COMHAIRLE CONTAE ÁTHA CLIATH THEAS
SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL


MEETING OF SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL

Monday, 9th November, 2009

Headed Item No. 8
The attached report was considered at the Rathfarnham Area Committee Meeting on Tuesday, 13th October, 2009.
Following consideration of the report the Committee recommended that the proposed scheme, as advertised, be implemented.
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MEETING OF RATHFARNHAM AREA COMMITTEE

Tuesday, October 13, 2009

Headed Item No.3

REPORT ON PART 8 OF THE PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS 2001-2007, WHITECHURCH ROAD – PROPOSED TRAFFIC CALMING SCHEME
INTRODUCTION:
Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001-2007 prescribes the requirements in respect of certain classes of Local Authority Developments. The Regulations apply to the proposed works involved in the provision of the Whitechurch Road proposed Traffic Calming Scheme.
DESCRIPTION OF SCHEME AS ADVERTISED:

Traffic Calming Measures on Whitechurch Road between Ballyboden Road Junction and the M50 underpass. The proposed works comprise:

· Traffic Calming Platforms.

· 3 tonne limit Zone on Whitechurch Road between Ballyboden Road junction and Taylor's Lane Junction, and on Grange Park, St. Enda's Drive, St. Patrick's Cottages and Sarah Curran Avenue.

· Traffic Signals at the junction of Whitechurch Road and Sarah Curran Avenue.

· Signalised Pedestrian Crossing on Whitechurch Road at St Patrick's Cottages.

· Periodic Speed Control (30kph) on Whitechurch Road in the vicinity of Whitechurch National School.

· 30kph speed limit on Whitechurch Road between Sarah Curran Avenue and St Enda's Park.

CONSULTATION PROCESS:
The Whitechurch Road Proposed Traffic Calming Scheme was advertised in accordance with Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations, 2001 – 2007, Public Notice of the availability for public inspection of plans and particulars of the proposed scheme was given in the public press on Wednesday 24th September 2008. The Scheme went on public display on Wednesday 24th September 2008 at the offices of South Dublin County Council, County Hall, Tallaght and County Library, County Hall, Tallaght, Dublin 24 and Whitechurch Library, Taylor’s Lane, Dublin 16. The closing date for submissions was Friday 21st November 2008.
SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED:

13 submissions were received.  A schedule of submissions is attached to this report and a file containing the submissions is available at the meeting.

ISSUES RAISED AND ROADS DEPARTMENT REPLIES TO THE SUBMISSIONS:
	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (1),(5),(13)

	1.
	Submission


	It is put forward that the proposal to provide traffic lights at the Sarah Curran Avenue junction will cause unnecessary tailbacks along Whitechurch Road, and therefore this proposal is not supported.
It is thought that the traffic lights proposed at this junction will unnecessarily slow traffic travelling along Whitechurch Road, and therefore are undesirable unless they can be programmed to only provide a green phase to Sarah Curran Avenue when there is a demand for it.

It is put forward that there is no need to provide traffic signals at the junction of Whitechurch Road and Sarah Curran Avenue. Dangerous traffic movements at the junction are observed only when there is right-turning traffic from Sarah Curran Avenue. It is proposed that Sarah Curran Avenue be made one-way in the opposite direction.
The installation of traffic lights at the junction of Sarah Curran Avenue and Whitechurch Road will cause build up of traffic on that section of Whitechurch Road making it difficult to get out of Whitecliff in the mornings. An alternative would be to provide a one-way system on Sarah Curran Avenue from Whitechurch Road as far as the entrance to St. Enda’s carpark.



	1.
	Response


	The traffic signal staging will be programmed to ensure optimum efficiency.

Provision of traffic signals at this junction will be beneficial for the following reasons:

· Insufficient sightlines currently exist for traffic coming from Sarah Curran Avenue; the junction will be made safer for traffic, pedestrians and cyclists by the provision of the traffic signals. 

· The presence of the traffic signals in this location will act as a traffic calming measure.




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (11)

	2.
	Submission


	South Dublin County Council did not issue all documents and particulars pertaining to these proposed works. A previous letter was issued to SDCC in relation to obtaining this under the Freedom of Information Act. It is requested that all documents/particulars pertaining to the proposed works be released.

