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The Mayor, Councillor M. Duff, presided.

H-I (1) 0510  
Item ID: 23558 

Managers Report and Presentation

Mr. F. Nevin, Director of Planning, presented the Managers report.

It was proposed by Councillor M. Duff and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge that the Report be Noted.

The Report was NOTED.
H-I (2)
 0510

Item ID: 23454
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

Section: 0.2 Core Strategy
Second bullet point
Amend second bullet point to read as follows (additional text in bold): 

· 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.

Reason
Motion 6 at the Council Meetings in September 2009, which was agreed with an amendment, proposed the inclusion of the bullet point above. The text to be inserted was omitted in error. 

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

It was proposed by M. Duff and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge that second bullet point be amended (additional text in bold) to read as follows;

Supporting our County Villages including supporting and encouraging 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 amended Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr T. Ridge: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (3)
  0510

Item ID: 23455

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

Top of Form

Introduction and Core Strategy
Section: 0.5

Insert the following text at Section 0.5:
Use Zoning Objectives

The purpose of land use zoning is to indicate the planning control objectives of the Council for all lands in its administrative area. Fourteen such zones are indicated in this Plan. They are identified by letter on the zoning matrix and by colour on the Development Plan Maps. The land use zones used and the various objectives for these areas are summarised in the table ‘Development Plan Zoning Objectives’ at the end of this section. 

The Land Use Zoning Tables located at the end of relevant sections of the Plan and the Zoning Objectives Matrix below are intended as guidelines in assessing the acceptability or otherwise of development proposals. However, they relate only to land-use. Factors such as density, height, massing, traffic generation, public health, landscape character and features, design criteria, visual amenity and potential nuisance by way of noise, odour and pollution are also of significance. These are important in establishing whether or not a development proposal conforms to the proper planning and sustainable development of an area. General guidelines are set out elsewhere in this Plan.

The tables and matrix list the land use activities most commonly encountered in the County and each is defined in Schedule 3 of this Written Statement. They are intended as a general guideline and the uses listed are not exhaustive.

The Plan also sets out a number of Local Zoning Objectives. These relate to particular sites/areas located within a broad zoning category where, notwithstanding the overall zoning of the area, the Council is seeking to achieve a specific objective. 

Transitional Areas 

The maps of the Development Plan show the boundaries between zones. While the zoning objectives and development control standards indicate the different uses and densities, etc., permitted in each zone, it is important to avoid abrupt transitions in scale and use in the boundary areas of adjoining land use zones. In dealing with development proposals in these contiguous transition areas, it is necessary to avoid development that would be unduly detrimental to the amenities of the more environmentally sensitive zone, regard having been given to the appropriate statutory guidelines. For instance, in zones abutting residential areas or abutting residential development within mixed use zones, particular attention must be paid to the use, design, scale and density of development proposals in order to protect the amenities of these residential properties. 
Permitted in Principle

Land uses designated under each zoning objective as ‘Permitted in Principle’ are, subject to compliance with the relevant policies, standards and requirements set out in this Plan, generally acceptable. 

Open for Consideration

The category ‘Open for Consideration’ includes uses which may or may not be acceptable depending on the size or extent of the proposal and to the particular site location. Proposals in this category will be considered on their individual merits and may be permitted only if not materially in conflict with the policies and objectives of the Development Plan and if they are consistent with the proper planning and sustainable development of the particular area.
Not Permitted

Uses listed in the tables and matrix as ‘Not Permitted’ are, except in exceptional circumstances as determined by the Planning Authority, not acceptable.
Other Uses

Other uses not mentioned throughout the Land Use Zoning Tables and Matrix will be considered in relation to the general policies of the Plan and to the zoning objectives for the area in question.
Zoning Objectives Matrix

The Matrix below lists the land-use activities referred to under each zoning objective. It indicates the acceptability or otherwise (in principle) of the specified land uses in each zone.

Reason
This text, which explains Use Zoning Objectives and the concepts of ‘Permitted in Principle’, ‘Open for Consideration’ and ‘Not Permitted’, is taken directly from the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010 and was omitted in error when the Draft Development Plan was being prepared. 

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr G. O’ Connell: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (4)
  0510

Item ID: 23456

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

Introduction and Core Strategy
Section: 0.5

Insert the following table at end of ‘Introduction and Core Strategy’ Chapter:

	Development Plan Zoning Objectives 
	 

	Use Zone
	Summary 
	Objective

	A
	Residential
	‘To protect and/or improve residential amenity’.

	A1
	New Residential
	‘To provide for new residential communities in accordance with approved area plans’.

	B
	Agriculture
	‘To protect and improve rural amenity and to provide for the development of agriculture’.

	CT
	County Town
	‘To protect, improve and provide for the future development of the County Town of Tallaght’.

	TC
	Town Centre
	‘To protect, provide for and/or improve town centre facilities’.

	DC
	District Centre
	‘To protect, provide for and/or improve district centre facilities’.

	LC
	Local Centre
	‘To protect, provide for and/or improve local centre facilities’.

	EP1
	Enterprise Priority One
	‘To facilitate opportunities for intensive employment uses complemented by mixed-use development based on a principle of street networks and in accordance with approved plans’.

	EP2
	Enterprise Priority Two
	‘To facilitate opportunities for manufacturing, research and development facilities, light industry and employment and enterprise related uses in industrial areas and business parks’. 

	EP3
	Enterprise Priority Three
	‘To provide for distribution, warehouse and logistics and related industry facilities which require good access to the major road network within a good quality environment’. 

	F
	Open Space and Recreation
	‘To preserve and provide for open space and recreational amenities’.

	G
	High Amenity
	‘To protect and improve high amenity areas’.

	GB
	Green Belt
	‘To preserve a green belt between development areas’.

	H
	Dublin Mountain Zone
	‘To protect and enhance the outstanding natural character of the Dublin Mountain area’.


Reason
The inclusion of this table will provide clear explanations of the meanings of each use zone (A, A1, B), etc., in a single location in the Plan.

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr C. Keane: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (5)
 0510

Item ID: 23457
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

Introduction and Core Strategy
Section: 0.5 Zoning Objectives Matrix

Insert additional text in the explanation for superscript ‘f’, after the ‘Zoning Objectives Matrix’ (additional text in bold):  

a             In existing premises

b             In villages to serve local needs

c             In accordance with Council policy for development in rural areas

d             Not permitted over 350m contour

e             A lawn cemetery is permitted in principle in a ‘Green Belt’ Zone (‘GB’ Zone)

f              In accordance with a Local Area Plan.
g             To service the local working population only

Reason
Superscripts a – g are used in the ‘Zoning Objectives Matrix’ and the ‘Use Class Related to Zoning Objective’ tables in order to add caveats to the status of particular land uses in particular zones.  Superscript ‘f’ is more accurately described by the addition of the above text which refers to a wider range of plans, and not just Local Area Plans.  

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr W. Lavelle: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (6)
0510

Item ID: 23524
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

That the core strategy be altered to include the population update from the Regional Planning Guidelines and associated amendments to core strategy.

Report

(A) During the period of the Draft Development Plan the Regional Planning Guidelines have been under review. These establish the population projections for the region which form the basis for housing calculations. In the interest of clarity it is proposed to insert these tables  and schematic drawing with additional paragraph (see attached) into the Core strategy under 0.2. 

(B) Include reference to the Strategic Development areas of Adamstown and Clonburris in the first paragraph of 0.2.1- living place.

(C) On foot of these figures and in the interests of clarity it is proposed to insert the following sentences into the last  paragraph of 0.2.1- Living place;

‘Having considered the Regional Planning Guideline population figures in the light of  residential land capacity, other opportunities for residential development and the national guidelines on housing densities it is considered that the Development Plan has sufficient lands to accommodate its regional population share during the lifetime of this plan. 

(D) To include a new paragraph in 0.2.2- Busy Place to be inserted before last paragraph in the section to state;

‘ Retailing forms an important economic activity in the County. Policies in relation to retailing are included in Section 3.4 of the Busy Place Theme. The retailing policies articulate national and regional guidance on retailing in South County Dublin.’

These insertions are to bring the core strategy format into line with national and regional requirements and to reflect updates since the Plan was first drafted.

Recommendation 

To adopted amendments.

