COMHAIRLE CONTAE ÁTHA CLIATH THEAS

SOUTH  DUBLIN  COUNTY  COUNCIL

	Minutes of the Draft Development Plan Meeting held on 1st September 2009


	PRESENT


	Councillors
	Councillors

	Brophy, C.
	Keating, D.

	Coburn, E.
	King, C.

	Corr, M.
	Lavelle, W.

	Cosgrave, P.
	Lawlor, B

	Crowe, S.
	Looney, D..

	Delaney, T.
	Maloney, E.

	Dowds, R.
	McDonagh, M.

	Duff, M.
	O’Connell, G.

	Gilligan, T.
	Ridge, T.

	Jones, C.
	Tuffy, E.

	Keane, C.
	Walsh, E.

	Kearns, P
	


OFFICIALS PRESENT

	County Manager
	Joe Horan

	Directors / Heads of Function
	Frank Nevin, Eddie Conroy

	Senior Executive Officer
	Martin Judge, Emer O’Gorman

	Senior Planner
	Colin Ryan, Paul Hogan

	Senior Executive Planner
	Dara Larkin, Jim Johnston, Bob Matthews, Maire O’Connor

	Administrative Officer
	Paddy McNamara, Tony Shanahan

	Executive Planner
	Tracy McGibbon, Olwyn James, David Murray, 

	Senior Staff Officer
	Noreen Fitzgibbon

	Assistant Planner
	Clare Doyle, Majella Keating

	Staff Officer
	Feoneadh Murphy

	A/Assistant Staff Officer
	Ed Penny


The Mayor, Councillor M. Duff, presided.
An apology was received from Councillor J. Hannon. 

H-I (1) 0909  
Item ID: 20028 

Managers Draft Plan

H-I (2) 0909   
Item ID: 20029 

Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, presented the Managers report, together with an overview of the legislative requirements at Policy stage and the general direction received to date.

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
H-I (3) 0909  
Item ID: 20030 

Amendments reflecting drafting errors:
· LZO boundaries for LZO 3 and LZO 4 at Grange Castle and Red Cow to be added. 

· Alteration of zoning to reflect current F zoning at Griffeen Valley Park south of the railway line. 

· Alteration of Adamstown SDZ boundary to exclude open space at Hillcrest. 

· Alteration to long term road proposals in the area of St. Enda's Park. 

· Road names to be amended in written statement to clearly reflect alignments on maps. 

· The SLO numbering system will reflect all changes and will be in sequence both in the written statement and maps.

Following contributions from Councillors C. Keane and W. Lavelle, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner responded to the queries raised

H-I (4) 0909  
Item ID: 20041 

 It was AGREED to take the Motions included in Headed Item 4 in the relevant sections of the meeting.
Mot (5) 0909  
Item ID: 19672 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
That the following amendment be made to Section 0.2 on page 11: amend  the third bullet point after "This will entail the following:" to read "Supporting continuing agricultural activity in the west of the County, and facilitating new activities including market gardening." 

REPORT:
There is no objection to the proposed amendment.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion be adopted.

Bottom of Form

The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (9) 0909 
Item ID: 19710 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
In Section 0.2.1, in the last paragraph beginning with "South County Dublin has significant..", amend the 3rd sentence, beginning with "The Development Plan.." to read "The Development Plan will support development within these villages consistent with their continued function and the existing zoning of the lands concerned.". 

REPORT:
There are no objections to the inclusion of the above wording.


Recommendation
That this Motion be adopted. 

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (11) 0909
Item ID: 19748 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor E. Maloney: 
That the following amendment be included in the written statement:   

0.2.4 A Protected Place

The County Development Plan continues to support and maintain our natural and human history through the continuation of existing policies including the protection of the Dublin Mountain uplands and the Liffey Valley add Dodder Valley

REPORT:
With respect to the potential positive environmental impacts of this motion, there are no objections to the inclusion of the above wording.


Recommendation
That this Motion be adopted. 

Bottom of Form

The Motion was AGREED. 

Mot (12) 0909
Item ID: 19711 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
In  Section 0.2.4 on page 13 replace the word "history" in the 3rd line with "heritage".

REPORT:
There is no objection to this addition.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED.Bottom of Form

Mot (20) 0909
Item ID: 19970 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor E. Maloney: 
That the following amendment be included in the written statement:-

0.4.5 Applications for Planning Permissions

Delete within the limits of staff availability (as this proviso applies to all works).

REPORT:
No objections to the motion.
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion be adopted. 

The Motion was AGREED.Bottom of Form

Mot (4) 0909 
Item ID: 19849 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
Amend 0.2. (Core Strategies) by inserting after “Dublin – Cork Railway Line” a new clause to replace existing as follows “in relation to our prime natural and heritage environment we need to provide additional safeguards for the Dublin Mountains, the Liffey Valley, the Dodder Valley and our Canal waterway.”

REPORT:
This section of the Draft Development sets out the fundamental focus of the Plan in as succinct a manner as possible. It is a statement of the effect of the Plan in its entirety. 

The highest planning policy protection exists on the lands referred to in the motion.

The wording in this motion suggests further safeguards are possible and/ or envisaged over and above those that will be in the Plan.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion not be adopted.

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, responded to queries from Councillor G. O’Connell.

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Bottom of Form

Mot (6) 0909 
Item ID: 19850 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Amend 0.2. (Core Strategies) by adding an additional bullet point after “County Town of Tallaght” as follows “the preservation and maintenance of our traditional Villages of Lucan, Clondalkin, Palmerstown, Newcastle, Rathcoole, Rathfarnam, Templeogue and Brittas”

REPORT:
It is considered that in the interests of reflecting the articulated core strategy of the Plan that a new bullet point be inserted stating  ‘Supporting our County villages’

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
That the plan be amended to include ‘Supporting our County Villages.’

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, and Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, responded to queries raised by Councillors C. Keane and C.King.
The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (8) 0909 
Item ID: 19709 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor E. Maloney: 
In Section 0.2.1, on page 12, in the paragraph after (g), beginning with "Given the above..", insert after "large scale", and in brackets the words "(greater than 10 hectares)".

REPORT:
It is proposed to reformat the sentence referred to now state ' ...no expansion, other than small urban infill, of residential zoned land is required.' In considering the motion the ambiguity of the addition gave rise to the concern that once the area of residential rezoning was under 10ha this was permissible. Any further rezoning of land, at this time, other than small urban infill needs to be considered in the context of the core strategy of the Draft Development Plan.

In reviewing this motion the SEA team raised concerns regarding the above ambiguity of the proposed wording.
Manager’s Recommendation:
That the amended motion be adopted to now read ' ...no expansion, other than small urban infill, of residential zoned land is required.'

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, responded to queries raised by Councillor E. Tuffy.
The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Councillor T. Ridge wished it to be recorded that she ABSTAINED from the decision on this Motion.

