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The Mayor, Councillor M. Duff, presided.

Mot (107) 0510 

Item ID: 23294

It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor M. Corr: 

Transport and Roads Public Lighting That this plan promotes the use and promote the use of low energy bulbs/heads for all public lighting (introducing a 70%energy saving) that we promote the use of energy light control systems That this Council co-operate with other Councils and the Dept of Environment in development of alternative energy source systems for public lighting(solar/wind/hybrid)  

REPORT:
South Dublin County Council is engaged with the Sustainable Energy Authority of Ireland’s (SEAI) Energy Mapping Programme, which is aimed at reducing the carbon footprint within local authorities.  This process will look at issues like public lighting and the Council’s fleet.  As part of this project, an Energy Champion (Mr. Eddie Conroy, County Architect) has been appointed within the Council.  

It is considered that he proposed wording of the motion is premature pending the outcome of the process within which the Council is engaged with the SEAI.

Recommendation:
It is considered that the issues raised in the Motion are adequately covered in the Draft Plan.

Following discussions to which Councillors S. Crowe, J. Lahart, and C. Keane contributed, Mr F. Nevin and Mr E. Conroy responded to queries raised.

It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor M. Corr that the Motion be amended to read as follows;

That this Council co-operate with other Councils and the Dept of Environment in development of alternative energy source systems for public lighting (solar/wind/hybrid).  

The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.

Bottom of Form

Mot (109) 0510 

Item ID: 23296

It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 

This plan agrees to promote the development of secure cycle bays/facilities in the vicinity of public transport.  

REPORT:
 It is considered that this issue has been adequately covered by Policy T11: ‘National Cycle Policy Framework’ and Policy T12: ‘Pedestrian and Cyclist Movement’, along with Section 2.2.12 ‘Cycle Policy Framework’ and 2.2.14 ‘Walking and Cycling’ of ‘A Connected Place’.

In this regard, the ninth paragraph of the latter section states – 

‘The Council will require that secure covered cycle parking facilities incorporating frame locking facilities be provided for new developments including……transportation nodes’.  
Recommendation:
It is considered that the issues raised in the Motion are adequately covered in the Draft Plan.
The Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (110) 0510 

Item ID: 23298

It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 

This plan agrees to promote the use and proliferation in suitable areas of multi story park and ride facilities.

REPORT:
Policy T18: Park and Ride Facilities states:

2.2.23.i It is the policy of the Council to support and facilitate the provision of Park and Ride facilities in appropriate locations along strategic transport corridors.
 
It is an objective of the Council to facilitate theprovision of park and ride at the locations listed in Table 2.2.3 below. Additional locations will be investigated and may be designated during the lifetime of this plan.
No change is required to the Draft development Plan in this regard.

Manager’s Recommendation:
That the motion be adopted.          

Following discussions to which Councillor Crowe contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

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

Mot (111) 0510 

Item ID: 23301

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor G. O’ Connell: 

Connected Place – Unauthorised Waste Disposal – 2.4.17: It is the policy of this Council to vigorously pursue companies and individuals who engage in illegal dumping, and to do so with the intention of imposing the maximum fines for such illegal dumping.

REPORT:
Whilst the intent of the Motion is supported the enforcement of the Waste Management Acts is not a matter for the Development Plan. The level of fines imposed is a matter for the Courts.

Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required.
Following discussions to which Councillor D. Keating contributed, Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised, it was AGREED that the Motion be WITHDRAWN and the matter be referred to the Environment SPC.

Mot (119) 0510 

Item ID: 23310

It was proposed by Councillor M. McDonagh and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 

Insert, ‘It is the policy of the Council to encourage and resource partnerships between the Council and local community organisations and groups for targeted clean ups in areas with a high concentration of litter, such as Quarryvale Park, Ballyowen Park, Collinstown Park and St Culberts Park.’

REPORT:
The suggested wording could be included under section 2.4.19, if amended as follows – 

‘It is the policy of the Council to encourage partnerships between the Council and local community organisations and groups for targeted clean-ups in areas with a high concentration of litter.’

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

Amend Section 2.4.19 to insert the following new policy

It is the policy of the Council to encourage partnerships between the Council and local community organisations and groups for targeted clean-ups in areas with a high concentration of litter.