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr J. Lahart: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (7)
0510 

Item ID: 23525
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

0.3 National, Regional, Local and Environmental Policy Context for the Preparation of the Development Plan
To amend title for Section 0.3 from ‘National, Regional and Local Policy Context for the Preparation of the Development Plan’ to ‘National, Regional, Local and Environmental Policy Context for the Preparation of the Development Plan’
Reason
In the interests of clarity.

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr J. Lahart: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

 
H-I (8)
  0510

Item ID: 23526
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

0.3.22 Environmental Policy Context
To amend Section 0.3.22 to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

0.3.22 Environmental Policy Context   Strategic Environmental Assessment  

A Strategic Environmental Assessment which is a formal, systematic evaluation of the likely significant environmental impacts of a proposed plan or programme will be prepared for the County Development Plan in accordance with the Planning and Development (Strategic Environmental Assessment) Regulations 2004 (SI No. 436 of 2004). 
 
The environmental issues which are considered by the SEA are as follows:
•              Biodiversity (flora, fauna);
•              Landscapes/Geology;
•              Agriculture and Forestry;
•              Population;
•              Water Quality;
•              Air Quality; 
•              Waste Management;
•              Cultural and Material assets; and
•              Climate.
The evaluation of the likely environmental consequences of a range of alternative strategies for accommodating future development in the South Dublin County area is part of the SEA process.
There are two EU Directives that require the assessment of the Development Plan in terms of its impact on the environment. These are the SEA Directive and the Habitats Directive.
 
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is a formal process, involving the systematic evaluation of the likely significant environmental effects of implementing  a plan or programme before a decision has been made to adopt it.  The assessment is undertaken in accordance with the EU SEA Directive (Directive 2001/42/EC ) and the Planning and Development (Strategic Environmental Assessment) Regulations 2004. SEA is a valuable tool that will influence decision-making at each stage in the County Development Plan Review process, will improve the overall environmental sustainability of the new Plan and will raise awareness of the potential environmental consequences of its implementation so that these consequences may be mitigated or avoided altogether. It also gives the public and other interested parties an opportunity to comment and to be kept informed.
The ‘Habitats’ Directive (Directive 92/43/EEC) requires that an "appropriate assessment" be undertaken for any plan or project that is likely to have an impact on a Natura 2000 site i.e. a Special Area of Conservation (SAC) or a Special Protection Area for Birds (SPA). There are two SACs located in the Dublin Mountains area of South Dublin County: Glenasmole Valley and that part of the Wicklow Mountains SAC that extends across the border into South Dublin County.  There are currently no SPAs designated for the County. In effect, the Directive requires South Dublin County Council to undertake an appropriate assessment of the ecological implications of the Development Plan proposed on Natura 2000 sites both within or outside the County.
A short account of the two assessment processes, their key findings and of how they were integrated into the Plan preparation are outlined in Appendix --.
 
Appendix –
Strategic Environmental Assessment
A Strategic Environmental Assessment which is a formal, systematic evaluation of the likely significant environmental impacts of a proposed plan or programme is being undertaken in parallel with the production of the Draft County Development Plan. The assessment is undertaken in accordance with the SEA Directive (Directive 2001/42/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of Ministers, of 27 June 2001, on the assessment of the effects of certain plans and programmes on the environment) as transposed into Irish Law through the Planning and Development (Strategic Environmental Assessment) Regulations 2004 (SI No. 436 of 2004). 
 
The intention of the SEA process is to provide a clear understanding of the likely environmental consequences of decisions regarding the future accommodation of growth in South Dublin County Council. This ‘assessment’ process is a key mechanism in promoting sustainable development, in raising awareness of significant environmental issues in the South Dublin County Council area and in ensuring that such issues are properly addressed within the capacity of the planning system. The results of the SEA are recorded in the Environmental Report which should be read in conjunction with the South Dublin County Development Plan.
The aim of the Environmental Report is to identify specifically:
•          The current state of the environment and the existing environmental issues in the South Dublin area
•          The likely significant effects on the environment of the Plan’s policies and objectives 
•          How any negative impact on the environment can be reduced or prevented and
•          How to monitor environmental impacts over the lifetime of the Development Plan
 
The environmental receptors which are examined in the Environmental Report are as follows:
· Biodiversity / flora and fauna 

· Population / Human Health 

· Geology / Soil 

· Water 

· Air 

· Climate 

· Material assets 

· Cultural Heritage/ Landscape
 
The key environmental issues in the South Dublin County area have been identified as:
· Depopulation in Older Areas/Growth at edge of the developed area on greenfield land 

· Pressure on Designated Nature Sites (SAC’s, pNHA’s, SAA0) 

· Loss of Landscape Character particularly in the Uplands 

· Need to improve the status of  water bodies (Water Framework Directive) 

· Identifying Potential Flooding areas 

· Traffic Noise and Movement 

· The presence of 3 Seveso Sites in the County 

· Deficiency in water supply and waste water infrastructure at regional level 

· Transport – South Dublin the lowest % of people travelling to work/school by Bus/ Luas/ Dart 

· Climate Change and how it is influenced by the Growth of Traffic
 
The following Gaps in the Baseline environmental information have been identified in the report
· The lack of a Biodiversity Plan 
· An incomplete Landscape Character Assessment 

· A lack of information regarding floodplains and flood risk areas. 
 
The evaluation of the likely environmental consequences of a range of alternative strategies for accommodating future development in the South Dublin area is part of the SEA process. The scenarios as outlined below provide alternative visions of how the future development of South Dublin might occur. 
 
Scenario 1 Environmental / Preservation Approach
Scenario 2 Sustainable/Selective Concentration 
Scenario 3 Weak Planning/Market-led Growth
Scenario 4 Combination of Reactionary Planning and Market-led Approach
 
Following evaluation, the Sustainable/Selective Concentration scenario was identified as the best means of continuing to accommodate and control growth in the South Dublin County Council area while providing for environmental protection and enhancement. The  County Development Plan that has emerged from the Plan preparation process has a close correlation to this scenario.
 
The assessment of the policies and objectives of the County Development Plan in the Environmental Report has identified a range of measures that require mitigation to prevent, reduce and, as fully as possible, offset any significant adverse impacts on the environment of implementing the Development Plan. The principal mitigation measures are in the areas of Biodiversity, Water Protection, Flooding and Landscape.
 
The SEA Directive requires that the significant environmental effects of the implementation of plans and programmes are monitored. The Environmental Report puts forward proposals for monitoring the Development Plan which are adopted alongside the Plan. Monitoring enables, at an early stage, the identification of unforeseen adverse effects and the undertaking of appropriate remedial action. In addition to this, monitoring can also play an important role in assessing whether the Development Plan is achieving its environmental objectives and targets - measures which the Development Plan can help work towards - whether these need to be re-examined and whether the proposed mitigation measures are being implemented.
 
A preliminary monitoring report on the effects of implementing the Development Plan will be prepared within two years of the making of the plan. The Council is responsible for the collation of existing relevant monitored data, the preparation of a monitoring report, the publication of this report and, if necessary, the carrying out of corrective action. 
 
Appropriate Assessment
 
Introduction
Article 6(3) the ‘Habitats’ Directive 92/43/EEC requires that an "appropriate assessment" be undertaken for any plan or project that is likely to have an impact on a Natura 2000 site i.e. a Special Area of Conservation (SAC) or a Special Protection Area for Birds (SPA).  
 
In effect, Article 6 (3) requires a robust and thorough application by all consent authorities, including planning authorities, of the requirement to undertake an appropriate assessment of the ecological implications of any plan or project, whether within or outside of a designated site, which may impact upon its stated conservation objectives.  The impacts assessed must also include the cumulative impacts of approving the plan, considered with any current or proposed activities impacting on the site.    
 
The procedure is a two-step process, involving an initial screening of the plan or project to determine the likelihood of potential impacts arising from the plan and then when necessary, a second step involving a process of appropriate assessment where a potential impact has been determined during the screening process which cannot be avoided or mitigated against.  This second stage essentially requires an expert ecological assessment of the potential impacts of the plan on the listed conservation objectives of the protected site.
 
There are two SACs located in the Dublin Mountains area of South Dublin County: Glenasmole Valley (Site Code 1209) and that part of the Wicklow Mountains SAC (Site Code 2122) that extends across the border into South Dublin County.  There are currently no SPAs designated for the County.
 