Mot (13) 0909
Item ID: 19854 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor E. Maloney: 
Amend 0.2.5. by replacing the second sentence with “In practice the twin response of the County Development Plan to climate change is the development of renewable energy and more compact Urban forms”.

REPORT:
As the Development Plan seeks to facilitate appropriate development the additional wording is considered appropriate subject to the substitution of the word ‘development’ with ‘support’ 
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this Motion be adopted with the amendment to substitute the word ‘development’ with ‘support’. 
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report. Councillor G. O’Connell accepted the Manager’s Recommendation.

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (17) 0909 
Item ID: 19969 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 
That the following amendment be included in the written statement:-

0.3.20 Local Area Plans, Studies and Strategies

Local Area Plans and approved plans are prepared by the Council for new development areas. Add and for older areas if desired.

REPORT:
As the Development Plan seeks to facilitate appropriate development the additional wording is considered appropriate subject to the substitution of the word ‘desired’ with ‘required’. 
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this Motion be adopted with the amendment to substitute the word ‘desired’ with ‘required’. 

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report. 

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (1) 0909 
Item ID: 19846 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell:
Amend 0.1.1(Background) by inserting additional wording so that the paragraph reads “Central to this section is addressing the twin issues of employment and renewable energy as well as the traditional core land-use strategy for the County.”

REPORT:
This section of the Draft Development sets out the fundamental focus of the Plan in as succinct a manner as possible. The other sections of the Plan articulate the policies and objectives in an expanded and relevant manner.

With respect to the suggested wording change it is considered that it does not reflect the essential purpose of the Plan. Relevant sections of the Plan state polices and objectives supporting enterprise and employment and a range of renewable energy systems but within the context of a coherent land use strategy for this County.
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion not be adopted.

Bottom of Form

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, responded to queries raised by Councillor G. O’Connell.

Councillor G. O’Connell AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
Mot (2) 0909 
Item ID: 19671 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy
That Section 0.3.11 on page 16 be amended as follows: Replace the 2nd sentence in the 1st paragraph with "In the preparation of this Development Plan the Council has ensured that the Plan complies with the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area and other regional plans and strategies.

REPORT:
The section referred to is reference statement of the strategy of the current Regional Planning Guidelines. Section 0.2 Core Strategy states: 
‘The core strategy of this Development Plan gives direct, coherent effect to the central strategic spatial policy of the Regional Planning Guidelines which is to promote a more compact and sustainable urban form.’

 
This is considered to meet with the thrust of the motion.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion not be adopted.

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report and responded queries from Councillors E. Tuffy and C.  Keane.
Councillor Tuffy AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
Bottom of Form

Mot (3) 0909 
Item ID: 19848 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:  

Amend 0.2.(Core Strategies) by inserting after economic base “the maintenance of existing jobs and the creation of new employment opportunities and the exploitation, development and delivery of renewable energy, particularly given its potential and the unique geographical position of this County, by piloting Geothermal Energy for and within the County”.

REPORT:
This section of the Plan sets out the rationale for the zoning of land for residential development in the County. The issue of renewable energy is separate to the purpose of this section of the Draft Development Plan.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
That the motion not be adopted.

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report. Following a discussion to which Councillors G. O’Connell, E. Tuffy, C. Brophy and R. Dowds contributed, Mr. J. Horan, County Manager, and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, responded to the queries raised.

Councillor G. O’Connell proposed that the Motion be amended by the insertion of a full stop after “renewable energy.”  
The Motion was seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy and the Motion as amended was AGREED.
Bottom of Form

Mot (7) 0909 
Item ID: 19852 

It was proposed by Councillor E. G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 
Amend 0.2. (Core Strategies) under “a” add an additional bullet point: “supporting, promoting and actively developing sources of renewable energy more specifically given our geographical location, Geothermal Energy.”

REPORT:
This section of the Draft Development sets out the fundamental focus of the Plan in as succinct a manner as possible. The other sections of the Plan articulate the policies and objectives in an expanded and relevant manner.

With respect to the suggested wording change it is considered that it does not reflect the essential purpose of the Plan. Relevant sections of the Plan state polices and objectives support a range of renewable energy systems but within the context of a coherent land use strategy for this County.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion not be adopted.

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report and responded to queries raised from Councillors G. O’Connell, E. Tuffy, C. Keane and C. King. 
Councillor G. Connell proposed that the Motion be amended by the insertion of a full stop after “renewable energy”. 

The Motion was seconded by Councillor T. Ridge and the Motion as amended was AGREED.
Bottom of Form

Bottom of Form

Bottom of Form

Mot (10)  0909 
Item ID: 19853 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy: 
Amend 0.2.1. (A Living Place) by adding an additional point (h) “In considering re-development or in-fill in long established communities and settled developments, to maintain a balance between the competing forces of National or Regional Guidelines and the need to protect and enhance the quality of life that has either attracted residents to a particular community or has been developed by that community over a period of years or generations.”

REPORT:
This section of the Draft Development Plan sets out the rationale for not requiring the zoning of residential land at this time. The Draft Development Plan has policies in relation to development in established areas. Foremost amongst these policies is the protection of residential amenity in the assessment of planning applications in residential areas.
Recommendation
That this motion not be adopted.

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner presented the report.  Following discussion to which Councillors G. O’Connell, E. Tuffy, C. Keane and C. Crowe contributed, Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, and Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner responded to the queries raised.
Councillor G. O’Connell proposed that the Motion be amended to include after the word “amenity” – “that would protect and enhance the quality of life….” 

The Motion was seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy and the Motion as amended was AGREED.
Bottom of Form

Mot (15) 0909
Item ID: 19856 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Section 0.3. This Council calls for the a new County Development Plan that has the various EU, National and Regional Guidelines and Strategies fully and explicitly integrated and referenced throughout the document.

REPORT:
The Draft Development Plan has been set out in as succinct a manner as possible.  All relevant polices have been referenced, where appropriate.
Recommendation.
No change to the Draft Development Plan required.
Following a contribution from Councillor G. O’Connell the Managers recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (16) 0909
Item ID: 19712 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
In Section 0.3.20, on page 19, add an additional sentence to the last paragraph, after "other plans and studies as appropriate", as follows: "The Council will encourage and support the participation of local communities, in historic villages such as Palmerstown, Newcastle, Rathcooole, Clondalkin, Rathfarnham, and Tallaght in Village Design Statement projects."