Following discussions to which Councillor D. Keating contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

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

Mot (122) 0510

Item ID: 23313
It was proposed By Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor M Duff:
Telecommunications and Energy – High-Voltage Power Line: To amend the existing policy 2.5.5.ii to read: It is the policy of this Council to work with Eirgrid, and encourage all agencies involved, to seek the placing underground of the high-voltage power line, including the pylon at the junction of Station Road and the Adamstown Link Road, Adamstown, and the boundary at Dublin City Council.

REPORT:
The proposed amendment is considered reasonable.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that policy EC2 be amended to read as follows:

It is the policy of the Council to work with Eirgrid and to encourage all agencies involved, to seek the placing underground of the high-voltage power line between Adamstown and the Dublin City Council boundary, including the pylon at the junction of Station Road and the Adamstown Link Road.

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

Mot (123) 0510 

Item ID: 23314

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
At 2.5.7.ii  EC3: Telecommunication Antennae and Support Structures
add : “Prohibit any development which would impinge on a public right of way or walking route.”
REPORT:
It is considered that the proposed amendment could be satisfactorily addressed by amending Section 5 to provide that the assessment considerations set out in the second sentence of the third paragraph in subsection 2.5.11 and associated bullet points, be applied more generally to all communications and energy infrastructure developments, in the interest of consistency. 

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the second sentence of the third paragraph in subsection 2.5.11 and associated bullet points, in conjunction with Section 2.5.7.i Policy EC3, be relocated to the end of Section 5 as a new subsection following subsection 2.5.14, and the new subsection to read as follows:

Energy and Communications infrastructure in Sensitive Landscapes
When assessing planning applications for energy and communications developments the assessment will include consideration of the following as appropriate:

· Sensitivity of the landscape and adjoining landscapes to wind energy projects; 

· Scale, size and layout of the project, any cumulative effects due to other projects, and the degree to which impacts are highly visible over extensive areas; 

· Visual impact on protected views and prospects, and designated scenic landscapes as well as local visual impacts; 

· Impact on nature conservation, archaeology and historic structures, public rights of way; 

·  Local environmental impacts including noise, shadow flicker; and 

· The visual and environmental impacts of associated development such as access roads, plant, and grid connections.

Policy EC##: Energy and Communications infrastructure in Sensitive Landscapes 

It is the policy of the Council that all planning applications for energy and communications infrastructure on lands located in rural, high amenity and mountain zones (zones B, G and H) above the 120m contour, shall be accompanied by an assessment of the potential visual impacts of the proposed development on the landscape - demonstrating that impacts have been anticipated and avoided to a level consistent with the sensitivity of the landscape, in order to protect and, where appropriate enhance, the landscape character of sensitive lands.

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

Mot (125) 0510 

Item ID: 23316

It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
That it is the policy of South Dublin County Council to promote a geothermal heating pilot project within the boundary of currently zoned residential lands.

Report:
The proposed motion is generally considered to be reasonable but it is recommended that “existing zoned lands” replace “currently zoned residential lands”.

It is considered that the motion should be amended to take into account the possibility of geothermal heating pilot projects taking place on differing forms of suitably zoned lands, especially Brownfield sites, which would be in line with the core development strategy of the Draft Development Plan. 

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

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

Mot (126) 0510 

Item ID: 23317 
It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
This plan agrees to consider and promote grid connected wind power turbines.

REPORT:
Subsections 2.5.9 and 2.5.10.i Policy EC6 encompass all renewable energy developments, including grid connected wind power turbines, and the latter also comes within the scope of subsection 2.5.11. 

 A landscape character assessment (LCA) of the county should be undertaken as a matter of urgency in order to ascertain the most visually, culturally and environmentally sensitive areas of the county. This would allow for the designation of areas which are suitable for the development of wind power, which are acknowledged as having a significant visual presence, and can also have negative impacts on flora and fauna. The location of many of the best sites (in wind generation terms) in the uplands and mountain areas means that negative impacts can have far more significant consequences in terms of peat slides into river systems.
Manager’s Recommendation:
That the motion be adopted and that the first paragraph of subsection 2.5.11 be amended to read as follows (added text in bold):

“It is an objective of the Council to examine the possibility of designating a highland area of the County, outside the areas of greatest scenic beauty, as being suitable for the production of wind energy utilising grid connected wind power turbines.”