Screening of the draft County Development Plan
The draft Development Plan was subjected to an initial screening process with the objective of determining if any of its policies or objectives were likely to have a significant effect, alone, or in combination with other plans, on a protected Natura 2000 site occurring either within, adjacent to, or downstream of the County
 
A number of draft Development Plan policies and objectives relate to the protection of Natura 2000 sites and to the area of the uplands where the two SACs are located (see LHA 1, LHA 2, LHA 6, and LHA 7).  These policies, particularly in combination with one another, offer considerable protection to this area of the County and hence, to the two Natura 2000 sites. 
 
The results of the appropriate assessment screening process concluded that there were no projects in the draft plan that would give rise to significant adverse direct, indirect, or secondary impacts on the integrity of any Natura 2000 sites within the area of the plan.
 
Possible ‘in combination’ impacts were also investigated by assessing other current or likely plans or projects for this area of the Dublin Mountains which could have a cumulative impact on the two SACs located there.  With the range of policies applying to the area as listed above and following the strengthening of Policy H33 in relation to the provision of housing in the uplands area, no impacts were deemed likely to result from the cumulative effect of the draft Development Plan and other plans or projects.  
 
Finally, the Habitats Directive requires that the screening process must also consider impacts that are likely to arise on Natura 2000 sites in the proximity of the County by virtue of any plan or project implemented within the County itself.  This is also taken to include potential downstream effects of the plan.  This therefore required an assessment of potential impacts on SACs and SPAs located in adjacent County Wicklow (Wicklow Mountains SAC and Poulaphouca Reservoir SPA) and also those Natura 2000 sites located downstream of South Dublin County in Dublin Bay (North Dublin Bay SAC, South Dublin Bay SAC, North Bull Island SPA, and South Dublin Bay and River Tolka Estuary SPA).
 
The screening process concluded that there were no projects in the draft County Development Plan, either individually or in combination with other plans or projects, which would give rise to significant adverse direct, indirect, or secondary impacts on the integrity of the two Natura 2000 sites located in County Wicklow.
 
In relation to the assessment of downstream effects, poor water quality originating within South Dublin County and entering Dublin Bay, in conjunction with the inputs from the three other Dublin Local Authorities of Fingal, Dublin City, and Dun Laoghaire-Rathdown, is deemed to be the main potential threat to the conservation objectives of the Dublin Bay Natura 2000 sites.  The Dublin City water treatment facility is subject to separate operational consent and licensing procedures and it is required to be compliant with all applicable environmental Regulations and Directives, including the Water Framework and Habitats Directive.  
 
The draft South Dublin County Development Plan contains a number of objectives and policies  relating to water quality, waste water treatment, and river and stream management (e.g. WD 1, WD 2, WD 5, LH 18), all of which aim to eliminate or reduce the potential for deterioration of water quality.  Many of these policies involve the co-operation of adjoining Counties in a broader, strategic approach to dealing with water quality issues.  These policies will, together, facilitate monitoring of changes in water quality and aquatic habitats, and assist in the preparation of landscape improvement schemes for existing rivers and streams.  With the implementation of these and other related policies and mitigation measures, any current downstream impact on the Dublin Bay Natura 2000 sites will continue to diminish and any future plans will be rigorously assessed to ensure that there will be no additional negative impacts on water quality leaving the County. 
 
Conclusions
The draft County Development Plan was subjected to screening for Appropriate Assessment as required under Article 6 (3) of the Habitats Directive.  The Plan has generally been formulated to ensure that uses, developments, and effects arising from permissions based upon the Plan (either individually or in combination with other plans or projects) shall not give rise to significant adverse impacts on the integrity of any Natura 2000 sites either within, adjacent to, or downstream of the County.
 
The appropriate assessment procedure for the draft County Development Plan was therefore concluded at the screening stage and a detailed Stage 2 assessment was not required. 
  
Reason
In response to the EPA’s assertion that there is no reference in the plan to the findings of the SEA or the AA screening process it is recommended that an expanded section in relation to these aspects be included in the Development Plan.

 
Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr J. Lahart: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (9)

Item ID: 23527
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

0.4.4 Environmental Impact Assessment

To amend Section 0.4.4 Environmental Impact Assessment to read as follows (additional text in bold):

0.4.4 Environmental Assessment.

 
0.4.4.1 Environmental Impact Assessment
The Council may require the submission of an Environmental Impact Statement in accordance with the provisions of the Planning and Development Regulations, 2001 (or as may be amended from time to time).  This will be done to facilitate the proper assessment of development proposals in circumstances where it is considered that a proposed development would be likely to have significant effects on the environment.
 
0.4.4.2 Strategic Environmental Assessment
The Council is committed to ensure full compliance with the SEA Directive (Directive 2001/42/EC on the assessment of the effects of certain plans and programmes on the environment) as transposed into Irish Law through the Planning and Development (Strategic Environmental Assessment) Regulations 2004 (SI No. 436 of 2004). 
 
Reason
In response to the EPA’s assertion that there is no reference in the plan to the findings of the SEA or the AA screening process it is recommended that an expanded section in relation to these aspects be included in the Development Plan.

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillor J. Lahart contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr C. Keane: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (10) 0510
Item ID: 22943
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

To insert a new policy after LHA18 to read as follows:

Policy LHA18 Green City Guidelines.
It is the policy of the Council to require that all Planning applications for medium and high density development utilise the ‘Green City Guidelines’ (UCD Urban Institute Ireland 2008) to effectively retain and incorporate biodiversity into development proposals.
Following discussions to which Councillors C. Keane and M. Corr contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr C. Keane: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

Mot (2) 0510

Item ID: 23067

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Corr: 

That Section 0.2.5 Adaptation to Climate Change, in the Draft Plan adopted in September 2009, be replaced by the following:

0.2.5 Adaptation to Climate Change

The County Development Plan seeks to promote a series of policies that will ameliorate the effects of climate change and introduce resilience to its effects. The Plan reflects the acceptance by the Council of responsibility to contribute, as a Planning Authority and otherwise, to policies and actions which  will mitigate against contributing to climate change; in this regard the Plan supports the exploitation and development of renewable energy and more compact urban forms. The latter provides for the maintenance and improvement of amenities for the County’s citizens, provides services in a coherent and economic fashion and provides the opportunity for reducing private car trips, which is the County’s major contributor to greenhouse gases.

The Plan also reflects the acceptance of the Council of responsibility to develop and implement locally relevant adaptation strategies and implementation plans, and in particular commits to provide, in the County Development Plan, for policies and measures that ensures areas at risk of flooding may be regulated, restricted and controlled, as stated in the National Climate Change Strategy. The Council notes the statement of the Minister for the Environment, Heritage and Local Government that the National Climate Change Adaptation Framework will be published before Summer 2010, and notes that the Government intends that the Adaptation Framework will provided a basis for the integration of adaptation considerations into decision making at national and local level.  

REPORT:
The Motion proposes to expand the ‘Adaptation to Climate Change’ section of the Plan’s Core Strategy to highlight that the Plan reflects the acceptance by the Council of its responsibility to contribute to policies and actions that will mitigate against contributing to climate change. The Motion also proposes a second paragraph in this section stating, inter alia, that the Plan reflects the acceptance of the Council of responsibility to develop and implement locally relevant adaptation strategies and implementation plans, etc.

It is considered that the proposed additional text is acceptable and serves to expand this section in a manner which emphasises in a more specific way the Council’s responsibilities in relation to climate change. 

Recommendation:
That the motion be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (6) 0510 
Item ID: 23229

It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor C. King: 

p11 0.2 Core Strategy paragraph 3 - insert, 'the tackling of inequality, discrimination and disadvantage in order to enable all citizens and communities to participate fully and equally in society' after 'renewable energy.'

REPORT:
The proposed amendment is considered reasonable, having regard to the recognition of the social, economic and physical dimensions of development as noted elsewhere in the plan.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
That Section 0.2 Core Strategy third paragraph be amended to insert, 'the tackling of inequality, discrimination and disadvantage in order to enable all citizens and communities to participate fully and equally in society' after 'renewable energy.'

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (8) 0510 
Item ID: 23067

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 

At0.3.11 under Regional Planning Guidelines add in the names of the other Counties that make up the Greater Dublin Area.

REPORT:
The proposed insertion of details of the GDA is considered reasonable. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the following additional paragraph, which is similar to paragraph 1.2.22.ii in the current development plan written statement, be inserted as the first paragraph in Section 0.3.11. 