REPORT:
The section referred to is reference statement of the existing local area plans etc that are currently adopted and in operation. Section Three of  Busy Place sets Development plan policy and objectives with respect to our urban areas. Furthermore guidance documents have been prepared for the five architectural conservation areas in the County. These are considered to be adequate guidance for the future development of the villages, however whilst community input is always welcomed in projects it is unlikely that resources will be available for further VDS's. 
Manager’s Recommendation:
No change to the Draft Development Plan required.
Following a contribution from Councillor E. Tuffy, Mr. C. Ryan Senior Planner responded to queries raised.
It was proposed Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Duff to amend the Motion to read as follows:-
“Insert after at 0.2 after County Town of Tallaght a further bullet point-Supporting our county villages including the support of the participation of local communities in the preservation and maintenance of our traditional Villages consistent with their continued function and the existing zoning of the lands concerned.”
The Motion as amended was AGREED.
Mot (18) 0909
Item ID: 19858 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell:
Amend 0.4.5. (Middle Paragraph) with an additional sentence “Where a pre-planning consultation takes place, the Council shall not then have resource to requesting additional information (however it can seek clarification) but make a judgement call based on the basic application”.

REPORT:
Part III of the Planning and Development Act as amended and attendant regulations sets out the statutory process for assessing planning applications. These provisions include pre-planning and additional information requests. This motion is not relevant to the Development Plan.

Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion not be adopted

Councillor G. O’Connell AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.Bottom of Form

Mot (19) 0909
Item ID: 19794 
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating:
Under Pre-Planning Consultation, ref. 2.3 - to propose the addition of the following sentence "It is the policy of the Council to reply to Pre-Planning Consultation within a three-week period"

REPORT:
Part III of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) and Part 4 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended)   sets out the procedures and provisions for dealing with planning applications. This section of the development plan is a reflection of the legislation as is in force at present. The motion is not relevant to the Development plan.
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion not be adopted. 

Councillor D. Keating AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.Bottom of Form

Mot (21) 0909
Item ID: 19713 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
In Section 0.4.6, in the first paragraph, delete the phrase "where it is appropriate to do so,".

REPORT:
Part VIII of the Planning and Development Act sets out the procedures and provisions for dealing with the investigation of unauthorised development. This section of the development plan is a reflection of the legislation as is in force at present.
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion not be adopted.
Mr C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report. Following contributions from Councillor E. Tuffy, Mr. Colin Ryan, Senior Planner and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, responded to the queries raised.

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Bottom of Form

Mot (22) 0909
Item ID: 19859 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Amend 0.4.6. by adding an additional bullet point: “Notify complainants regards the progress (or lack of it) and the eventual outcome of the proceedings”.

REPORT:
Part VIII of the Planning and Development Act sets out the procedures and provisions for dealing with the investigation of unauthorised development. This section of the development plan is a reflection of the legislation as is in force at present.
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion not be adopted. 

Mr C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report. Following contributions from Councillors G. O’Connell and C.  Keane, Mr. J. Horan, County Manager and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, responded to the queries raised.

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (23) 0909
Item ID: 19971 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell: 
That the following amendment be included in the written statement:-

0.4.6 Enforcement  

Add "and will carry out periodic site visits in order to ascertain compliance."

REPORT:
Part VIII of the Planning and Development Act sets out the procedures and provisions for dealing with the investigation of unauthorised development. This section of the development plan is a reflection of the legislation as is in force at present.
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion not be adopted. 

Mr F. Nevin, Director of Planning, introduced the report. Following a contribution from Councillor C.Keane, Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning responded to the queries raised.

Councillor C. Keane proposed that the Motion be amended to replace the word “will” with the word “may”. 

The Motion was seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell and the Motion as amended was AGREED.
Mot (26) 0909
Item ID: 19976 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 
That the following amendment be included in the written statement:-

Table 1.2.4: Proposed Traveller Accommodation

Owendoher, Ballyboden

Should be in section - Existing traveller accommodation.

REPORT:
In accordance with the Traveller Accommodation Programme 2009 -2013 as adopted by the Council on the 9th February 2009, it is proposed to extend Owendoher Haven by 2 bays to accommodate family extensions as required.

Table 1.2.4. Proposed Traveller Accommodation includes Owendoher, Ballyboden and this will be amended to Owendoher Haven (further development of existing facility) to reflect the Traveller Accommodation Programme 2009-2013.  
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should be adopted.
The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (28) 0909
Item ID: 19861 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Amend 1.2.6. by adding “and by the exploitation of renewable energy particularly, but not only, Geothermal”.

REPORT:
The last sentence of Section 1.2.6 currently states:

In addition to more intensive land-use planning the Council promotes and supports a range of appropriate renewable domestic energy resources and also promotes housing layouts that maximise passive energy and seeks to maximise and strengthen the concept of climate sensitive design in housing developments.

It is proposed to amend the last sentence of Section 1.2.6 as follows:-

In addition to more intensive land-use planning the Council promotes and supports a range of appropriate renewable domestic energy resources including the exploitation of renewable energy particularly, but not only, Geothermal, and also promotes housing layouts that maximise passive energy and seeks to maximise and strengthen the concept of climate sensitive design in housing developments.
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion be adopted.
The Motion was AGREED.
Bottom of Form

Mot (30) 0909
Item ID: 19830 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Corr: 
At section 1.2.12i point 9 amend to include 'whilst protecting essential amenities and valued open space'.

REPORT:
Bullet point 9 of Section 1.2.12.i currently reads as follows:-

"Promote the consolidation of existing built-up areas with falling population by facilitating good quality appropriate infill development which would maintain the viability of local services and consider investigating the carrying out of a planning study assessing options for downsizing in established areas."

 It is proposed to amend this point as follows:-

" Promote the consolidation of existing built-up areas with falling population by facilitating good quality appropriate infill development which would maintain the viability of local services whilst protecting essential amenities and valued open space and consider investigating the carrying out of a planning study assessing options for downsizing in established areas."
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion be adopted.

Bottom of Form

This Motion was AGREED.
Mot (33) 0909
Item ID: 19862 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Amend 1.2.12. At the eighth bullet point add in “only” between “densities” and “at”.

REPORT:
The eighth bullet point of Section 1.2.12 currently reads as follows:-

"Promote higher residential densities at appropriate locations where such development ensures a balance between reasonable protection of existing residential amenities and the established character of areas, and encompasses appropriate design and amenity standards, having regard to public transport infrastructure and guidelines on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2008)."
It is proposed to amend the section as follows:-

Eighth bullet point of Section 1.2.12:

"Promote higher residential densities only at appropriate locations where such development ensures a balance between reasonable protection of existing residential amenities and the established character of areas, and encompasses appropriate design and amenity standards, having regard to public transport infrastructure and guidelines on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2008)."
 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion be adopted.