Following discussions to which Councillor S. Crowe contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

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

Mot (129) 0510 

Item ID: 23495 
It was proposed by Councillors D. Keating, G. O’ Connell, W. Lavelle, E. Tuffy, & C. Jones and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:

In the Draft Development Plan under 2.3 Water Supply & DrainageInsert the following bullet points under 2.3.4 Strategy:

·         ‘” Require all new development proposals to undergo a Flood Risk Assessment prior to making a decision on permission”

·         “Restrict development where there is a risk of flooding”

REPORT:
Under subsection 2.3.4 Strategy the strategy of the Council for the development of Water Supply and Drainage in the County includes the following:

• Ensure that existing and proposed developments are not subject to undue risk of flooding.

The bulleted items in 2.3.4 are intended to be broad statements of the Council’s strategic approach to relevant environmental management  issues arising in relation to the topic of the chapter. Subsections 2.3.21 thru 2.3.25 detail the requirements to be addressed in the assessment of development proposals in accordance with the relevant guidelines. It is considered that these provisions are adequate for the purpose. 

The Draft Development Plan contains significant protections against flooding, and the requirement for Flood Risk Assessment to take place, based on the CFRAMS for the Dodder, an alluvial soils assessment of the county (as recommended by the EPA and OPW) and will be updated by the currently underway Liffey CFRAMS. These studies, coupled with the requirements of the Flood Risk Management Guidelines, will ensure effective flood risk assessment and management throughout the county. 
Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required.     

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

Mot (130) 0510 

Item ID: 23507 
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, G. O' Connell, W. Lavelle, E. Tuffy, & C. Jones and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
Insert policies within the ‘2.3 Water Supply & Drainage’ section to ensure that CFRAMS initiatives and all drainage proposals do not compromise the rivers water supply in terms of volume or quality either directly or indirectly or through its tributaries.

REPORT:
Subsection 2.3.11 Water Quality management Plans states:

In co-operation with the adjoining Local Authorities and key stakeholders, the Council will promote the development of Integrated Water Quality Management Plans, examining water quantity and quality issues, in order to effectively manage the entire life cycle of water at the Catchment/River Basin level in the region in a sustainable manner, including the protection of the recreational potential, wildlife habitats, and heritage features of waters.
 It is considered that the above and related provisions clearly demonstrate the intention of the Council to fully conform to all relevant strategic guidance in accordance with the EU Water Framework Directive, and are adequate to address the issue raised in the motion.

 Policy WD5 Water Quality Management Plans, contained on page 119 of the Draft Development Plan relates to this issue. The Policy will require detailed plans pertaining to the maintaining and improving of water quality throughout South Dublin, and is required as part of the EU Water Framework Directive. The requirements of the CFRAMS and all other drainage proposals are subservient to the requirements of this policy. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required.     

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

Mot (131) 0510 

Item ID: 23508
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating, G. O' Connell, W. Lavelle, E. Tuffy, & C. Jones and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
Insert an objective in the plan under Roads – that an alternative crossing point of the Liffey should be explored with both Meath, Kildare and Fingal County Councils for the western route, given all counties are involved in the indicative alignment proposed.

REPORT:
Following the September Council meeting subsection 2.2.38 of the Draft Development Plan states:

It is an objective of the Council in conjunction with neighbouring local authorities and relevant government departments and agencies to examine alternatives to the proposed ‘North – South Regional Road / Route District Distributor West of Adamstown SDZ linking N7 to N4 and on to Fingal’ as included in Table 2.2.6.
The west ring road will facilitate significant car based movements, both into and through the county, traversing agricultural land in the western hinterland of the county, impacting upon the river Griffeen and tributaries, the Tobermaclugg Stream, hedgerows and tree lines. The proposal traverses the Grand Canal (pNHA) and would impact severely upon the historic and landscape character of the Canal as well as upon associated banks, hedgerows and tow-paths which comprise one of the most significant biodiversity corridors in the county and region. The development of this road would increase development pressure on the rural western section of the county out unto the border with Kildare.
It is considered that any crossing of the Liffey, at any location, whether within the county or adjoining counties will affect biodiversity, but most specifically landscape and the character of the river and valley.
The adopted amended motion is encompassed by the SLO – Western Road – within the Draft Development Plan. This SLO proposed sustainability assessment of the requirement for the road. This will include route assessment. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required.

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

Mot (132) 0510 

Item ID: 23521

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
At 2.5.7.ii  EC3Index – An Index should be provided as recommended in the Development Plan Guidelines(5.15). 

REPORT:
Given the tight timelines and alterations which may happen to the plan the provsion of an index, while desirable, would not be possible at this stage. However, the final approved and adopted Development Plan will have an index.