The Greater Dublin Area (GDA) comprises Dublin City and the counties of Dun Laoghaire-Rathdown, South Dublin, Fingal, Kildare, Meath and Wicklow.  Within the GDA, a distinction is made in the Guidelines between the existing built up area of Dublin and its immediate environs (the Metropolitan Area) and the remainder of the GDA  (the Hinterland Area). The South Dublin County area lies within the designated Metropolitan Area with the exception of the Dublin Mountain Area which is designated as part of the Hinterland Area.   

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (3) 0510 
Item ID: 23077

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 

To insert a new section under ‘0.4 General Guidance – Development Management’ as follows:

Approved plans guiding planning consent
Where an approved local plan is required by this Development Plan the approved plan will be a Local Area Plan, a Strategic Development Zone planning scheme or another appropriate masterplan as recommended by the Manager. The type of plan shall be agreed by the elected members prior to the commencement of its preparation.
REPORT:
The proposed amendment if adopted would require that all local plans guiding development management would require to be prepared and adopted in accordance with the statutory procedures laid down in Sections 18 to 20 of the Planning and Development Acts 2000 as amended. It is considered that such a requirement could unduly inhibit the timely preparation of plans, such as urban design framework plans for small areas and sites where no rezoning of land is required.  It is considered that in such cases guidance provided in the form of a non-statutory local plan approved by the elected members would be more expedient. 

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the proposed motion be adopted subject to the following amendment:

To insert a new section under ‘0.4 General Guidance – Development Management’ as follows:

Approved plans guiding planning consent

Where planning consent for any proposed development within the county is interpreted to have to comply with the guidance, policies and requirement of an approved local plan as required by this Development Plan, the approved plan in question will be either a Local Area Plan or Strategic Development Zone planning scheme as defined by the Planning & Development Acts & Regulations, or a non-statutory local plan approved by the elected members, as appropriate. 

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (5) 0510 
Item ID: 23228

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 

“ have regard to “ – occurs in many places in the 2004  Plan, since then this expression has been described as meaningless in the High Court case of McEvoy & Smith 2001/359 JRI) That this committee recommends that wherever this phrase occurs substitute : shall, as far as is practical, be consistent with”

REPORT:
The phrase “have regard to” occurs in 43 separate locations in the draft Development Plan, and is used in different senses in a number of instances. Having regard to the issue raised in the court case referred to in the motion, and to the amendment to Section 27 of the Planning and Development Act 2000  proposed in the Planning and Development Bill 2009, which states “ A planning authority shall ensure, when making a development plan, that the plan is consistent with any regional planning guidelines in force for its area” , .it is considered appriopriate to amend the phrase “have regard to”  in the draft plan where reference is being made to government guidelines by substituting the phrase “as far as is practicable, be consistent with” in such instances.

Manager’s Recommendation:
That the proposed motion be adopted with the following amendment:

That where reference is made to government guidelines in the draft plan the phrase “as far as is practicable, be consistent with” be substituted in place of the phrase “have regard to”.

The Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (7) 0510 
Item ID: 23230 

It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor J. Hannon: 

p11 insert additional bullet point before second last paragraph ('These strategic policies...') to read, ' - Promoting equality, diversity and social inclusion through the delivery of quality services for all.'

REPORT:
The specific paragraph and associated bullet points to which the motion refers relate particularly to the physical environment components of the spatial policy framework set out in the draft plan. It is considered that the proposed amendment would not be congruent with this focus. It is suggested that the proposed insertion could more appropriately be inserted as an additional bullet point in section 1.3.2 of Section 3 Social Inclusion, Community Facilities and Recreation.

Manager’s Recommendation:
That the motion be amended and adopted to read as follows:

In Section 1.3.2 Background insert additional bullet point before first bullet point to read: 

· Promoting equality, diversity and social inclusion through the delivery of quality services for all;

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (4) 0510 
Item ID: 23101
It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 

Amend the 1st sentence of Section 0.4.6, Enforcement, as in the Draft Plan adopted in September 2009 by inserting the word “appropriate” between the words “take” and “enforcement”, delete “where it is appropriate to do so”, and replace “having regard to” with “consistent with”.

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. 

It was proposed by the Manager that the Manager’s Recommendation be amended to read as follows;

Amend the 1st sentence of Section 0.4.6, Enforcement, as in the Draft Plan adopted in September 2009 by replacing “having regard to” with “consistent with”.

The amended Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Amended Recommendation AGREED.
Mot (9) 0510 
Item ID: 23232
It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 

0.4.6. ENFORCEMENT 12.1.1.i and ii  - Add “may carry out periodic site visits in order to ascertain compliance in planning”

REPORT:
This is already included in the draft.

Report
No Change

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (10) 0510 
Item ID: 23233
It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor C. Keane: 

At 0.4.6 Enforcement
In the first paragraph delete “ where it is appropriate to do so”. 
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion not be adopted. 

Following discussions, to which Councillor C. Brophy contributed, Mr C. Ryan and Mr F. Nevin, Director of Planning responded to queries raised.

The Motion was WITHDRAWN.
Mot (12) 0510 
Item ID: 23494
It was proposed by Councillors D. Keating, G. O’ Connell W. Lavelle, E. Tuffy, & C. Jones and seconded by Councillor C. Keane: 

“The Council will adopt a policy of mandatory enforcement for breaches of the following: The Planning Acts, Planning Conditions.

and section 0.4.6 Enforcement will be modified/strengthened  accordingly.

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. 
Following discussions to which Councillors G. O’ Connell, D. Keating, W. Lavelle, E. Tuffy, C. Jones, C. Keane, and J. Lahart contributed, Mr C. Ryan and Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.
The Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (13) 0510 
Item ID: 23518
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN
Rezonings: It is the policy of this Council not to rezone lands for further housing during the course of this County Development Plan 2010 – 2016.

Bottom of Form

H-I (11) 0510
Item ID: 23458

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

A Living Place
Section: Housing

Paragraph 1.2.53, Domestic Effluent Disposal

Amend Paragraph 1.2.53 ‘Domestic Effluent Disposal’ to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

1.2.53 Domestic Effluent Disposal 
The Council acknowledges the availability of various proprietary wastewater treatment systems for the treatment of domestic effluent. Where such treatment systems are proposed, the Council will adjust the technical qualifying criteria pro-rata to the proven performance of these systems, subject to the Council being satisfied that appropriate arrangements have been made to secure on-going long-term maintenance protocols suitable for such systems. The Council will require that satisfactory evidence be submitted regarding the necessary commitment to such long-term maintenance protocols. 

On sites where a treatment plant is proposed, the treatment plant and the percolation area shall comply with the requirements of the Wastewater Treatment Manual on Treatment Systems for Single Houses (2002, or as may be amended from time to time)Code of Practice ‘Wastewater Treatment and Disposal Systems Serving Single Houses’ (p.e. <10) (Environmental Protection Agency, 2009) or other relevant standards. Minimum distances from wells etc., and other relevant standards must comply with the requirements of the Wastewater Treatment Manual Code of Practice. 

On sites where the use of a septic tank is proposed, the design of septic tank systems and percolation areas shall conform with Standard Recommendations for Septic Tank Systems, SR6:1991, published by National Standards Authority of Ireland, (or as may be amended from time to time), and the requirements of the Council. Site size should conform with the requirements of SR6: 1991 (or as may be amended from time to time) and the requirements of the Council and should be sufficient to safely dispose of the effluent without the use of adjoining land.
Percolation areas should be designed and located so as not to cause pollution to groundwater, watercourses or adjoining land. Consequently, the position of nearby wells and drinking water supplies and the position and density of on-site wastewater disposal and percolation areas must be considered in each case. 

A detailed site suitability assessment report shall be provided with all planning applications. It shall include a visual assessment of the site, a trial hole test and percolation test results, and shall be certified by a qualified person approved by the Council. The Site Characterisation Form in Appendix A of the Wastewater Treatment Manual on Treatment Systems for Single Houses, (or as may be amended from time to time) Annex C of the Code of Practice ‘Wastewater Treatment and Disposal Systems Serving Single Houses’ (p.e. <10) (Environmental Protection Agency, 2009) shall be used for this purpose, regardless of the type of system proposed. 