This Motion was AGREED.Bottom of Form

Mot (59) 0909
Item ID: 19734 

It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Amendment to 1.2.60 POLICY

Change to:

"1.2.60.i Policy H41: Naming of Housing Developments

It is the policy of the Council that the naming of any new residential development will reflect the local and historical context of its siting and should include the use of the Irish language."
REPORT:
Section 1.2.60.i of the Draft Development Plan reads as follows:
Policy H41: Naming of Housing Developments 

It is the policy of the Council that the naming of new residential development should reflect the local and historical context of its siting wherever practical and preferably should include the use of the Irish language.
It is proposed to amend Policy H41 as follows:
It is the policy of the Council that the naming of any new residential development will reflect the local and historical context of its siting and should include the use of the Irish language.
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED.Bottom of Form

Mot (62) 0909
Item ID: 19860 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
In relation to that which is permitted under various zonings, this Council determines that the following amendments be made to A1 Zoning by removing open for consideration “Cash and Carry/Wholesale Outlets, Heavy Vehicle Car Parks and Refuse Transfer Stations.”

REPORT:
This motion is agreed.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should be adopted. 
The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (31) 0909
Item ID: 19831 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Corr: 
At section 1.2.12i point five remove 'reasonable' and insert 'a high grade' in relation to the protection of existing residential amenities. 

REPORT:
The fifth bullet point of Section 1.2.12.i of the Draft Development Plan currently reads as follows:-

"Promote higher residential densities at appropriate locations where such development ensures a balance between reasonable protection of existing residential amenities and the established character of areas, and encompasses appropriate design and amenity standards, having regard to public transport infrastructure and guidelines on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2008)."
It is proposed to amend the section as follows:-

Section 1.2.12.i

"Promote higher residential densities at appropriate locations where such development ensures a high standard of protection of existing residential amenities and the established character of areas, and encompasses appropriate design and amenity standards, having regard to public transport infrastructure and guidelines on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2008)."
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Motion be adopted with a minor amendment to the language proposed. 
The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (44) 0909
Item ID: 19975 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
That the following amendment be included in the written statement:-

1.2.26.i Policy H15: Backland Development

Delete -by a single developer
REPORT:
Section 1.2.26.i of the Draft Development Plan reads as follows:
Policy H15: Backland Development 

It is the policy of the Council that backland development will generally only be permitted where development is carried out in a comprehensive redevelopment of the backland areas by a single developer or by a group of landowners coming together to secure a co-ordinated scheme.
With respect to the Strategic Environmental Assesment concerns are raised in relation to potential environmental conflicts. The proposal will remove flexibility of development by either single individuals or a group, which may reuslt in less development of suitable backland/brownfield sites being undertaken.
The motion proposes to amend Policy H15: Backland Development

It is the policy of the Council that backland development will generally only be permitted where development is carried out in a comprehensive redevelopment of the backland areas by a group of landowners coming together to secure a co-ordinated scheme.
 
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should be adopted with the following amendment:

Policy H15: Backland Development

It is the policy of the Council that backland development will generally only be permitted where development is carried out in a comprehensive redevelopment of the backland to secure a co-ordinated scheme.

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Bottom of Form

Mot (60) 0909
Item ID: 19851 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
1.2.59 ( Naming of Housing Developments ) Amend to include 'during the lifetime of the Plan' between 'County' and 'to assist'.

REPORT:
Section 1.2.59 of the Draft County Development Plan reads as follows:
Naming of Housing Developments 
It is an objective of the Council that a body be set up in the County to assist in the use of the Irish language in naming new housing developments.
The following amendment is proposed;

Naming of Housing Developments 

It is an objective of the Council that a body be set up in the County, during the lifetime of the Plan, to assist in the use of the Irish language in naming new housing developments.
It is the policy of the Council to carry out all tasks and actions outlined in the Plan. However the completion of actions are subject to the resources of the Planning Department during the lifetime of the Plan. 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this motion be adopted with the following amendment: 

Section 1.2.59: Naming of Housing Developments 

It is an objective of the Council that a body be set up in the County, during the lifetime of the Plan subject to the resources of the Council, to assist in the use of the Irish language in naming new housing developments.
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The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED. 

Mot (61) 0909
Item ID: 19857 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
1.2.59 (Naming of Housing Developments) Amend to include 'during the lifetime of the Plan' between the words 'County' and 'to assist'.

REPORT:
Section 1.2.59 of the Draft County Development Plan reads as follows:
Naming of Housing Developments 
It is an objective of the Council that a body be set up in the County to assist in the use of the Irish language in naming new housing developments.
The following amendment is proposed;

Naming of Housing Developments 
It is an objective of the Council that a body be set up in the County, during the lifetime of the Plan, to assist in the use of the Irish language in naming new housing developments.
It is the policy of the Council to carry out all tasks and actions outlined in the Plan. However the completion of actions are subject to the resources of the Planning Department during the lifetime of the Plan. 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this motion be adopted with the following amendment: 

Section 1.2.59: Naming of Housing Developments 

It is an objective of the Council that a body be set up in the County, during the lifetime of the Plan subject to the resources of the Council, to assist in the use of the Irish language in naming new housing developments.

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
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Mot (24) 0909
Item ID: 19827 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
That the Plan defines what "sustainable layout and design and adequate public transport links" equate to providing examples per 5,000 population or similar equation in relation to 1.2.1.". 

REPORT:
Sections 1.2.13 and 1.4 of the Development Plan provide guidance and standards in relation to this.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
No change to Draft Development Plan.

Bottom of Form

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED subject to the inclusion of examples of sustainable residential development.
Mot (27) 0909
Item ID: 19828 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
That the Plan provides examples as to how the Council "supports a range of appropriate renewable energy resources" in relation to 1.2.6. and what measures are being taken to realise the delivery of same".

REPORT:
In addition to more intensive land-use planning the Development Plan supports a range of renewable domestic energy resources and also promotes housing layouts that maximise passive energy and seeks to strengthen the concept of climate sensitive design in housing developments.

Sections 1.4.18.i and 1.4.36 in particular of the Draft South Dublin County Development Plan 2010-2016 address these issues whereby the general principles that should be adhered to when organising the layout and orientation of proposed developments in order to maximise daylight and solar gain and to minimise seasonal overshadowing and energy loss are set out. 

Development Plan policies on Climate Sensitive Design include the promotion of:

·    Renewable energy; 

·   Optimising passive energy including sunlight, daylight and solar gain   by taking account of orientation, topography and wind effects in the layout of new developments; 

·   The fitting of solar panels to new and existing dwellings;

Detailed principles are set out in Section 1.4.36 to achieve the above policies including reference to water conservation, space heating via renewable energy, SuDS, and the best layout of developments to maximise passive energy gains and minimise energy loss.
Manager’s Recommendation:
No change to Draft Development Plan.
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Following a contribution from Councillor C. King, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, responded to the queries raised.

The Managers recommendation was AGREED subject to the inclusion of examples of renewable energy use in the Draft Plan

Mot (32) 0909
Item ID: 19832 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor P. Kearns: 
At section 1.2.12i point ten amend to include 'whilst consulting and listening to the concerns and coherent arguments of the rural Communities concerned.'

