as part of this motion is outside the scope of the Development Plan. Notwithstanding that, the current County Development Plan has in place a series of objectives to protect and enhance the amenity that is the Liffey Valley. It is envisaged that the Draft Development Plan will maintain the policy framework for the protection of the Liffey Valley.
Recommendation.
That this motion not be passed.
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DP/054/09
MOT (44)

Item ID: 18906

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor D. Keating
Chapter 9
LIFFEY VALLEY PROTECTION
Pursuant to The Planning  & Development Act 2000, Article II Plans & Guidelines, Chapter I Development Plans in elation to the actual exercise to prepare a Draft Development Plan – as is being currently undertaken by South Dublin County Council, and the provision under the said act for the members to direct the Manger on the preparation of the draft plan following their consideration of his report on submissions, as prescribed under the aforementioned article and chapter, section 11, subsection 4(d); the following motion on the Liffey Valley is proposed. 

This motion is also submitted in specific recognition of the Members need to adhere to the ‘requirements of the legislative framework’  and therefore of the specific provision of the act in relation to the ‘Content of Development Plans’ as laid out in Section 10, subsection (2) (a), (c),(d), (e) and (j), but not limited to same

10.—(1) A development plan shall set out an overall strategy for the proper planning and sustainable development of the area of the development plan and shall consist of a written statement and a plan or plans indicating the development objectives for the area in question.
(2) Without prejudice to the generality of subsection (1), a development plan shall include objectives for—
(a) the zoning of land for the use solely or primarily of particular areas for particular purposes (whether residential, commercial, industrial, agricultural, recreational, as open space or otherwise, or a mixture of those uses), where and to such extent as the proper planning and sustainable development of the area, in the opinion of the planning authority, requires the uses to be indicated;
 (c) the conservation and protection of the environment including, in particular, the archaeological and natural heritage and the conservation and protection of European sites and any other sites which may be prescribed for the purposes of this paragraph;
(d) the integration of the planning and sustainable development of the area with the social, community and cultural requirements of the area and its population;
(e) the preservation of the character of the landscape where, and to the extent that, in the opinion of the planning authority, the proper planning and sustainable development of the area requires it, including the preservation of views and prospects and the amenities of places and features of natural beauty or interest;
 (j) the preservation, improvement and extension of amenities and recreational amenities;
It is also submitted in recognition of South Dublin’s long standing objectives to progress the matter of protection and preservation of the lands of the Liffey Valley and to promote a Liffey Valley Park, and the support of so many of it’s members for same. 

Therefore this motion proposes that the Council undertake such study or studies as are necessary to evaluate the lands of the Liffey Valley within its jurisdiction, with a view to making assessments of the suitability of such lands for protection and public access, to include such considerations and provisions as legislatively provided for as:
·       Special Amenity Area Orders, 

- per The Planning & Development Act 2000,   Part XIII, Section 202 & 203 
·       Landscape Conservation, 

- per The Planning & Development Act 2000,   Part XIII, Section 204 
·       Tree Preservation Order’s 

- per The Planning & Development Act 2000,   Part XIII, Section 205 
·       Public Rights of Way 

 - per The Planning & Development Act 2000 Part XIII, Section 206,207 & 208 
and also: 

·       Special Area’s of Conservation

·       Natural Heritage Areas

and to provide same in a report or report(s) to the elected members. 

Such report(s) should be provided to the elected members as quickly as possible but no later than 4 weeks before the members being required to respond to the Manager’s Report on submissions as prescribed under section 12 subsections 5 (a), (b) and (6). To put it simply following the public consultation on the first draft of the plan, as provided under The Planning & Development Act 2000, Part II Plans and Guidelines Chapter 1 Development Plans Section 12 Making of Development Plan subsections (1) and (2), which is expected to commence late September 2009, the manager will produce a report on the submissions from that consultation for the members to deliberate upon and respond to, and 4 weeks before the members are required to respond and act in response to that Manager’s report, they should have access to the studies performed on the Liffey Valley as required in this motion.  

This is so that appropriate amendment within the powers of the members can be made to protect lands as informed by the said studies, and yet it also to allow for further consultation if such amendments are of such significance to warrant further consultation, as is fully provided for in the legislation under section 7(a), (b). The Draft Plan process could then be finalized as provided for under Section 12 sub-sections 8 and 9 as required. 