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

Mot (81) 0510 

Item ID: 23071 

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor D. Keating:
Amend table 2.2.6 to omit the long-term local road objective “Esker Lane to Esker Meadow View”.
REPORT:
As was the case reported in the Manager’s Report and discussed at the Council meetings in September 2009 (Motion 131), the N4 link has been closed and the provision of the extension from Esker Meadow View onto Esker Lane will improve traffic safety in the vicinity of the school [Gaelscoil Phadraig] by eliminating reversing and turning movements.  It will also reduce traffic volumes on Castle Avenue / Esker Meadow View by introducing alternative routes and improve accessibility to all roads in the Elmwood and Esker Estates. It will encourage walking to school by children from the Esker Lane and Esker Park Estate. 

It is considered that the removal from Table 2.2.6  of the long term local road objective ‘Esker Lane to Esker Meadow View’ as proposed in the motion would not be appropriate as the objective is consistent with the general objective to develop sustainable neighbourhoods by enhancing accessibility through facilitating safe, easy and direct access to services such as public transport.

Furthermore, in accordance with the Manager’s previous recommendation (Minutes of Development Plan Meeting Monday, April 20th 2009, Motion No. 17) the Draft Development Plan contains policies which adhere to the ‘Provision of Schools and the Planning System, A Code of Practice for Planning Authorities’, issued by the Department of Education and Science and the Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government in July 2008, with particular reference to siting and other urban design and sustainable development considerations. The removal of the objective would not be consistent with these guidelines.

SEA RESPONSE: 

The completion of the ‘Esker Lane to Esker Meadow View’ link will significantly increase the permeability in the surrounding area, allowing for increased walking and cycling movements to Lucan village and local facilities.

MANAGER’S RECOMMENDATION:
That the motion not be adopted

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor R. Dowds that Motion 95 be taken with Motion 81:

Mot (95) 0510 

Item ID: 23280 

Long Term Road Objectives – 2.2.6: It is the policy of this Council to remove the long term road proposal linking Esker Meadow View to Esker Lane, Lucan. This proposed road will cause additional volumes of through-traffic into a now established residential cul-de-sac and will cause permanent damages to the quality of life of the local residential community.

REPORT:
As was the case reported in the Manager’s Report and discussed at the Council meetings in September 2009 (Motion 131), the N4 link has been closed and the provision of the extension from Esker Meadow View onto Esker Lane will improve traffic safety in the vicinity of the school [Gaelscoil Phadraig] by eliminating reversing and turning movements.  It will also reduce traffic volumes on Castle Avenue / Esker Meadow View by introducing alternative routes and improve accessibility to all roads in the Elmwood and Esker Estates. It will encourage walking to school by children from the Esker Lane and Esker Park Estate. 

It is considered that the removal from Table 2.2.6  of the long term local road objective ‘Esker Lane to Esker Meadow View’ as proposed in the motion would not be appropriate as the objective is consistent with the general objective to develop sustainable neighbourhoods by enhancing accessibility through facilitating safe, easy and direct access to services such as public transport.

Furthermore, in accordance with the Manager’s previous recommendation (Minutes of Development Plan Meeting Monday, April 20th 2009, Motion No. 17) the Draft Development Plan contains policies which adhere to the ‘Provision of Schools and the Planning System, A Code of Practice for Planning Authorities’, issued by the Department of Education and Science and the Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government in July 2008, with particular reference to siting and other urban design and sustainable development considerations. The removal of the objective would not be consistent with these guidelines.

SEA RESPONSE: 

The completion of the ‘Esker Lane to Esker Meadow View’ link will significantly increase the permeability in the surrounding area, allowing for increased walking and cycling movements to Lucan village and local facilities.

MANAGER’S RECOMMENDATION:
That the motion not be adopted

Following discussions to which Councillors W. Lavelle, D. Keating, C. Jones, and C. Keane contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Motions were AGREED.

Mot (88) 0510 

Item ID: 23027 

It was proposed by Councillor T. Ridge and seconded by Councillor M. McDonagh:
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Specific Local Objective
It is an objective of the Council to further examine and exploit the deep geothermal heat resources available and accessible at Newcastle and in this context the Council supports the pilot project described below on lands outlined on the attached map to further test and demonstrate the deep geothermal heat resources of the County which have already been identified at this location.

The Pilot Project will include the following:-

Phase One.
· Further seismic testing and mapping of the relevant geological structures at Newcastle and around the County. 