	2.
	Response


	This has been dealt with under Freedom of Information procedure.



	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (3),(11) (12)

	3.
	Submission


	It is requested that the 3 tonne limit zone be extended to include the section of Whitechurch Road that extends up past the crossroads at the new intersection of Taylor’s Lane and Whitechurch Road as far as the junction of College Road and Whitechurch Road. It is felt that vehicles over 3tonne should not be allowed on Whitechurch Road.

It is suggested that the 3 tonne limit should be applied along the entire length of the proposed scheme.

The 3 tonne limit should be imposed in the vicinity of Whitechurch Church of Ireland.


	3.
	Response


	It is proposed that a 3 tonne limit zone be provided on Whitechurch Road between Ballyboden Road junction and Taylor’s Lane Junction, and on Grange Park, St. Enda’s Drive, St.Patrick’s Cottages and Sarah Curran Avenue. 

The provision of the 3 tonne limit over the entire route is not warranted as it is considered that the volume of HGV usage on the southern section of Whitechurch Road does not create a difficulty at this time.



	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (11)

	4.
	Submission


	It is suggested that the impact of the proposed works on both the built and natural heritage and on the distinctive character landscape has not been addressed. The design specification and materials proposed are vague. 



	4.
	Response


	The traffic-calming features are being implemented from kerb to kerb i.e. on the existing carriageway only and therefore their impact on the character of the local area will be minimal. No trees or protected structures are affected by these proposals. 



	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (11)

	5.
	Submission


	It is put forward that the structural effect of the works on the substantial number of protected structures along this road has not been investigated.



	5.
	Response


	The relevant protected structures are: Rose Villa, Willbrook House, Whitechurch Lodge, Moravian Cemetery and the Whitechurch Church of Ireland. The proposed works will not affect these protected structures, and will be carried out in accordance with current standards and criteria.



	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (1),(2),(6),(11)

	6.
	Submission


	The scheme fails to mention any measures to increase safety of pedestrians along Whitechurch Road. The footpath is in a poor state of repair, in particular the stretch of footpath between Grangebrook, past Whitechurch National School towards the M50 underpass. 

It is suggested that the path be widened slightly by clearing back vegetation, and the path height raised, similar to that at Lamb’s cross footpath – Hillcrest Road) for extra safety.

It appears that little consideration has been given to the improvement of pedestrian safety along Whitechurch Road. The footpaths are in poor repair, in particular the stretch between Grangebrook Estate, past Whitechurch National School, towards the M50 underpass and between Whitechurch Roundabout and Taylor’s Lane.

It is felt that improvements to the footpath between Whitechurch Estate and Taylor’s Lane are needed.
It is felt that the footpath is very narrow at St Enda’s Drive and end of Whitechurch Road and improvements are necessary to improve public safety.
It is proposed that the path is widened slightly by cutting back vegetation. In addition, the path height should be raised for extra safety.

The condition of the footpath is highlighted as an issue to be dealt with under this scheme, as the surface is in poor repair.
The consideration to the safety of pedestrians in the scheme has not been given due care. In particular, remedial work is recommended for footpaths in the area; this is not proposed as part of the scheme.

The condition of the footpath from the entrance of Grangebrook Estate to Whitechuch Green is in poor repair, including a partially exposed electrical cable crossing the path at lamp No. 47 outside the entrance to the estate.
It is submitted that provision of a footpath on the south side of Whitechurch Green would be a vital addition to the area and should be dealt with within the proposed traffic-calming scheme.

	6.
	Response


	Provision of, or remedial works to footpaths are provided as part of the road maintenance programme (subject to funding), and are therefore not included in the scope of this scheme.
A recent inspection did not reveal any exposed cable to public lighting column 47.




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (11)

	7.
	Submission


	The location of the proposed site offices and/or storage areas during the construction phase is not clearly indicated on the drawings displayed.



	7.
	Response


	The location of site offices forms part of the construction stage of the Scheme, and is not addressed at Part 8 stage. 




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (10)

	8.
	Submission


	It is requested that the pedestrian crossing at St. Patrick’s Cottages be relocated from the current proposed position to either of the following two locations. Either of these will facilitate schoolchildren travelling to and from school and local shops, and will reduce the number crossing at the junction. Senior citizens accessing the parks and shops would also be facilitated.