All septic tanks and proprietary treatment plants should be maintained regularly and serviced not less than once per year by a person qualified to service such plant. All systems may be subjected to an inspection by the Council or the Environmental Health Officers of the Health Services Executive, in the interests of pollution control, amenity and public health. 

Reason
In order to update references to the ‘Wastewater Treatment Manual on Treatment Systems for Single Houses’ (2002) and ‘Standard Recommendations for Septic Tank Systems’ (SR6:1991), which have now been superseded by the Code of Practice ‘Wastewater Treatment and Disposal Systems Serving Single Houses’ (Environmental Protection Agency, 2009).

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillor T. Ridge contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr T. Ridge: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (12) 0510
Item ID:  23459

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

A Living Place
Section: Social Inclusion, Community Facilities and Recreation

1.3.15 Community Facilities

Amend Paragraph 1.3.15 ‘Community Facilities’ to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

1.3.15 Community Facilities
There are 29 community centres, 3 sports and leisure centres and 8 approximately 11 neighbourhood centres in the County. Neighbourhood centres are smaller-scale facilities than community centres, often consisting of one or two rooms, provided by the Council as part of new developments.  They cater for a variety of uses, including after-school projects, crèches and meeting space for residents’ associations, etc.
Community Services provide a range of grant aid to assist in the provision and management of community facilities. The Tallaght and Clondalkin Integrated Area Plans provided funding for new community facilities for disadvantaged communities and the services associated with the centres provide opportunities for training, adult education, fitness classes, access to computers and opportunities for social interaction.

Each community facility has its own website which is  set up, managed and maintained by centre staff and/or volunteers. The Council’s Connect project provides technical assistance free of charge to Voluntary Groups to operate their websites.

Reason
In order to provide up-to-date and clear information that differentiates neighbourhood centres from local centres (small group of shops).   

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillor C. Keane contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr S. Crowe: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (13) 0510
Item ID: 23460 

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

A Living Place
Section: Social Inclusion, Community Facilities and Recreation

1.3.31 Open Space

Amend sections headed ‘Regional Parks’ and ‘Pocket Parks’ to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

Regional Parks: 
Regional Parks are large parks, serving the County, which people travel to for a wide range of intensive recreational activities.  These parks also serve an important function at the regional level in terms of biodiversity as their size provides for a range of ecosystems. The conservation of these ecosystems is important and therefore care should be taken when locating recreational activities such as sports pitches and large playgrounds within the park.  Play facilities, to include those for different age groups (YCAPs, LEAPs and LAPs) including YCAPs (Young Children’s Areas for Play), LEAPs (Local Equipped Areas for Play) and NEAPs (Neighbourhood Equipped Areas for Play), should be located in robust parts of the park and preferably should be served by a network of public transport. A fuller explanation of the different categories of play facilities is contained at Appendix 6.  
Pocket Parks: 
Pocket parks are normally located very close to houses, are small but well overlooked and can contain facilities for very young children (LAPs) (YCAPS) but not play equipment.  Pocket parks can be characterised by a small seating area and by items that can be touched or looked at and they tend to be a focus for local life.  They should be approximately 100m2 and be adjacent to and overlooked by the homes which they serve.

Reason
In order to provide a clear explanation of the different types of play area referred to.

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr C. Keane: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (14) 0510
Item ID: 23461
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

A Living Place
Section: Social Inclusion, Community Facilities and Recreation

1.3.37 Children’s Play Facilities

Amend 6th last paragraph of section 1.3.37, Children’s Play Facilities, to read as follows: (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

In new housing developments where over 500 dwelling houses 800 dwelling units are proposed, the Neighbourhood Equipped Area for Play (NEAP) should be provided within the local parks in accordance with ‘Planning Guidance on the Provision of Children’s Play Facilities in New Developments’ (2006).

Reason
In order to ensure that text corresponds with Appendix 6 of Plan – ‘Planning Guidance on the Provision of Children’s Play Facilities in New Developments (2006)’.  
Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr E. Tuffy: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (15) 0510
Item ID: 23462 

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

A Living Place
Section: Social Inclusion, Community Facilities and Recreation

Land-Use Zoning Table

Insert the text ‘a   In existing premises’  underneath table, as set out below:

Land-Use Zoning
 
	Zoning Objective ‘F’ “To Preserve and Provide for Open Space and Recreational Amenities”

	Use Classes Related to Zoning Objective  

	Permitted in Principle  
	Community Centre, Cultural Use, Open Space, Recreational Facilities/Sports Club, Traveller Accommodation.  

	Open for Consideration  
	Agricultural buildings, Bed & Breakfasta, Boarding Kennels, Carpark, Caravan Park-Holiday, Cemetery, Childcare Facilities, Education, Garden Centre, Guest Housea, Home Based Economic Activities, Hospital, Hotel/Motel, Industry-Extractive, Place of Worship, Public Services, Recreational-Commercial, Recycling Facility, Refuse Landfill/Tip, Residential, Restaurant.  

	Not Permitted  
	Abattoir, Advertisements and Advertising Structures, Aerodrome/Airfield, Betting Office, Caravan Park-Residential, Cash & Carry/Wholesale Outlet, Concrete/Asphalt Plant in or adjacent to a Quarry, Dance Hall/Discotheque, Doctor/ Dentist, Enterprise Centre, Funeral Home, Health Centre, Heavy Vehicle Park, Household Fuel Depot, Industry-General, Industry-Light, Industry-Special, Motor Sales Outlet, Nursing Home, Office-Based Industry, Offices less than 100m2, Offices 100m2-1,000m2, Offices over 1,000m2, Petrol Station, Off Licence, Primary Health Care Centre, Public House, Refuse Transfer Station, Residential Institution, Retail Warehouse, Retirement Home, Rural Industry-Cottage, Rural Industry-Food, Science and Technology Based Enterprise, Scrap Yard, Service Garage, Shop-Discount Food Store , Shop-Local, Shop-Major Sales Outlet, Shop-Neighbourhood, Transport Depot, Veterinary Surgery, Warehousing.  


a           In existing premises
Reason
In order to provide an explanation for the superscript ‘a’ which is contained in the table.

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillor C. Keane contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr S. Crowe: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (16) 0510
Item ID: 23463
The following Headed Item was WITHDRAWN:

A Living Place
Section: Sustainable Neighbourhoods

Paragraph 1.4.25.i, Policy SN20, Internal Storage Requirements for Apartments

Amend table to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

Policy SN20: Internal Storage Requirements for Apartments

It is the policy of the Council that the minimum internal storage areas for apartment units shall be:

	Unit Type
	Apartments Internal Storage Area Requirements (m²)

	One Bedroom
	3

	Two Bedroom
	6

	Three Bedroom
	9

	Four Bedroom
	Adequate storage in excess of 9m²  should be provided

	Five or more Bedrooms
	Adequate storage in excess of 9m²  should be provided


 Reason
In order to rectify an error in the column heading.

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

Bottom of Form

H-I (17) 0510
Item ID: 23528 

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

Social Inclusion, Community Facilities and Recreation
1.3.22xiii Location of Childcare and Pre School Facilities

To amend Policy SCR 28 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

“1.3.22.xiii Policy SCR28: Location of Childcare and Pre-School Facilities
It is the policy of the Council to facilitate and support through the planning process the location of childcare and pre-school facilities on the same campuses as primary and secondary schools or adjacent to primary and secondary school campuses.” 

 
Reason 
In response to the request, that policy SCR28 should read ‘adjacent to primary school and secondary school campuses’, the Council supports the co-location of childcare and pre-school facilities beside both primary and secondary school campuses. The ability to be flexible in the approach to the provision of childcare facilities in line with the Childcare Facilities Guidelines (2001) is considered to be a positive measure whereby smaller developments can pay a development contribution to enable appropriate provision to be made elsewhere to the benefit of the wider community as well as residents of a new residential development. 