· Further deep drill testing to quantify the potential of the resource.

Phase Two.
Note:- Phase Two can only proceed after a successful outcome to phase one.
· Demonstrate the use of the resource in a real situation including district heating in a new energy self sufficient residential community adjacent to Newcastle on the pilot project lands outlined on the attached map. 

· Connect existing residential and commercial users to this district heating network. 

· Build a back up/peaking biomass plant most likely fuelled by wood chip. 

· Connect residual heat to the network where possible.

Phase Two is subject to the following provisions;

No development whatsoever can take place within the specific local objective boundaries outlined on the attached map until the geothermal resource has been proven and demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Council.

No development can take place on the pilot project lands until an overall masterplan for the development has been prepared and agreed with the elected members of the Council.

The agreed masterplan will include a requirement that any planning application for development in the pilot project lands must make provision for the early phased delivery of educational and community facilities for the Newcastle Village area where the existing facilities at the time of such planning applications fails to meet the relevant required level as laid down in the agreed plan.  

REPORT:
It has always been made clear that the Council supports the exploitation of geothermal energy where technically feasible and economically viable to serve existing or planned future demand at appropriate locations throughout the County.  A full report in this regard was given to the March meeting of the Council. With respect to the promotion of sustainable energy, including geo-thermal, the Council will continue to work with agencies and stakeholders, including SEAI, Tallaght Hospital, IT Tallaght and others to develop viable projects in and for appropriate areas of the County. Link to SDCC conference
However, it is considered that this Motion is contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development  of the County. The proposal is seriously flawed in that it seeks to link the exploitation of geothermal energy resources in this County to the unsustainable development of  unzoned greenfield lands at Newcastle.  There is a recent history of unsuccessful attempts by the relevant landowners in the area to have lands comprising 172 hectares (425 acres), including  the subject lands, rezoned for residential development, without any consideration of the Newcastle LAP.  A proposed development plan variation for this purpose  was rejected by  the elected members at the Council meeting in October 2007. It should be noted that significant residential capacity remains available for development on zoned lands adjacent to the lands identified in the  SLO. 

The effect of the proposed specific local objective would be to earmark, for residential development, a substantial tract of greenfield land (44 hectares – 109 acres) on a part of the lands previously sought to be rezoned by variation of the Development Plan as outlined above.  The insertion into the County Development Plan of the proposed specific local objective could create a strong expectation on the part of other landowners of having their lands designated for development on similar unjustified grounds of sustainability. 

On each previous occasion when proposals that would result in such development have been put to this Council  the elected members have been strongly advised that the development of these lands: 

• would be contrary to the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area (RPG-GDA),

• would have negative strategic implications for the future development of the County 

• would be contrary to the tests for zoning/re-zoning agreed by Council in the preparation of the Development Plan 2004-2010, and stated in Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Development Plans issued by the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government.

• would radically alter the nature and extent of the village of Newcastle and increase its population to town size; and, critically,

• would not deliver sustainable development.

Having considered the arguments made in relation to potential renewable energy resources in the area, It is considered that the proposed specific local objective is contrary to the Core Strategy of the Draft Plan which aims to provide a more consolidated and compact urban form for the County. Given the existing availability and location of zoned residential land coupled with the widespread opportunity for mixed-use and infill development within the County, it is considered that no expansion of residentially zoned land is required at this time.

It is considered that the above conclusions clearly demonstrate that the proposal is contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the County. 

SEA comment :
The exploration of renewable energy in this instance is tied into the development of housing on significant amounts of Greenfield land in a predominantly rural area, adjacent to a dormitory village served by infrequent public transport. Development would result in impact on existing features such as biodiversity corridors, river, the rural landscape, and would result in a significant and unsustainable increase in car based emissions.

Manager’s Recommendation:
This Motion should not be adopted.
Letter from SEI

Dear Joe

Thank you for meeting my colleagues and myself on Friday, 30 April, and for the presentation by Paul Hogan and Eddie Conroy regarding Dublin South County Council’s strategy on achieving a low carbon future.  I think it is a model of its kind, especially in its holistic approach towards the achievement of carbon reductions across all the relevant policy areas.  In that context, I’d be delighted to take up your invitation to visit Adamstown as SEAI has a particular interest in Sustainable Development Zones and yours seems to be one of the most advanced in the country.  The  visit would be very beneficial from my perspective and I look forward to agreeing a mutually acceptable date for the visit. 