REPORT:
Bullet point 10 of Section 1.2.12.i currently reads as follows:-

"Strictly manage the spread of one-off housing and the expansion of the suburbs into the rural, mountain and high amenity zones."
It is proposed to amend Section 1.2.12.i as follows:

Strictly manage the spread of one-off housing and the expansion of the suburbs into the rural, mountain and high amenity zones whilst consulting and listening to the concerns and coherent arguments of the rural Communities concerned.

The core principles of the Irish planning system are based on the common good and sustainable development, which are underpinned by the strength of local democracy, public participation and third party involvement in the planning system.

The County Development Plan sets out the framework for development in the County for a six year period. The Development Plan must reinforce and support frameworks for planning at national regional, county and city levels. Public participation is integral to the preparation of the Plan and is carried out throughout the preparation of a County Development Plan.

Following each public consultation phase the County Manager prepares a report on the submissions received summarising the issues raised and giving an opinion on the issues. This report is issued to the Elected Members for consideration and discussion prior to the issuing of Directions on the preparation of a Draft County Development Plan by the Elected Members.

The Development Plan provides the framework in which planning applications are assessed. The Planning and Development Acts 2000-2007 provides that any person or body may make a submission or observation in writing in relation to a planning application, which must be taken into consideration when assessing a planning application. Following the making of a decision on a planning application by the planning authority applicants and third parties are open to appeal the decision to An Bord Pleanala.

It is considered that the development framework set out for the County in the County Development Plan is underpinned by a firm commitment to public participation, whilst also reinforcing national and regional planning, and that on the whole the planning system, including the making of a Development Plan and the assessment of planning applications, operates in a completely transparent manner. 
Manager’s Recommendation:
No change to Draft Development Plan. 

Following a discussion to which Councillors C. King, T. Gilligan,E. Maloney, S. Crowe, and G.  O’Connell contributed Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning and Mr. J. Horan, County Manager responded to queries raised.
The Motion was AGREED. 
Councillor T. Ridge wished it to be recorded that she ABSTAINED from the decision on this Motion.
Mot (34) 0909
Item ID: 19863 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 
Amend 1.2.12. by adding an additional bullet point before the last one: “Strictly manage the re-development of areas to ensure that the views of residents have a real opportunity of being made known (by the development and use of a transparent process), that they are fully taken into account and that the character of the area is not seriously altered”.

REPORT:
The core principles of the Irish planning system are based on the common good and sustainable development, which are underpinned by the strength of local democracy, public participation and third party involvement in the planning system.

The County Development Plan sets out the framework for development in the County for a six year period. The Development Plan must reinforce and support frameworks for planning at national regional, county and city levels. Public participation is integral to the preparation of the Plan and is carried out throughout the preparation of a County Development Plan.
Following each public consultation phase the County Manager prepares a report on the submissions received summarising the issues raised and giving an opinion on the issues. This report is issued to the Elected Members for consideration and discussion prior to the issuing of Directions on the preparation of a Draft County Development Plan by the Elected Members.

The Development Plan provides the framework in which planning applications are assessed. The Planning and Development Acts 2000-2007 provides that any person or body may make a submission or observation in writing in relation to a planning application, which must be taken into consideration when assessing a planning application. Following the making of a decision on a planning application by the planning authority applicants and third parties are open to appeal the decision to An Bord Pleanala.
It is considered that the development framework set out for the County in the County Development Plan is underpinned by a firm commitment to public participation, whilst also reinforcing national and regional planning, and that on the whole the planning system, including the making of a Development Plan and the assessment of planning applications, operates in a completely transparent manner. 
Manager’s Recommendation:
No change to Development Plan. 

Following a discussion to which Councillors G. O’Connell, E.  Maloney, E. Tuffy, and C. Brophy contributed, Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, and Mr. E. Conroy, County Architect responded to queries raised.

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell that the Motion be amended to read:-

“Amend 1.2.12. by adding an additional bullet point before the last one: to promote Public Consultation.” 

The amendment was seconded by Councillor T. Ridge and the Motion as amended was AGREED.
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Mot (52) 0909
Item ID: 19932 

It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor P. Kearns: 
That during the lifetime of the plan that an emergency crisis homeless facility be established and prioritised in the South Dublin County Council area 

REPORT:
Table 6.14 Emergency Accommodation contained in the Housing Strategy set out in Schedule 6 of the Draft County Development Plan (page 289) states the following:

“The four year action plan on Homelessness includes the following outline targets for the provision of accommodation for homeless persons”

“10/12 bed accommodation facility in Tallaght 10 bed accommodation facility in Clondalkin.”
Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required. 

Following a discussion to which Councillors S. Crowe, C. King. C.  Keane and P. Kearns contributed, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner responded to queries raised.

The Motion was AGREED.
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Mot (25) 0909
Item ID: 19829 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
At section 1.2.4. point 5 remove 'accommodation' and insert 'Social Housing units'.

REPORT:
This Council is actively implementing social integration through planned tenure mix in all the procurement systems it utilises to provide social housing i.e. construction, part v, purchases, rental accommodation scheme and leasing. In pursuing the foregoing policy, it is not considered prudent to restrict the use of the Councils own housing land bank exclusively for the provision of social housing.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.

Following a contribution from Councillor C. King, Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning responded to queries raised. Councillor C.  King proposed that the Motion be amended to read “including social housing” 

The amendment was seconded by Councillor M. Duff and the Motion as amended was AGREED. 

Mot (29) 0909
Item ID: 19866 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor P. Kearns: 
1.2.11 (Traveller Accommodation Programme) Amend to include, 'That the Traveller Accommodation Programme 2009-2013 will make provision for prioritising where possible developments that were due to be commenced and completed in the T.A.P 2004-2008 but were not delivered on'. 

REPORT:
The current traveller accommodation programme to 2012 as adopted by the Council on the 9th February 2009 should be read as a continuation of the previous Traveller Accommodation programme and the Council will continue to build on the successes achieved thereunder. The Council will prioritise, where possible, outstanding developments from the last accommodation programme but progress in this regard is dependent on a number of factors such as departmental approval of the proposal, finance, land availability etc.

The prioritisation of Traveller Accommodation is addressed in the Council’s Traveller Accommodation Programme and the Development Plan reflects the implementation of these aims. It is therefore considered that the motion is not appropriate to the Development Plan but is relevant to the preparation and adoption of the Traveller Accommodation Programme.
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this motion not be adopted

Following a contribution from Councillor C. King, the Motion was AGREED.
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Mot (35) 0909
Item ID: 19864 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Amend 1.2.13.1 by adding in after in general: “having due regard to the existing ambiance of the area”.