This is all with a view to enabling the members being able to formulate motions to propose appropriate zoning protection for the lands of the Liffey Valley within the jurisdiction of South Dublin County Council as are within their powers, and to initiate such steps as are appropriate and which would be required to implement the recommendations of said report(s) within the process to prepare this Draft Development Plan currently underway for 2011-2016, or shortly thereafter as appropriate.

The study or studies should build upon but not be limited by studies performed before including but not limited to, the recent SAAO study submitted to the Minister in February of this year, The Myles Wright report, and the more recent ERM report: ‘Toward a Liffey Valley Park’ and the inputs to same. However the intention of the study or studies, which are the subject of this motion should focus particularly on facilitating assessing the lands of the valley with a view to identifying the most appropriate protection for them in the context of the latest legislative provisions and thereby address the limitations of other reports to date.  

The scope of such study or studies should include in length all the lands within the Council’s jurisdiction stretching from Palmerstown to the county boundary, and in width from the County’s northern boundary with the River southwards to the N4, until it intersects with the Celbridge Road, and thereafter using the Celbridge Road as the southern boundary for the study, and to include all the lands of Lucan Golf Course, Cooldrinagh and Tubbermaclugg in the assessment. 

As such, the study or studies will include lands already within the current Special Amenity Area Order, SAAO, but ensure the lands up as far as the N4 are assessed. It will also include lands already developed, but ensures lands such as those adjacent to Lucan demesne and lands whose protection may not have been covered within the recent SAAO study requested by the Minister can have appropriate protection provided to them. It is time the Council moved from protecting the valley as an Objective – to delivering on that objective with this proactive step, and to build on the good work done by the Council in Lucan Demesne for example.

REPORT:
The current County Development Plan has in place a series of objectives to protect and enhance the amenity that is the Liffey Valley. It is envisaged that the Draft Development Plan will maintain the policy framework for the protection of the Liffey Valley.
It is not envisaged that a report of the scale suggested in the motion is neither necessary, appropriate nor achievable in the context of the preparation of the Development Plan and the strict timetable for its adoption.
Recommendation.
That this motion not be passed.
Mr Colin Ryan, Senior Planner, introduced the Managers Reports and emphasised the level of existing protection of, and reports on, the Liffey Valley.

Councillors Derek Keating, Dorothy Corrigan and Gus O’Connell, contributed to the debate.
Mr Frank Nevin, Director of Planning and Mr Colin Ryan, Senior Planner responded to members queries and stated that the protection of the Liffey Valley has been in current and previous Plans, and will continue to be, an objective of the Draft Development Plan to be presented to members. The production of the detailed report referred to is neither necessary, appropriate nor achievable in the context of the preparation of the Development Plan and the strict timetable for its adoption.

Motions 42, 43 and 44 were AGREED.
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Chapter 9 - Allotments
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DP/055/09
MOT (45)

Item ID: 18947 
That this plan responds to the demand for allotments within the County by making available suitable land.

As Councillor Maloney was not in the Chamber the Motion was NOT MOVED.
Chapter 9 - Uplands
DP/056/09
MOT (46)

Item ID: 18948 
That the County Development Plan includes the written statement of an objective to construct a linear public park along the Southern Boundary of the “West Oldcourt Area Plan” in the Dublin Mountains. The purpose of the Park would be twofold – a public amenity to be enjoyed by the citizens of the County and a barrier to further suburban development in the Dublin Mountains at this location.
As Councillor Corr was not in the Chamber the Motion was NOT MOVED.
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DP/057/09
MOT (47)

Item ID: 18899
It was proposed by Councillor T. McDermott and seconded by Councillor O’Connell
That while it is recognised that the Dublin Mountains Partnership is a welcome initiative regarding the public owned land in the Dublin Mountains, and is progressing an innovative strategic plan for these lands which represent only a small proportion of the upland part of the county, the prime natural asset of the county, this Council directs the Manager to incorporate into the draft development plan strategic recreational management policies and objectives for the balance of the Dublin Mountains area, that compliment, support, and are consistent with the strategic plan of the Dublin Mountains Partnership for the publicly owned lands, and that the draft plan clearly demonstrate a comprehensive and strategic approach to the development and management of all legitimate recreational activities across the entire upland area, arising not only from within this county but also from the entire metropolitan region, consistent with sustainable development, maintaining biodiversity preserving critical environmental areas, and the protection of the amenities of the area, and the interests of other stakeholders in the area.