During the course of our meeting the issue of the Newcastle geothermal project was raised,  with particular reference to my letter of 19th February which was addressed to you on the matter and in which I expressed support for the development of geothermal energy in the South Dublin County Council area.   As I stated at our meeting, my support is for exploration which is intended to prove the scale and potential of the geothermal resource and is not intended to extend to the funding of the Pilot Project primarily through the linked Planning Gain of additional development on currently unzoned lands.  My clear understanding is that the development of this resource must be carried out within a holistic framework contributing to the Council’s overall sustainability programme.  In that regard, I welcome the Council’s support for geothermal energy and would encourage you to continue your collaboration with SEAI to support the delivery of this renewable resource. For our part, we will encourage the development of a national policy on Geothermal Energy in conjunction with our parent Department and our Minister.

 

May I conclude by thanking you and your colleagues for all the cooperation we have received in advancing the sustainability agenda and by expressing the hope that it will continue to intensify to the benefit of the communities we serve.

 

Yours sincerely

 

Brendan Halligan

Chairman

Sustainable Energy Authority of Ireland

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor C. Jones that Motion 87 should be taken with Motion 88:

Mot (87) 0510 

Item ID: 23100 

Amendment to Motion 1 on the Agenda of the meeting of 4th May, submittted b y Cllr T.Ridge

That Motion 1, Specific Local Objective, submitted by Councillor T.Ridge be amended as follows:

1. Replace, in the 1st paragraph, the words “outlined on the attached map” with “already zoned residential and within a distance from the site of the proposed geothermal extraction plant in Newcastle to allow for efficient heat transfer to provide sustainable district heating  in the chosen residential development.” 

2. Replace all in the second bullet point under Phase 2 after “residential community adjacent to Newcastle” with “on lands already zoned residential and within a distance from the site of the proposed geothermal extraction plant at Newcastle to allow for efficient heat transfer to provide sustainable district heating in the chosen residential development.” 

3. Delete all after bullet point “Connect residual heat to the network where possible.” 

The location for the amended SLO to be the site of the proposed geothermal energy extraction plant in Newcastle.

REPORT:
Having regard to the Manager’s response and recommendation in relation to Motion No.88 it is considered that this proposed amended motion would be more consistent with the proper planning and sustainable development  of the County in so far as it would remove the link  between the exploitation of the geothermal energy resources in this County to the unsustainable development of greenfield lands at Newcastle.  

SEA response.
The exploration of renewable energy in this instance is tied into the development of housing on already zoned land. This is significantly more sustainable than extending development into newly zoned Greenfield land. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
Amendment be adopted

Following discussions to which Councillors T. Ridge, E. Tuffy, G. O’ Connell, R. Dowds, T. Delaney, J. Lahart, C. Keane, W. Lavelle, C. Jones, E. Maloney, J. Hannon, C. Brophy, and D. Looney contributed, Mr J. Horan,  Mr F. Nevin, Mr E. Conroy, and Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.
Councillor E. Tuffy proposed that Motion 87 be put to a roll call vote and this was seconded by Councillor C. Jones.

A roll call vote on Motion 87 was taken with the results as follows:
	Motion No: 87
	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
	 
	 


Result of the roll call vote:

FOR  8


AGAINST  16
ABSTAINED 1

ABSENT 1
The Motion FELL.

Councillor T. Ridge proposed that Motion 88 be put to a roll call vote and this was seconded by Councillor C. Keane.

A roll call vote on Motion 88 was taken with the results as follows:
	Motion No: 88
	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
	 
	 


Result of the roll call vote:

FOR  12
AGAINST  12
ABSTAINED 1

ABSENT 1
The Mayor, Councillor M. Duff used his casting vote to vote AGAINST the Motion.
The Motion FELL. 

Mot (91) 0510 

Item ID: 23275 

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
Transportation 6.4.1: It is the policy of this Council that underutilised QBC’s should not be unavailable to other road users and therefore not be sterilised.

REPORT:
At the core of the Draft Development Plan is the promotion of a more sustainable County. Central to this is the promotion of improved public transport. Bus is an important element of this. The effect of this motion would be the promotion of private car use and reduce the capacity, attractivness and speed of public transport in the County.

The proposed amendment is not considered appropriate to be included in the County Development Plan as responsibility for the management of the dedicated bus lanes does not lie with the Council. 

Manager’s Recommendation:

That the motion not be adopted.

Following discussions to which Councillors D. Keating, C. Keane, C. Jones, and C. Brophy contributed, Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.