REPORT:
Section 1.2.13.i currently reads as follows:-

"In general, increased densities will be encouraged on residentially zoned lands and particularly in the following locations: 

• Town centres 

• Brownfield sites 

• Public transport corridors 

• Inner suburban/ infill 

• Institutional lands

 
It is proposed to amend Section 1.2.13.i to read as follows:

In general, having due regard to the existing ambiance of the area, increased densities will be encouraged on residentially zoned lands and particularly in the following locations: 
• Town centres 

• Brownfield sites 

• Public transport corridors 

• Inner suburban/ infill 

• Institutional lands
Development is predicated on proper planning and sustainable development of the area and the concept of protecting the established character of the area is articulated in bullet point 5 of the strategy for housing in the County in Section 1.2.12 as follows:

Promote higher residential densities at appropriate locations where such development ensures a balance between reasonable protection of existing residential amenities and the established character of areas, and encompasses appropriate design and amenity standards, having regard to public transport infrastructure and guidelines on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2008).
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.
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The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED. 

Mot (36) 0909
Item ID: 19714 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Section 1.2.14.vi Policy H6, add the following paragraph, after "in close proximity":

"A Local Area Plan will be drawn up and adopted to control any such proposed infill development, where the area of land considered for development is greater than 2 hectares." 

REPORT:
Section 1.2.14.vi currently reads as follows:
Policy H6: Inner suburban/ infill Densities on Council Owned Land 

It is the policy of the Council to identify sites for small-scale infill housing development on lands in Council ownership which are no longer considered appropriate for retention as open space and/or recreational areas (i.e. lands subject to zoning objective ‘F’). 
These are areas of open space in some estates which are of little amenity value due to their size, location or configuration. Open spaces which are not overlooked by housing can also become the focus of anti-social behaviour. The Council will identify suitable sites for appropriate infill development, having regard to protection of the amenity of existing residents, and the availability of alternative useable space in close proximity.
It is proposed to amend the policy as follows:

Policy H6: Inner suburban/ infill Densities on Council Owned Land 

It is the policy of the Council to identify sites for small-scale infill housing development on lands in Council ownership which are no longer considered appropriate for retention as open space and/or recreational areas (i.e. lands subject to zoning objective ‘F’). 
 These are areas of open space in some estates which are of little amenity value due to their size, location or configuration. Open spaces which are not overlooked by housing can also become the focus of anti-social behaviour. The Council will identify suitable sites for appropriate infill development, having regard to protection of the amenity of existing residents, and the availability of alternative useable space in close proximity. A Local Area Plan will be drawn up and adopted to control any such proposed infill development, where the area of land considered for development is greater than 2 hectares. 
The development of any Council owned land would be subject to the following:

· Any development by the local authority is subject to the requirements set out in Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations, 2001 which includes provision for third party submissions and observations; 

· The disposal of land which is held by a local authority is subject to procedures set out under S.183 of the Local Government Act, 2001, which allows for conditions to be attached to the disposal of the land; and 

· Development by a private developer on lands disposed of by the local authority would be subject to the criteria set out in the Planning and Development Acts 2000-2007 which includes provision for third party submissions and observations.
 It is considered that sufficient control over the development of Council owned land is provided through the mechanisms set out above. However, in the event that the Elected Members wish to amend Policy H6 it is suggested that the requirement for a plan to be carried out on the land be in the form of an Approved Plan.
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted. 

However, should the motion be adopted the language should be amended to read as follows: 

An Approved Plan will be drawn up and adopted to control any such proposed infill development, where the area of land considered for development is greater than 2 hectares.
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Following a discussion to which Councillors E. Tuffy and M. Corr contributed, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning responded to the queries raised.

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (37) 0909
Item ID: 19802 

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Under Housing, Section 2, ref. 1.2.14.i - Policy H1 - proposed to insert second sentence as follows "Exceptions will include where transport corridors are alongside high amenity areas, e.g. on the N4 at the Liffey Valley, incl. St. Edmundsbury and Woodville."

REPORT:
The Draft County Development Plan sets out a coherent spatial planning framework for the entire County within the context of national and regional policies. The core strategic aim of the Plan is to promote a more consolidated and compact urban form for the County which are outlined in a number of strategic aims including the promotion of infill development and the concentration of higher density development in areas with good public transport links. However, in tandem with this core strategic aim the Development Plan also aims to support and maintain our natural and human heritage including the protection of the mountain uplands and Liffey valley through the inclusion of policies to protect our landscape and heritage. 
Notwithstanding any possible positive environmental effects it is considered that it is not appropriate that general policies regarding the spatial planning framework for the County should exclude specific areas as the suitability of areas for development must be matched against Development Plan policies that seek to protect sensitive areas. With regard to the Strategic Environmental Assessment concerns have been raised in relation to potential environmental conflicts of the motion. The policy is already guided by the phrase "in suitable locations" and this should be sufficient to achieve the correct balance between high density and natural amenity. In some instances suitable brownfield sites may be unnecessarily restricted due to this proposal.
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.
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Following a discussion to which Councillors D. Keating, G. O’Connell and E. Tuffy contributed, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner responded to the queries raised. Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, reminded the members that the Draft Plan and variations thereto must be tested by the SEA process and as required the members’ attention will be drawn to SEA implications.

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED 

Mot (38) 0909
Item ID: 19865 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell:
Amend 1.2.14.i by changing “to encourage” to “be open to” and drop “at suitable location”.

REPORT:
Section 1.2.14.i currently reads as follows:-

Policy H1: Higher Residential Densities 

It is the policy of the Council to encourage higher residential densities at suitable locations, particularly close to existing or proposed major public transport corridors and nodes, and in proximity to major centres of activity such as town and district centres. In promoting more compact higher density forms of sustainable residential development it is Council policy to have regard to the policies and objectives contained in the following guidelines, and any new guidelines published during the lifetime of the Development Plan: 
• Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2008) 
• Urban Design Manual – A Best Practice Guide (2008) 
• Quality Housing for Sustainable Communities (2007)
 
It is proposed to amend the section as follows:
Policy H1: Higher Residential Densities 

It is the policy of the Council to be open to higher residential densities, particularly close to existing or proposed major public transport corridors and nodes, and in proximity to major centres of activity such as town and district centres. In promoting more compact higher density forms of sustainable residential development it is Council policy to have regard to the policies and objectives contained in the following guidelines, and any new guidelines published during the lifetime of the Development Plan: 
• Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2008) 
• Urban Design Manual – A Best Practice Guide (2008) 
• Quality Housing for Sustainable Communities (2007)
The Draft County Development Plan sets out a coherent spatial planning framework for the entire County within the context of national and regional policies. The core strategic aim of the Plan is to promote a more consolidated and compact urban form for the County. Improving quality of life for residents whilst adapting to climate change are integral to the aim of the Plan. Consolidating the County by making the best use of land will result in a reduction in commuting times and will reinforce capital investments. Higher residential densities should be encouraged at appropriate locations and the Development Plan sets out polices to ensure that development results in a balance between the protection of existing residential amenities and the established character of areas, with the need to provide for sustainable residential development. 