1. Adjacent to the Willbrook Stream entrance and opposite the southern end of Tara Hill entrance

2. Positioned half-way between the entrance to Tara Hill and Grange Park

It is noted that should these relocations be unacceptable, the current proposal is acceptable.



	8.
	Response


	It is considered that the location proposed in the Part 8, at St. Patrick’s Cottages, is the most suitable location and easily accessible from all adjoining estates. 



	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (2)

	9.
	Submission


	It appears that no consideration has been given to cyclists in the scheme.



	9.
	Response


	There is insufficient width on both the carriageway and the footpath over the length of the scheme to provide a separate cycle track. The provision of the proposed traffic calming platforms will reduce traffic speeds, contributing to a safer environment for cyclists.



	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (9)

	10.
	Submission


	As a matter of policy, Dublin Bus opposes the provision of ramps on bus routes, with the exception of bus-friendly ramps, these to have a gradient of 1:20. It is pointed out that the narrowness of the road in itself acts as a traffic calming measure.



	10.
	Response


	The traffic calming platforms proposed within this scheme along the bus route are to be bus-friendly, with a gradient of 1:20.




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (9)

	11.
	Submission


	It is requested that a pull-in area be provided about 70 or 80 metres from the exit of Whitechurch Estate to allow buses to yield to southbound traffic. These could also be useful at one or two other locations on the scheme. A meeting could be arranged on-site to discuss this.



	11.
	Response


	Dublin Bus has been contacted regarding this issue and a meeting will be arranged onsite with Dublin Bus to discuss their requirements.




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (4)

	12.
	Submission


	It is requested that the corner at St. Patrick’s Cottages could be addressed under this scheme. It is quite dangerous for the residents of St. Patrick’s Cottages driving out from their road at this corner as this cottage is further onto the road than the other cottages. 


	12.
	Response


	This junction will be examined by the Council’s traffic / maintenance sections.



	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (8)

	13.
	Submission


	Traffic, in particular right-turning traffic, emerging from College Road often does so without stopping, thereby posing a large threat to cyclists.


	13.
	Response


	The signage at this junction will be examined and modified if necessary




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (8)

	14.
	Submission


	It is put forward that the inclination of drivers is to slow down at bends, therefore the platforms are redundant in these locations, namely (counting from south to north) Platforms 1, 2, 3, 4, 7.



	14.
	Response


	Whilst most drivers slow down at bends, there have been a number of reports of inappropriate speeding in the vicinity of these bends. The provision of the traffic calming platforms is proposed to ensure low vehicle speeds at the bends. 




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (8)

	15.
	Submission


	It is submitted that the ramps along this stretch of road are undesirable, as it is a busy route and the addition of ramps will make it uncomfortable to drive on.



	15.
	Response


	There have been reports of inappropriate speeding on this stretch of road. The traffic calming platforms proposed within this scheme along the bus route are to be bus-friendly, with a gradient of 1:20. 



	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (8)

	16.
	Submission


	It is suggested that elimination of the blind bend at Whitecliff Junction would be more beneficial than the provision of traffic calming platforms, which do little as traffic already will be travelling at reduced speeds due to the presence of the bend.



	16.
	Response


	This Traffic Calming Scheme does not encompass any alteration of the existing road layout, and measures to remove or significantly change this bend are outside the scope of this particular scheme. 




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (8)

	17.
	Submission


	It is put forward that the ramp south of Sarah Curran Avenue junction should be moved to the junction creating a pedestrian-friendly crossing point.



	17.
	Response


	The proposed location was suggested on the basis that traffic travelling the relatively straight stretch between Whitecliff and Sarah Curran Avenue will be slowed sufficiently on the approach to the signalised junction. Pedestrians will be catered for by inclusion of a dedicated crossing phase in the traffic light staging arrangement.


	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (8)

	18.
	Submission


	The locations of many of the vehicular entrances are close to bends in the road.



	18.
	Response


	Provision of traffic calming platforms will increase safety for those using the vehicular entrances.




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (7)

	19.
	Submission


	It is requested that consideration be given to the location of the ramp on the basis that the Whitechurch Road between Silveracre Bungalow and Acrebrook is prone to flooding during times of heavy rain.