REPORT:
The current plan includes policies and objectives in relation to recreation in the Dublin Mountains; these include;

Policy LHA 24 Trails, Hiking and Walking Routes of the current County Development Plan states that “it is the policy of the Council to promote the development of regional and local networks of hiking and walking routes and way-marked trails” 

It is stated that “Implementation of this policy could involve the development of special interest features such as cultural walks, and long distance hiking trails taking advantage of the Dublin Mountains (e.g. the walk from Saggart to the Dublin Mountains, The Dublin Way, etc.). The Council will co-operate with other relevant agencies, both public and private, and local landowners as appropriate.”

It is an objective of the Council to secure the following improvements in relation to amenity facilities in the County:

· To promote walking and cycling in the Dublin Mountains. 

· To promote and facilitate the development of network of hiking and walking routes from the suburbs to the Dublin Mountains in conjunction with organisations such as Cospoir. 

· To investigate the production of a Management Plan for the Dublin Mountains that balances the pressure and supports sustainable recreational uses in the mountains in conjunction with other agencies.  

It is intended that the Council will continue to co-operate with organisations such as the Dublin Mountain Partnership to maintain the amenity of the Dublin Mountains area.

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Draft County Development plan will include policies that support the work of the Dublin Mountains Partnership including its recreational management policies.

After contribution from Cllr T. McDermott and Mr Colin Ryan Senior Planner, the motion was AGREED.
Chapter 11/12 – Housing/Density/Design GuideBottom of Form

DP/058/09
MOT (48)

Item ID: 18924
That the Council directs the Manager to insert as an addendum, in the section "Residential Development: Recommended Policy Approach", after the first paragraph, the statement: "The Housing Strategy will provide guidelines for the development of Infill Housing on Council owned land, and in existing residential and at mixed use/residential locations including village and town centres where new/refurbished housing development is proposed in the context of village/town renewal projects."

REPORT:
One of the main themes of the next Development Plan is the consolidation of the County.  The new Development Plan will therefore contain policies in relation to infill housing within all urban environments.

MANAGER'S RECOMMENDATION:
The Development Plan will contain policies in relation to infill housing.

Councilor Tuffy agreed that the Motion be moved without debate.
DP/059/09
MOT (50)

Item ID: 18930 
As Cllr R. Dowds was not present in the Chamber the motion was NOT MOVED.
That this Council affirms that all high density housing development be placed within 600 metres of top quality public transport including both bus and/or rail and metro services and that such development not be put in place unless it coincides with the arrival of the said public transport.
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DP/060/09
MOT (51)

Item ID: 18932
That the Manager examine the numbers of existing residents and those who work in South Dublin who choose to live outside or move outside our County and that, if the reason is that they are doing so because they want to live in lower density housing, that we make provision in our new Development Plan 2010-2016 for sufficient amounts of housing at the lower end of housing density within Government density guidelines.

REPORT:
Housing policies should be focused on the Lifecycle Approach whereby individuals are placed at the centre of policy development thereby offering choice to those seeking to locate within the County.  Housing is integral to developing sustainable communities and places where people want to live and work, now and into the future.  The concept of sustainable communities is central to the Government’s recent Housing Policy Statement outlined in ‘Delivering Homes, Sustaining Communities (February 2007) whereby sustainable communities are considered to meet the needs of existing and future residents, are sensitive to their environment and contribute to a high quality of life.  The fundamental aim of delivering sustainable communities is strategically focused to develop a housing sector that delivers better quality housing responses and recognises the positive potential housing can contribute to overall social and economic well being.

Good quality housing is vital to South Dublin County Council’s economic progress in terms of improving and sustaining competitiveness and therefore the County must be seen locally, nationally and internationally by businesses and service providers as a place which offers good and affordable housing and creates areas with a strong sense of place in order to deal with issues of out-migration. It is envisaged that these needs and policies can be generally accommodated in existing zoned and serviced area's in South Dublin County.