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted. 
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr T. Ridge: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (18) 0510
Item ID: 22921

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

To amend Policy H3 in line with Government guidelines to read (additional text in bold):

1.2.14.iii Policy H3: Brownfield Sites Densities

‘It is the policy of the Council to maximise any land which has been subjected to building, engineering or other operations, excluding temporary uses or urban green spaces and in particular to maximise redundant industrial lands identified as Enterprise Priority One zoned lands to consolidate the County.  Where such sites are identified that are close to existing or planned future public transport corridors, the opportunity for their redevelopment to higher densities will be promoted, subject to safeguards outlined in Sustainable Neighbourhoods in Section 1.4 and in accordance with Local Area Plans or Approved Plans.’
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr T. Ridge: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (20) 0510
Item ID: 22930

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

To amend Policy SCR 28 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

“1.3.22.xiii Policy SCR28: Location of Childcare and Pre-School Facilities
It is the policy of the Council to facilitate and support through the planning process the location of childcare and pre-school facilities on the same campuses as primary and secondary schools or adjacent to primary and secondary school campuses.”
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr J. Hannon: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (21) 0510
Item ID: 22932 

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

To amend Section 1.3.41 of the draft plan to omit the third paragraph and add a sentence to the second paragraph.  The section should read as follows (additional text in bold):

1.3.41 Allotments
There are 245 allotments allocated throughout the County in Corkagh Park, Clondalkin, Mill Lane, Palmerstown, Friarstown, Bohernerabreena and Tymon Park, Tallaght.
Allotments have been constructed in a number of public parks and they have been an outstanding success to date. It is an objective of the Council to provide allotments in parks taking into consideration the demand for the facilities and the presence of a high level of supervision within the park.  Allotments offer the opportunity to provide education in horticulture as well as on the sustainable value of home food production.”
Existing allotments in the County are located on land which may eventually be developed for housing or other infrastructure.  When this land is required for development purposes, the possibility of identifying alternative land to facilitate the present allotment holders will be examined.  In the longer term it may be appopriate to consider allotments as a permanent feature in areas of the County.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr T. Ridge: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (22) 0510
Item ID: 22933

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

The second paragraph under Section 1.4.6.i ‘Character Appraisal’ should be amended to read as follows (additional text in bold): 
‘1.4.6.i Character Appraisal
The first requirement of urban development is to consider the existing landscape within the site and the local area. There is a danger that when developing sites the focus is on the new building and the new environment it will create rather than how it will relate to the existing site and its local context. In this way the natural landscape can become disjointed, unconnected and damaged and sense of place is lost.  An analysis of the existing landscape character as well as the consideration and integration of the new proposals into the existing site and the existing ecology is required.  Working with the existing landscape on site to create a landscape that retains (or creates) a sense of place and acts as a robust supporting landscape structure for the new development is integral to the successful development of a site.
The site survey and analysis will show where existing landscape features exist on site including for example, existing trees, hedgerows, water bodies and interesting/protected structures. This analysis will serve to inform, at an early design stage, the location of proposed open space, parks and green corridors, where it can most benefit the retention of existing ecology as required by policy LHA18 Green City Guidelines, and integrate it into the neighbourhood.’
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr T. Ridge: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (23) 0510
Item ID: 22935 

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

To amend the last bullet point under Policy Section 1.4.37 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

1.4.37.iv   Policy SN33: Solar Gain
               It is the policy of the Council that new developments achieve high levels of natural daylight entering the buildings so that passive solar gain will be utilised to heat buildings. The disposition and orientation of buildings maximises the availability of sunlight to the building.
In this regard the following principles will be considered:
•              Buildings should be orientated broadly to the south or be of innovative design to maximise solar gain;  
•              Planting of large size evergreen trees where they can interfere with daylight entering buildings should be avoided. Deciduous trees work well to provide shade and shelter in summer and yet allow light to penetrate in the winter;
•              Buildings should be positioned to minimise the creation of wind tunnels; 
•              Tall, free-standing buildings that produce wind vortexes which make the pedestrian climate uncomfortable and encourage heat loss should be avoided;
•              Large spaces between buildings that cause turbulence at the ground should be avoided.  Public spaces should also be protected from downdrafts from tall buildings;
•              Shelter should be provided for dwellings, play areas, courtyards and gardens by the building/placement of ground modelling, walls, hedges and other planting;
•              New developments should incorporate techniques within the design that will conserve water during the buildings’ use such as green roofs, water butts, and the recycling of grey surface water for flushing toilets;
•              The use of ground heating, cooling systems, wood pellet burners, insulation, solar panels and wind power, where appropriate, will be encouraged;
•              Proposed developments should use existing natural drainage patterns within their design through Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SuDS) and should limit the requirement for separate off-site disposal of surface water;   
•              Existing water bodies such as waterways, ponds and lakes should be protected and incorporated within the overall design and
•              The use of hard surfaces should be limited.  Parking and hardstanding areas shall be constructed in accordance with the Manager’s Recommendations of the Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage Study for Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SuDS) and include measures to prevent drainage from hardstanding areas entering onto the public road. (see also Section 2.3.9 - Ground and Surface Waters)
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr T. Ridge: 

“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

Mot (41) 0510 
Item ID: 23256 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Jones and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
(A Living Place, Social Inclusion)

That it is the policy of the Council, having due regard to the diverse religious needs of the County’s population, that measures be taken to enable and facilitate planning for the provision of a range of places of worship. 

REPORT:
It is considered that this motion is acceptable.

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this Motion is adopted 

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (43) 0510 
Item ID: 23258

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Add “and secondary school campuses to section 1.3.22.xxii Policy SCR28  in relation to location of childcare facilities.

REPORT:
The Manager has recommended, through the Managers Report on Submissions Received on the Draft Development Plan, February 2010, the rewording of Policy SCR 28 to read;

“It is the policy of the Council to facilitate and support through the planning process the location of childcare and pre-school facilities on the same campuses as primary and secondary schools or adjacent to primary and secondary school campuses.” 

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

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (15) 0510 
Item ID: 23081

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
To add the following to the end of ‘Policy SCR34: General Management of Open Space’:

“… and to seek to address problems of anti-social behaviour with regard to the recommendations of the South Dublin Joint Policing Committee sub-group on parks."
REPORT:
Policy SCR37 refers to the general management of open space.  It is agreed that the development plan should address issues arising from anti-social behaviour in public parks and open space but the Plan objectives should not be dependant on external bodies/recommendations.  Policy SCR37 could be amended to address anti-social behaviour.

Manager’s Recommendation:
If the Council agree, the following amendments to the plan should be made (additional text in bold):  

Policy SCR37: General Management of Open Space 

It is the policy of the Council to manage all its public parks, playing fields and public open spaces to a high standard and to seek to address problems of anti-social behaviour.   

The Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (42) 0510 
Item ID: 23257

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
That a new section 1.3.19(ii) be added stating that it is the policy of this council to recognize the needs for sustainable development of existing schools and educational institutions for their sites, and to help them remove the obstacles and unblock the blockages to their institutional educational development’-  

REPORT:
It is considered that the principle of addressing the need to support and assist in sustainable development proposals on existing school and educational institution sites is acceptable.

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this Motion is adopted with the following amendments

New policy to be inserted as follows;

Policy: To co- operate with the Department of Education and Science in the sustainable development of existing school and educational institution sites

It is the policy of the Council to support and assist the Department of Education and Science in proposals for sustainable and appropriate development on existing school and educational institution sites within the County. 

The Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (51) 0510 
Item ID: 23266

It was proposed by Councillor J. Hannon and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart:
Amend SCR 57 to read, as follows: “It is the policy of the Council to prohibit the use of Off-Road Motor Vehicles in public open spaces, parks, grass verges, and in all public amenity/recreational areas and bye laws will be introduced to give effect to this policy.  The Council, in conjunction with other stakeholders, will also seek to develop a properly regulated facility in the County or the wider sub region for this activity.”
REPORT:
It is considered that Policy SCR60: Use of off Road Motor Vehicles and appropriate by-laws is the most appropriate approach to address the issue of the control or restriction of such vehicles in the County, including consultation with stakeholders.

The location of the regulated facility has the potential to have a significant negative impact. These facilities, through the nature of the activity to be catered for, generally are located in hilly areas and generate substantial noise levels. Locating this facility in an area of landscape or heritage sensitivity could have a visual or habitat impact which requires careful assessment. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
The intention of the Motion is considered to be covered in the Draft Plan.

Following discussions, to which Councillors J. Hannon, R. Dowds, M. Corr, P. Kearns, C. Jones, T. Ridge, E. Maloney, C. Keane, S. Crowe, C. Brophy, and M. Duff contributed, Mr C. Ryan and Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.
The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (54) 0510
Item ID: 23270 

It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Housing, Council Facilities and Sanitary Services.