In relation to the SEA it must be noted that serious environmental concerns are raised in respect of the motion, in particular that the core strategy of the chosen development alternative is to encourage development in the urban area. Providing less defined language would undermine this core strategy. 
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.
Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, reminded the members that the Draft Plan and variations thereto must be tested by the SEA process and as required the members’ attention will be drawn to SEA implications.
Councillor G. O’Connell AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
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Mot (39) 0909
Item ID: 19798 

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor M. Duff. 
Under Housing - Section 2 - 1.2.14.v - to ad "when there is prevalent Anti-Social Behaviour in this area."

REPORT:
Section 1.2.14.v reads as follows:
Policy H5: Inner suburban/ infill Densities 

It is the policy of the Council to promote the provision of additional dwellings on appropriate sites within inner suburban areas, proximate to existing or due to be improved public transport corridors, by facilitating infill residential development or sub-division of dwellings subject to safeguards outlined in Sustainable Neighbourhoods in Section 1.4 or being in accordance with Local Area Plans or Approved Plans.

It is proposed to amend the Section as follows:

Policy H5: Inner suburban/ infill Densities 

It is the policy of the Council to promote the provision of additional dwellings on appropriate sites within inner suburban areas, proximate to existing or due to be improved public transport corridors, when there is prevalent Anti-Social Behaviour in this area, by facilitating infill residential development or sub-division of dwellings subject to safeguards outlined in Sustainable Neighbourhoods in Section 1.4 or being in accordance with Local Area Plans or Approved Plans.

The above policy provides general guidance on the acceptability of the development of infill housing in the County subject to meeting the standards set out in Section 1.4 of the Plan. It is considered that specifying a particular incidence where such development would be supported is inappropriate.  
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.

Following discussion to which Councillors D. Keating, T. Ridge, D. Looney and C. Jones contributed, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, Mr. J. Horan, County Manager responded to the queries raised.
Councillor D. Keating proposed to amend the Motion to include:

“particularly to eliminate proven anti-social behaviour”.

The amendment was seconded by Councillor T. Ridge and the Motion as amended was AGREED.
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Mot (40) 0909
Item ID: 19839 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Maloney: 
1.2.14.vi (Infill Housing in Council Estates) Amend to include: "That this policy will only be pursued where in-depth consultation takes place with the relevant Communities concerned and when examining nearby alternative usable open space takes in to account all age groups. This policy will be pursued in accordance with the same standards as apply to private Estates i.e building heights, building lines etc"

REPORT:
Section 1.2.14.vi of Draft Development Plan reads as follows:
Policy H6: Inner suburban/ infill Densities on Council Owned Land 

It is the policy of the Council to identify sites for small-scale infill housing. Development on lands in Council ownership which are no longer considered appropriate for retention as open space and/or recreational areas (i.e. lands subject to zoning objective ‘F’). 

These are areas of open space in some estates which are of little amenity value due to their size, location or configuration. Open spaces which are not overlooked by housing can also become the focus of anti-social behaviour. The Council will identify suitable sites for appropriate infill development, having regard to protection of the amenity of existing residents, and the availability of alternative useable space in close proximity.
It is proposed to amend the policy as follows:

Policy H6: Inner suburban/ infill Densities on Council Owned Land 

It is the policy of the Council to identify sites for small-scale infill housing. Development on lands in Council ownership which are no longer considered appropriate for retention as open space and/or recreational areas (i.e. lands subject to zoning objective ‘F’). This policy will only be pursued where in-depth consultation takes place with the relevant communities concerned and when examining nearby alternative usable open space takes in to account all age groups. This policy will be pursued in accordance with the same standards as apply to private estates i.e building heights, building lines etc.
These are areas of open space in some estates which are of little amenity value due to their size, location or configuration. Open spaces which are not overlooked by housing can also become the focus of anti-social behaviour. The Council will identify suitable sites for appropriate infill development, having regard to protection of the amenity of existing residents, and the availability of alternative useable space in close proximity. 
Policy H6 provides general guidance on the acceptability of the development of infill housing in the County on Council owed land across any tenure. The development of any Council owned land would be subject to the following:

· Any development by the local authority is subject to the requirements set out in Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations, 2001 which includes provision for third party submissions and observations; 

· The disposal of land which is held by a local authority is subject to procedures set out under S.183 of the Local Government Act, 2001, which allows for conditions to be attached to the disposal of the land; and 

· Development by a private developer on lands disposed of by the local authority would be subject to the criteria set out in the Planning and Development Acts 2000-2007 which includes provision for third party submissions and observations.

It is considered that proposed amendment to Policy H6 is not appropriate to the Development Plan but would be appropriate to Housing and Social Development SPC.
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.

Following a contribution from Councillor C. King, Mr. E. Conroy, County Architect responded to the queries raised.
The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (41) 0909
Item ID: 19641 

In accordance with Standing Order No. 20, as Councillor T. Gilligan was absent from the chamber when this item was reached, the following Motion in his name FELL:

That the number of homes to the acre be set to 10.

Mot (42) 0909
Item ID: 19973 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
That the following amendment be included in the written statement:-

1.2.13.i Appropriate Locations for Increased Densities:

Inner suburban/infill  add – where appropriate

REPORT:
Section 1.2.13.i of the Draft Development Plan reads as follows:

Appropriate Locations for Increased Densities: 
In general, increased densities will be encouraged on residentially zoned lands and particularly in the following locations: 

• Town centres 

• Brownfield sites 

• Public transport corridors 

• Inner suburban/ infill 

• Institutional lands

 
The motion proposes to amend Section 1.2.13.i to read as follows:

 
In general, increased densities will be encouraged on residentially zoned lands and particularly in the following locations: 

• Town centres 

• Brownfield sites 

• Public transport corridors 

• Inner suburban/ infill – where appropriate

• Institutional lands

 
Development is predicated on proper planning and sustainable development of the area and the concept of protecting the established character of the area and promoting higher residential densities at appropriate locations is articulated in the bullet point 5 of the strategy for housing in the County in Section 1.2.12 as follows:

 Promote higher residential densities at appropriate locations where such development ensures a balance between reasonable protection of existing residential amenities and the established character of areas, and encompasses appropriate design and amenity standards, having regard to public transport infrastructure and guidelines on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2008).
 
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (43) 0909
Item ID: 19715 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy:
Section 1.2.24.i Policy H14. Add the following sentence, after "objectives of this Plan.": "Such infill developments will be subject to a Local Area Plan, where the scale of a proposed infill development is significant relative to the size of the existing area and the number of existing residential units." 

REPORT:
Section 1.2.24.i of the Draft Development Plan reads as follows:
Policy H14: Infill Development in Residential Areas 

It is the policy of the Council to encourage the consolidation of the County through well designed, responsive infill developments, located where there are good connections to public transport and services, and that are compliant with the policies and objectives of this Plan.

 The motion proposes to amend Policy H14 as follows:

 Policy H14: Infill Development in Residential Areas 

It is the policy of the Council to encourage the consolidation of the County through well designed, responsive infill developments, located where there are good connections to public transport and services, and that are compliant with the policies and objectives of this Plan. Such infill developments will be subject to a Local Area Plan, where the scale of a proposed infill development is significant relative to the size of the existing area and the number of existing residential units.