It was suggested by the Manager that the Motion be amended to read as follows;

It is the policy of this Council to examine to make available underutilised QBCs to other road users and therefore not be sterilised. 
The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was AGREED.
Mot (94) 0510 

Item ID: 23278

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Proposed New Road Objectives: It is the policy of this Council not to create a road crossing from the Outer Ring Road northward through the Liffey Valley at Woodies. Such a measure would cause destruction of the Liffey Valley in addition to introducing huge volumes of airport-bound traffic through Lucan.
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Mot (96) 0510 

Item ID: 23282 

The following Amended Motion was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor R. Dowds:
Transport: It is the policy of this Council to seek bus shelters where possible at bus stops in this County.  

REPORT:
The provision of bus shelters is a matter for the relevant transport agency, and is not relevant to the County Development Plan.

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

Following discussions to which Councillors D. Keating, and C. Jones contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor C. Jones that the Motion be amended to read as follows;

Transport: It is the policy of this Council to seek the introduction of bus shelters where possible at bus stops in this County. 

The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED. 

Mot (97) 0510 

Item ID: 23283

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor G. O’ Connell:
Road Safety, Traffic and Parking: It is the policy of this Council to introduce a School-Time Heavy Goods Vehicles Restriction on the Newcastle Road, Lucan. Whilst the enforcement of this measure is a matter for the Gardaí, this Council is by way of policy, considering the safety of all concerned, including school-going children.

REPORT:
As previously stated in the reports to Council at the meeting on 30th April 2009 (DP/049/09 MOT 29) and the meeting on 9th September 2009 [244/0909], goods and services need to be distributed throughout the County and the roads hierarchy exists to reflect this. HGV through routes are designated by default as being the National and Regional road network within the county. The primary role of the development plan is to discourage developments which are inappropriate to these functions. The major problem with banning HGV’s is enforcement as access is still permitted into a banned area provide the HGV or the driver has business in the area. 

Additionally because of the 3 Tonne limit on the Outer Ring Road the R120 is the critical North-South road without weight restriction in the area. The restriction of all North-South HGV traffic movement to the Fonthill Road cannot be supported.

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

Councillor C. Jones proposed the following amendment;

Insert the words “In co-operation with local businesses on a voluntary basis” 
As the amendment was not seconded, it FELL.
Following discussions to which Councillors D. Keating, C. Jones, and G. O’ Connell contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (98) 0510 
Item ID: 23284 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Road Safety, Traffic and Parking: It is the policy of this Council to extend the Heavy Goods Vehicle Restriction from the roundabout at Griffeen Avenue on the Outer Ring Road to the bridge crossing the N4 at Woodies.

Mot (99) 0510 
Item ID: 23285 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
At 2.2.14  Walking and Cycling, add in in the second paragraph (after The layout of footpaths……) “providing they are protected by a kerb” 
Mot (100) 0510 
Item ID: 23286 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor S. Crowe:
At 2.2.14 at the last paragraph (before In order to promote …..) add in as new start to sentence -  "In view of the obesity and diabetes crises….”.
REPORT:
Health considerations are just one of many reasons for promoting walking and cycling.  Other factors include reducing carbon emissions and creating safer environments.  These factors, including health issues are already referred to in the first paragraph of section 2.2.14, as follows:

‘Cycling and walking are environmentally friendly as they are energy efficient and healthy modes of transport to work, school and shopping.  They are also important as recreational and other life-style activities, and their development is in line with the principles of sustainability’.  
It is considered that singling out one issue would result in repetition and would over-emphasise it at the expense of other considerations.

Recommendation:
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

 
Following discussions to which Councillors G. O’ Connell, M. Duff, T. Gilligan, and P. Cosgrave contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The following amendment was proposed by The Mayor, Councillor M. Duff, and seconded by Councillor P. Cosgrave:
At last paragraph of 2.2.14 add “in view of promoting a healthy lifestyle”

The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was AGREED.
Mot (102) 0510 
Item ID: 23289 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’Connell and seconded by Councillor J. Hannon:
At 2.2.14  add in new paragraph “
New Walkways and cycle routes will be established on a legal and permanent basis and all will be signposted/waymarked. Road safety for pedestrians and cyclists will be improved bylower speed limits and priority over motorized transport,footpaths on the outskirts of towns and villages will be extendedwhere appropriate including adequate public lighting and cycle ways with public lighting will be provided on parks. 
REPORT:
A number of issues are raised in this motion.  