This plan promote the use of alternative energy sources for public housing and Council facilities (solar/heat pumps/heat exchangers)

REPORT:
Sections 1.4.36 ‘Climate Sensitive Design’, 1.4.37 ‘Policy’, 2.5.9 ’Renewable Energy’ and 2.5.10 ‘Policy’ detail the Council’s position on building construction and in particular the standards that will be required for development proposals, which will be dealt with through the development management process.  The development plan promotes the use of alternative energy sources in all aspects of development within the County.  It is therefore considered unnecessary to list specific types of buildings.  Notwithstanding, that the Council's Architect's Department have been at the fore front of rolling out improved energy efficient housing.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is considered that the intent of the Motion is covered in the Draft Plan.

The Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (14) 0510 
Item ID: 23079
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
To omit the following two sections:

· 1.4.23.i Policy SN19: Minimum Required Dwelling Unit Size 

· 1.4.25.i Policy SN20: Internal Storage Requirements for Apartments 

And replace with the following single section:

‘Policy: Minimum standards for new residential units: 
All new residential dwellings shall be required to comply with the minimum requirements for overall unit sizes, internal room sizes and dimensions and sizes for storage and balconies (in the case of apartments) as laid down in both “Quality Housing for Sustainable Communities - Best Practice Guidelines' and ‘Sustainable Urban Housing: Design Standards for New Apartments’ as published by the Departments of Environment, Heritage and Local Government.’  
AND:

To amend Table 11.3 ‘Minimum Required Private Amenity Space’ by removing the standards for apartments.

REPORT:
It is an objective of the development plan that apartments should be designed to provide good quality, permanent and sustainable living accommodation and should not be predicated on the assumption that apartment living is a transient phase in the life of people who will eventually move to a house.  Therefore it is considered reasonable to require a minimum private amenity space for each apartment.

The minimum dwelling unit size and internal storage requirements for apartments have been considered in detail and reflect the contents of the ‘Quality Housing for Sustainable Communities – Best Practice Guidelines, 2007’, ‘Sustainable Urban Housing: Design Standards for New Apartments, 2007’ as well as ‘Sustainable Urban Housing: Design Standards for New Apartments, 2007’, ‘Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas, 2008’, ‘Quality Housing for Sustainable Communities, 2007’ and the ‘Tallaght Local Area Plan 2006’.  

The use of tables to illustrate the Council’s standards, which reflects government guidance, for both dwelling unit sizes and apartment internal storage was considered practicable as they demonstrate in a clear and concise way what the requirements are.  The tables are a user-friendly way of navigating and using the document.   

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the motion not be adopted.
Following discussions, to which Councillors W. Lavelle, C. Keane, and J. Lahart, E. Maloney, C. Jones, and M. Corr contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.
The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (16) 0510
Item ID: 23083
It was proposed by Councillors W. Lavelle, C. Brophy & B. Lawlor and seconded by T. Ridge:
Insert a distinct new policy objective in section 1.3.20 as follows: “It is the policy of the Council that planning applications for substantial new residential development should be accompanied by an assessment of existing school capacity in the area and where necessary the provision of new school facilities in tandem with the development. All planning applications comprising new residential development over 100 dwellings shall be accompanied by a report identifying the demand for school places likely to be generated and the capacity of existing schools in the vicinity to cater for such demand and where such demand is not proved to the satisfaction of the planning authority, the planning authority may refuse such application or impose compliance conditions on the planning permission grant requiring  the phased completion of the dwellings linked with the provision of additional school places.”
REPORT:
The Department of Education and Science is the responsible body for the forecasting of level of demand for schools and for the funding and provision of schools to meet this demand. The Council will endeavour to co-operate and co-ordinate with the Department of Education and Science on this matter in accordance with the Provision of Schools and the Planning System, A Code of Practice for Planning Authorities’ (2008). 

Section 4.4 of the Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Area Guidelines (2008) sets out that;

“Within the development management process, it is recommended that planning applications for 200+ dwelling units should be accompanied by a report identifying the demand for school places likely to be generated by the proposal and the capacity of the existing schools in the vicinity to cater for such a demand. In very large-scale residential developments (say, 800+ units), planning authorities must consider whether there is a need to link the phased completion of dwellings with the provision of new school facilities.” 

 Section 1.3.19 School and College Sites of the Draft Development Plan sets out that the Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Area Guidelines (2008) and the Provision of Schools in the Planning System, A Code of Practice for Planning Authorities (2008) highlight the importance of the assessment of the need for schools arising out of new developments and the provision of schools in tandem with such development.  This section also sets provides that the Council may require the phased provision of such facilities, in accordance with the provisions of a Local Area Plan or planning scheme or study. 

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

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (17) 0510 
Item ID: 23084
It was proposed by Councillors W. Lavelle, C. Brophy & B. Lawlor and seconded by Councillor C. Brophy:
Insert a distinct new policy objective in section 1.3.32 as follows:
It shall be the policy of the council to prohibit development on areas of accessible open space in or adjoining residential estates not currently taken-in-charge by the council where the open space in question was included within the planning application boundary of an adjoining residential development. 
This prohibition shall however not apply where all of the following criteria are met:
· The planning application for the original residential development containing the open space was granted within the preceding seven years; 

· The open space was not required to meet the planning authority requirements for open space provision for the original residential development; 

· The documentation submitted with the planning application for the original residential development explicitly stated that this open space would be subject to a future separate planning application. 

REPORT:
It is considered that this motion is negative in nature. Development plan policies and objectives must be positive in their intent. In any case the adoption of this motion could lead to the prejudging of any future planning applications and would not have regard to the current land use zoning provisions of such sites and therefore would not be in accordance with the proper planning and sustainable development of the County. 

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

Following discussions to which Councillors W. Lavelle, C. Brophy and B. Lawlor, C. Jones, T. Gilligan and J. Lahart contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

It was proposed by the Manager that the Manager’s Recommendation be amended to read as follows;

Insert a distinct new policy objective in section 1.3.32 as follows

“It shall be the policy of the council to protect from development areas of accessible open space in or adjoining residential estates not currently taken-in-charge by the council where open space in question was included within the planning application boundary of an adjoining residential development.  

This protection shall apply where all of the following criteria are met;

The Amended Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Amended Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (18) 0510 
Item ID: 23091 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN
Insert the following policy within the Environmental Services or Protected Area section of the plan or as appropriate:

Policy - Management of land for unauthorised and/or uncontrolled horses
It will be the policy of the Council to engage with landowners in the jurisdiction, particularly on land zoned for development, but currently not being developed; which is being utilised for horses; in order to restrict the un-authorised use of their land for horses, and to remove them. This being in the interests of managing the County’s spiralling population of uncontrolled and inappropriately managed horses;  in the interests of public health and safety and animal welfare.
Bottom of Form

Mot (19) 0510 
Item ID: 23234
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN
That the traveler site at Owendoher Haven is NOT extended in the development plan 2010-2016
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Mot (20) 

Item ID: 23235
It was proposed by Councillor C. King, J. Hannon, and S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor S. Crowe:
Amend the following criteria for applicants wishing to build their homes in areas designated with Zoning Objective H(“to protect and enhance the outstanding natural character of the Dublin Mountain Area”)   

• the applicant is a native of the area and, 

• the applicant can demonstrate a genuine need for housing in that particular area and, 

• the development is related directly to the area’s amenity potential or to its use for agriculture, mountain or hill farming and, 

• the development would not prejudice the environmental capacity of the area, and that it would be in keeping with the character of the mountain area.   

To the following: 

The applicant is a permanent native resident of the area i.e. a person who was either born and reared in the family home in the same rural area as the proposed development site, 
or 
has resided in the area for at least 15 years prior to the application for planning permission; 

or  
Persons who are full-time farmers or employed full-time in other rural based activity such as horticulture, forestry, bloodstock or other rural based activity in the area in which they wish to build or whose employment is intrinsically linked to the rural area in which they wish to build.  

Report:
The cumulative impacts of this motion across the H zone could have the consequence of causing the current draft County Development Plan policies and objectives in relation to environmental protection to be unachievable, by introducing the potential for further pressures on water quality, sensitive landscapes and habitats, in particular protected Natura 2000 sites both within and downstream of the County. The effect of this motion could be to potentially trigger a revision of the draft CDP Appropriate Assessment Screening conclusion

The rural part of this County (areas zoned ‘B’ and ‘H’) is considered to be an area under strong urban influence as defined in the Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines (2005). Such areas are in close proximity to the immediate environs or within easy commuting distance of large cities and towns, and show evidence of considerable pressure for development of housing due to proximity to such urban areas and pressures on infrastructure such as the local road network. These pressures are evident in the proliferation of ribbon type development along significant stretches of many rural roads in this County.