The Draft County Development Plan sets out a coherent spatial planning framework for the entire County within the context of national and regional policies. The core strategic aim of the Plan is to promote a more consolidated and compact urban form for the County which are outlined in a number of strategic aims including the promotion of infill development and the concentration of higher density development in areas with good public transport links. However, acceptable development is predicated on proper planning and sustainable development of the area and the concept of protecting the established character of the area is articulated in bullet point 5 of the strategy for housing in Section 1.2.12 of the Plan and also all development proposals must demonstrate compliance with the criteria set out in Section 1.4: Sustainable Neighbourhoods.
The core principles of the Irish planning system are based on the common good and sustainable development, which are underpinned by the strength of local democracy, public participation and third party involvement in the planning system including in the making of a Development Plan and the decision making process in relation in relation to a planning application. It is considered that the strength of the policies contained in the Draft Development Plan are such that proposals for infill development must demonstrate compliance with the concept of Sustainable Neighbourhoods and protection of the existing character of the area and this, in tandem with the open and transparent planning system outlined above, means that the use of the Local Area Plan process for infill development is not appropriate.
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted. 

Councillor E. Tuffy AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.Bottom of Form

Mot (45) 0909
Item ID: 19867 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Amend 1.2.25. by adding a new paragraph: “The Council will conduct a study into the feasibility of backland development across the County and make the results known to the public.”

REPORT:
1.2.25 Backland Development reads as follows:
The development of individual backland sites (i.e. rear garden areas) can conflict with the established pattern and character of development in an area. It can constitute piecemeal development and inhibit the comprehensive redevelopment of a larger backland area where otherwise reasonable development potential exists. 

Applications for individual houses in rear gardens will only be considered where the proposed development is supported by a site analysis, concept plan and design statement as outlined in section 1.4 which indicates how the dwelling can form part of a comprehensive plan for the entire backland area in the future.
It is proposed to amend Section 1.2.25 as follows:
The development of individual backland sites (i.e. rear garden areas) can conflict with the established pattern and character of development in an area. It can constitute piecemeal development and inhibit the comprehensive redevelopment of a larger backland area where otherwise reasonable development potential exists. 
Applications for individual houses in rear gardens will only be considered where the proposed development is supported by a site analysis, concept plan and design statement as outlined in section 1.4 which indicates how the dwelling can form part of a comprehensive plan for the entire backland area in the future.
The Council will conduct a study into the feasibility of backland development across the County and make the results known to the public. 

It is not envisaged that a study of the scale suggested in the motion is either necessary or appropriate to the Development Plan process. The resources required would be cross disciplinary and extensive relative to the usefulness of the study. The policy seeks to avoid piecemeal development of backlands and to ensure that individual or multiple dwelling proposals are consistent with a comprehensive plan for the entire backland area in order to demonstrate compliance with the principles of sustainable development. 

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted. 

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the report. Following discussion to which Councillors G. O’Connell, T. Ridge, C. Keane, and C. Jones contributed, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning responded to the queries raised. 

The Managers recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (46) 0909
Item ID: 19868 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
Amend 1.2.27 by adding to the second bullet point “except where a separate dwelling unit would not undermine any of the other principles”.

REPORT:
Section 1.2.27 refers to Extensions to Dwelling Houses and Bullet Point 2 says the following:

The house and its extension should be used as a single dwelling unit;

It is proposed to amend the above bullet point as follows:

The house and its extension should be used as a single dwelling unit except where a separate dwelling unit would not undermine any of the other principles

It is considered that the above amendment is not appropriate as this section of the plan refers to domestic extensions and policies in relation to infill development and family flats are dealt with elsewhere in the Plan.
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.
Following a contribution from Councillor G.  O’Connell, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, responded to the queries raised.

The Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
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Mot (47) 0909
Item ID: 19847 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor P. Cosgrave: 
1.2.41 (Social and Affordable Housing) Amend to remove '15%' and insert '20%'. 

REPORT:
When preparing housing strategies, Housing Authorities are obliged to calculate the percentage of anticipated residential development that would generate an adequate supply of social and affordable housing. The existing strategy 2004 -2010 was adopted in November 2004 and required 15% of residential developments to be reserved for social /affordable housing purposes. The roll out of this existing Strategy has proved successful and is being pursued and continues to receive high levels of co-operation. Having regard to the flexibility introduced by the Planning & Development Act 2000 ( as amended)and having regard to all of the relevant factors a net countywide requirement of 15% affordable/social housing in private residential developments is appropriate. Regard will have to be had of the changing needs of South Dublin County Council during the period of the Strategy (2010-2016), changing market and economic conditions and the most suitable options available to South Dublin County Council under the relevant legislation and housing schemes. In the immediate short term there will be no need for affordable housing, until such time as the current overhang of new unsold housing properties are disposed of, estimated at around 35,000 nationally. The Department of the Environment by Circular letter AHS 1/09 stated that the stock of unsold affordable homes on hands nationally was likely to be in the order of 3,700. There are approximately 11,409 properties for sale in 368 developments on the open market in the Greater Dublin Area. It should be borne in mind that in order to ensure that the housing strategy is kept up to date, planning authorities must review and amend it, if required within 2 years of its preparation. The strategy should also be reviewed where there is a change in housing requirements or in the housing market that could fundamentally affect the existing strategy.
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.
Following a discussion to which Councilors C. King,  P.  Cosgrave, M. Corr,  T. Ridge, D. Looney, C. Jones and E. Tuffy contributed, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner,  Mr. J. Horan, County Manager and Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning responded to queries raised.

It was AGREED that the Motion be REFERRED to the Housing SPC.

Mot (48) 0909
Item ID: 19879 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Brophy
That increased densities permitted along QBC routes shall not apply until QBC route is fully completed and operational.

REPORT:
The Draft County Development Plan sets out a coherent spatial planning framework for the entire County within the context of national and regional policies. The core strategic aim of the Plan is to promote a more consolidated and compact urban form for the County which are outlined in a number of strategic aims including the promotion of infill development and the concentration of higher density development in areas with good public transport links. QBCs reflect existing public transport routes and come about as an improvement to existing routes and are not new routes per se. In order for a QBC to be put in place there must be a sufficient or planned population density along the route to generate a need for a QBC route.
Manager’s Recommendation:
The proposed motion should not be adopted.

Following a discussion to which Councillors C. Brophy and W. Lavelle contributed, Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, Mr. E. Conroy, County Architect, and Mr. J. Horan, County Manager responded to queries raised.

 
It was AGREED to DEFER further discussion on this item to the adjourned Draft Development Plan meeting on Wednesday 2nd September.
The meeting was adjourned at 20:58.Bottom of Form
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