 MANAGER'S RECOMMENDATION:
A variety of approaches will be investigated prior to the making of the Development Plan to ensure that these issues can be addressed in the most appropriate ways subject to compliance with the requirements of Government guidelines.

Councilor Dowds agreed that the Motion be moved without debate.
DP/061/09
MOT (54)

Item ID: 18953 
That the County Development Plan includes an additional ministerial to ensure that no private residential area of South Dublin contains more than 15% tenants/rented property funded by rent supplement payments.

As Cllr M. Corr was not present in the Chamber the motion was NOT MOVED.
DP/062/09
MOT (57)

Item ID: 18941 
That this plan accepts the need for a Statement of Design for Tallaght Village.

Cllr E. Maloney was not present in the Chamber the motion was NOT MOVED.
Chapter 11/12 – Off LicencesBottom of Form

DP/063/09
MOT (52)

Item ID: 18916
It was proposed by Councillor T. Gilligan and seconded by Councillor T Ridge
Chapter 11/12
That it is the policy within the County Development Plan that the number of off licences per person is dramatically reduced or maintain status quo.

REPORT:
Applications for off licences are considered on a case by case basis. The provision for off-licences are a matter which is confined solely to land use planning, there are wider legal and societal issues.  Development plan polices cannot reduce existing and approved uses.  It is considered that the Development Plan should contain land use policies in relation to informing the planning authority in making a decision on such developments.

Recommendation.
That the Development Plan include policies on the location of off-licences.

Cllrs T. Gilligan, T. Ridge, C. Keane, C. Brophy, E. Walsh, S. O’Connor, K. Warren, D. Corrigan made contributions

Mr Joe Horan County Manager, Mr Frank Nevin Director of Planning and Mr Colin Ryan Senior Planner made contributions

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENDED AT 18.26

Cllr G. O’ Connell Deputy Mayor proposed Manager’s recommendation,

Roll call Vote:
9 For 0 Against.

For Managers Recommendation:
Cllrs Brophy, Corrigan, Delaney, Gilligan, O’Connell, O’Connor, Ridge, Walsh and Warren.

Manager’s recommendation was PASSED

Chapter 11/12 – Sustainable Energy

DP/064/09
MOT (53)

Item ID: 18890
Chapter 11/12
This Council directs Council Management to ensure that all new housing and commercial development has the maximum opportunity to avail of sustainable energy resources and that this be reflected in the new County Development Plan, 2010-2016.

REPORT:
It is considered appropriate that all potential sources of renewable energy in the county be examined in the interest of sustainability and that Development Plan policy should promote and facilitate the sustainable development of such resources.

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the motion be adopted with amendments as follows:

“That the County Development Plan supports the sustainable development of renewable energy resources in the county and that all potential sources of renewable energy in the county be examined as part of an overall policy to be included in the draft Development Plan.”
Councilor Dowds agreed that the Motion be moved without debate.
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DP/065/09
MOT (64)

Item ID: 18918  
It was proposed by Councillor T. Gilligan.
That it is the policy within the Development Plan that this Council fully utilises and develops the Clondalkin office.

Motion was NOT MOVED
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DP/066/09
MOT (65)

Item ID: 18904

Not Relevant
That the Manager add the Meath County Development Plan 2007 - 2013 to Appendix F as Meath is the only county in the Greater Dublin Area which does not have a border with South Dublin County.

REPORT:
Appendix F in the Managers pre-draft report sets out the National, Regional and Local context for the Plan. The Planning and Development regulations 2000 (as amended) set out the prescribed bodies that planning authorities are required to consult when undertaking a review of the County Development Plan. Under section 13 (x) reference is made that any planning authority whose area is contiguous to our administrative area should be consulted.  As Meath does not border South Dublin County Council they were not consulted as they are not a prescribed body in relation to the review of the South Dublin County Development Plan.

Recommendation
The Meath Plan should not be listed as the County is not contiguous to our administrative area.

Councilor McDermott agreed that the Motion be moved without debate.Bottom of Form
Meeting closed at 18.41.Bottom of Form
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