Rural areas within the County are catagorised by zoning into two primary area types; Zone ‘B’ with the objective ‘to provide for rural related development and to protect rural amenity’, and Zone ‘H’ with the objective ‘to protect the natural character of the Dublin Mountain area’. The ‘H’ Zone lies in the Hinterland Area, outside the Dublin Metropolitan Area as defined in the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area, and is generally elevated and more environmentally sensitive.

The Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines seek to establish a balance between facilitating the housing requirements of persons with roots or links in rural areas and protecting the natural environment and associated infrastructure. They advise that planning authorities should aim to support the following over-arching policy objectives in their policies, practices and actions: 

· encourage development needed to sustain and renew established rural communities in both smaller rural towns and villages and wider countryside areas 

· ensure that the planning system guides residential and other development to the right locations in rural areas in the interest of protecting natural and man-made assets in those areas;

· differentiate in areas under strong urban influence between development needed in rural areas to sustain rural communities, and development which would be more appropriately located in well planned extensions to these urban areas; and 

· ensure that first and foremost the housing requirements of persons with roots or links in rural areas are facilitated in all such areas; and that planning policies also respond to local circumstances.

It is considered that the criteria outlined in subsection 1.2.52.iii Policy H31 for the assessment of development proposals for rural housing in the ‘H’ zone, are appropriate and adequate to form a reasonable basis for differentiating between development needed to sustain rural communities and development which would be more appropriately located in well planned extensions to the urban area. It is considered that the policy and related provisions are fully consistent with the Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines.

It is considered that the proposed amended policy is seriously deficient as it fails to provide any protection to the natural and man-made assets in the ‘H’ zone area. In this regard members are advised that the Strategic Environmental Assessment raises serious concerns in relation to the continued rural housing development in Glenasmole which has the potential to impact significantly on one of the most sensitive environments in the County. The valley which contains a Special Area of Conservation (SAC) designated under the EU Habitats Directive is one of the most sensitive habitats in South Dublin, provides drinking water for the city, and is visually fragile. Each development impacts on the valley, both individually and cumulatively, in terms of reducing the ability of the land to absorb development and potentially exposing the SAC to damage. 

 

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

Following discussions to which Councillors J. Hannon, C. Brophy, S. Crowe, P. Cosgrave, and T. Gilligan contributed, Mr J. Horan, Mr F. Nevin, and Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

Councillor C. King proposed that the Motion be put to a roll call vote and this was seconded by Councillor J. Hannon.

A roll call vote on Motion 20 was taken with the results as follows:

Result of the roll call vote:
	Motion No: 20
	For
	Against
	Abstain
	Absent

	BROPHY, Colm
	x
	 
	 
	 

	COBURN, Emma
	 
	x
	 
	 

	CORR, Marie
	 
	 
	x
	 

	COSGRAVE, Paddy
	x
	 
	 
	 

	CROWE, Seán
	x
	 
	 
	 

	DELANEY, Tony
	 
	x
	 
	 

	DOWDS, Robert
	 
	x
	 
	 

	DUFF, Mick
	 
	x
	 
	 

	GILLIGAN, Trevor
	 
	 
	x
	 

	HANNON, John
	x
	 
	 
	 

	JONES, Caitríona
	 
	x
	 
	 

	KEANE, Cáit
	 
	x
	 
	 

	KEARNS, Pamela
	 
	x
	 
	 

	KEATING, Derek
	x
	 
	 
	 

	KENNY, Gino
	 
	 
	x
	 

	KING, Cathal
	x
	 
	 
	 

	LAHART, John
	 
	x
	 
	 

	LAVELLE, William
	x
	 
	 
	 

	LAWLOR, Brian
	x
	 
	 
	 

	LOONEY, Dermot
	 
	 
	x
	 

	MALONEY, Éamonn
	 
	x
	 
	 

	McDONAGH, Matthew
	 
	 
	x
	 

	O'CONNELL, Guss
	x
	 
	 
	 

	RIDGE, Thérèse
	x
	 
	 
	 

	TUFFY, Eamon
	 
	x
	 
	 

	WALSH, Éamonn
	 
	 
	 
	x


FOR  10


AGAINST  10

ABSTAINED 5

ABSENT 1

The Mayor, Cllr M. Duff’s casting vote was AGAINST the Motion.

The Motion FELL.

Mot (21) 0510
 
Item ID: 23236
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Amend section 6.8Xii to include at the end of first paragraph – Where it is identified that no new developments are likely in the future the Council will seek alternative methods of providing and/or acquiring specially adapted housing as opposed to waiting for funding for new developments to be acquired.
REPORT:
The Housing Strategy deals with the issue of the provision of adapted housing . Funding for housing is a separate issue not related to the Development Plan.

Recommendation:
That the Motion not be passed.
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The Motion was AGREED
Mot (22) 0510
 
Item ID: 23237
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN
Table 6.11 Traveller accommodation (redevelopments) That the date for the delivery of the date for delivery of the redevelopment of the Belgard Road site be amended to at least 2011 to reflect the reality of the situation.  
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Mot (23) 0510
 
Item ID: 23238

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Table 6.11
That the redevelopment of St Aidan’s does not reflect an increase in the capacity of the site. 
REPORT:
Table 6.11 reflects the traveller accommodation programme which is determined separately by the Council.  In essence this motion is not relevant to the Development Plan.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
That the motion not be adopted.
The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (24) 0510
 
Item ID: 23239

It was proposed by Councillors J. Hannon and C. King and seconded by Councillor C. King:
That, notwithstanding any other provisions of this Development Plan, it will be the policy of South Dublin Co Council to seek to ensure the long term viability of the rural communities of  Glenasmole/ Bohernabreena/ Ballinascorney/ Brittas, and to this end will facilitate local residents who wish to build a family home in their local area.

REPORT:
It is considered that the existing development plan provisions are consistent with the Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines (April 2005), and are both appropriate and adequate to facilitate development proposals that are consistent with the relevant criteria set out in the plan.

Subsection 1.2.51 ‘Management of One-Off Housing in Rural Areas’ in the draft Development plan states:

The Council acknowledges the distinctive characteristics of the rural communities of the County, supports their way of life, and through its policies will endeavour to ensure their continued existence as viable communities subject to the principles of sustainability. 
 In order to protect the character and amenity value of the rural, mountain and high amenity zones and to promote the achievement of sustainable development, it is necessary to restrict the growth of urban generated one-off housing. In addition to the policy criteria set out below, all applications for housing will be subject to other relevant policy considerations and to such siting, design, density, occupancy or other development management requirements as may be appropriate. 

All such development proposals are evaluated in accordance with the policy criteria set out in the Development Plan, and in the case of the Glenasmole/ Bohernabreena/ Ballinascorney area in accordance with the assessment criteria set out in the relevant Housing Study. 

With regard to the Glenasmole area it should be noted that the Strategic Environmental Assessment and the screening for Appropriate Assessment raises serious concerns in relation to the continued rural housing development in Glenasmole which has the potential to impact significantly on one of the most sensitive environments in the County. The valley contains a Special Area of Conservation (SAC) designated under the EU Habitats Directive is one of the most sensitive habitats in South Dublin, provides drinking water for the city, and is visually fragile. Each development impacts on the valley, both individually and cumulatively in terms of reducing the ability of the land to absorb development and potentially exposing the SAC to damage. 

The facilitation of applications for dwellings must be considered under the policies and objectives set out above.

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

The mayor proposed a suspension of Standing Orders to complete discussion on this item. This was AGREED.
Following discussions to which Councillors J. Hannon and C. King, and E. Tuffy contributed, Mr C Ryan responded to queries raised.

It was proposed by Councillor C. King, and seconded by Councillor J. Hannon, that the Motion be amended to read as follows;

It will be the policy of South Dublin County Council to seek to ensure the long term viability of the rural communities of Glenasmole/Bohernabreena/Ballinascorney/Brittas and to this end will facilitate local residents who wish to build a family home in their local area. 
The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was AGREED.
The Meeting was adjourned at 09.10pm.
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