	19.
	Response


	The traffic calming platforms to be provided as part of this scheme will not extend across the full width of the road, and will provide drainage channels at both sides of the road. 




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (7)

	20.
	Submission


	Development of land adjacent to Silveracre Bungalow

A new entrance will be required in the future for development of these lands.

	20.
	Response


	Future entrances will be taken into consideration as part of individual planning applications and will be dealt with by South Dublin County Council Planning Department on a case by case basis. 




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (7)

	21.
	Submission


	Commercial traffic to Campbell’s Packaging and the Ford Centre is necessary for the operation of these businesses and should be taken into account.



	21.
	Response


	The accessibility of Campbell’s Packaging and the Ford Centre will not be compromised by any of the measures proposed by the Traffic Calming Scheme including the 3 tonne limit, whereby access for business purposes is permitted.

 The traffic calming platforms proposed within this scheme along the bus route are to be bus-friendly, with a gradient of 1:20.




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (7)

	22.
	Submission


	Fire and Ambulance services require access to all properties on and off this route



	22.
	Response


	The ease of Fire and Ambulance service access will not be compromised by any of the measures proposed by the Traffic Calming Scheme as the traffic calming platforms proposed within this scheme along the bus route are to be bus-friendly, with a gradient of 1:20.




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (7)

	23.
	Submission


	Bin collectors require access to all property on and off this route.



	23.
	Response


	The ease of Bin collectors access will not be compromised by any of the measures proposed by the Traffic Calming Scheme as the traffic calming platforms proposed within this scheme along the bus route are to be bus-friendly, with a gradient of 1:20.




	Concerns Expressed
	Submission by : Individual Resident (12)

	24.
	Submission


	The provision of concealed entrance signage at both entrances to the Church of Ireland Parish Church is sought due to high level of usage of these entrances


	24.
	Response


	It is envisaged that the provision of ramps will slow traffic in the vicinity of these entrances.



RECOMMENDATION:

This report is submitted in compliance with the recommendations of the Planning & Development Act, 2000 and Part VIII of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001-2007. The various works proposed under the Whitechurch Road proposed Traffic Calming Scheme are in accordance with the 2004 – 2010 County Development Plan and with the proper Planning and Development of the area.
It is recommended that the Council approve the proposed Scheme as advertised.

No funding source has yet been identified for this Scheme.

The recommendation of the Committee will be brought to the County Council for decision.
List of Submissions
1. Richenda Garland, 74 Grangebrook Avenue, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16

2. David McGuinness, 74 Grangebrook Avenue, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16

3. Rev. A. H. McKinley & Shirley Wallace, Whitechurch National School, Whitechurch Road, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16

4. Geraldine Doyle, Tara Hill & St. Patrick's Cottages EMC, 6 Tara Hill Road, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16

5. John Browne, 91 Whitecliff, Whitecliff Road, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16

6. Niall O'Connor, 83 Grangebrook Avenue, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16

7. Vincent & Joan Moloney, Silveracre Bungalow, Whitechurch Road, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16

8. John Hickey, 25 Whitechurch Hill, Edmonstown, Dublin 16

9. Derry O'Leary, Dublin Bus

10. Cormac Farrell, Willowbrook Lawn Resident's Association, 37 Willbrook Lawn, Rathfarnham, Dublin 14

11.
Angela O'Donoghue, Glendoher & District Residents Association, 17 Glendoher Close, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16on behalf of;


Michael Cooney, Willbrook & Willbrook Downs Residents Association, 36 Willbrook Estate, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16


Dr. Joe Kearney, Whitecliff Residents Association, 124 Whitecliff, Whitechurch Road, Dublin 16


Neil Kennedy, Palmer Park & Pearse Park Resident’s 
Association, 28 Pearse Brothers Park, Ballyboden, Dublin 16


David McShane, Scholarstown Road / Stocking Lane Resident’s Association, Donington, Scholarstown Road, Dublin 16


Kevin O’Halloran, Boden Park Resident’s Association, 21 The Rise, Boden Park, Dublin 16

12.
Alan Balfe, 105 Whitecliff, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16

13. Mrs Rhodanne Heaney, Whitechurch Church of Ireland.