With respect to new walkways and cycle routes being established ‘on a legal and permanent basis’, this matter was dealt with separately by an SPC Sub-Committee. At the meeting of the Economic Development and Planning SPC on 17th February, it was agreed that a sub group of the Committee be established to examine the rights of way issue in relation to the Development Plan process. The sub-group met on the 19th March and the 15th April in County Hall. Mr Roger Garland met the group at the initial meeting to brief members on his views on the matter. The Group then examined the mapping of areas in the County, the wording in South Dublin Development/Draft Plans and the legislation in this regard. 

It was agreed to recommend to the next meeting of the SPC :

(a) That the current Development Plan and Draft Plan supported existing, and the identification and creation of, new rights of way in so far as currently possible.

(b) That changes in the relevant legislation and/or other opportunites to maximise access to the countryside be actively monitored and be brought to the attention of the members during the life time of the Development Plan.

With respect to improving road safety for pedestrians and cyclists by lower speed limits and priority over motorized transport, these issues are also dealt with in policy T21 ‘Vehicle Speeds’ and by the Council’s objectives for promoting a street hierarchy within new and redeveloped areas of the County, as set out in Table 1.4.1 ‘Street Hierarchy’.  Many of the policies in the ‘Sustainable Neighbourhoods’ section of the Plan also promote road safety for pedestrians and cyclists including Policy SN9 ‘Permeable and Legible Street Patterns; Policy SN10: ‘Grid Format in New Developments’ and Policy SN11 ‘Accessibility of Streets’. 

South Dublin County Council Planning and Architectural Services Departments are involved in ongoing work in relation to the preparation of a Department of Transport manual for Streets/Street Design Guide (similar to the U.K. ‘Manual for Streets’).  The issues raised in this motion will be addressed in that context.

It is noted that the Environmental Assessment Report on the motions found that with respect to the objectives raised in this motion, the status of specific Strategic Environmental Objectives is likely to improve.  Notwithstanding this, for the reasons outlined above, it is considered that it would not be appropriate to adopt the motion.

Recommendation:
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following discussions to which Councillor G. O’ Connell contributed, Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (103) 0510 
Item ID: 23290 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
At 2,2.14 Add in a new paragraph-Develop a network of rural footpaths, cycleways and bridle paths and promote rural landscape blend into urban landscapes through greenways and linear parks and consider designating them as public rights of way, National Trails Network, Sli na Slante and other defined walking trails and cycleroutes will be promoted and listed,  and the Council will  provide support for and work with cycling and walking groups in development of routes. The Council will research and map the existing network of traditional paths used for leisure purposes with the intention of determining the legal basis and status of their use, and establish a Register of all walking routes and preserve, protect and add additional walking routes. The Council shall prohibit the intrusion of development along public walking routes and public rights of way, particularly those in scenic areas and along inland waterways.
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Mot (104) 0510 
Item ID: 23291

It was proposed by Councillor J. Hannon and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the proposed vehicular bridge across the Dodder Valley at Kiltipper/Bohernabreena be deleted from the Plan.

REPORT:
Notwithstanding the potential positive environmental impacts whereby the removal of the SLO regarding the bridge across the Dodder would retain the exiting view, prospect and character of the Dodder Valley at this location. This would also have beneficial affects on the river as a biodiversity corridor due to the retention of the current status quo (L1 B1 B2 B3 W1). 

Some uncertainty would arise due to the removal of the bridge in terms due to the severance that the river valley currently poses to movement in the area. The bridge would allow for more effective movement between the residential areas to the east and west of the valley, between residential areas and associated community facilities. The bridge would allow for the potential of cycling and walking between these currently separated communities 

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

Following discussions to which Councillors J. Hannon, E. Maloney, and C. King contributed, Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.

The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (108) 0510 
Item ID: 23295 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
That this plan promote a percentage of car charging points in all substantial developments and all public car parks.
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Mot (124) 0510 
Item ID: 23315 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
At 2.5.12.i  EC6 Small Add in after Wind energy, “hydroelectric “

The Mayor proposed a suspension of Standing Orders  to take the next item This was AGREED.
Mot (127) 0510 
Item ID: 23318 

It was proposed by Councillor T. Gilligan and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
That it is the policy of the Planning Authority that telecommunication masts shall not be located within 200m of any schools ; hospitals ; community centres or police stations, similar to Kerry Co Co  

REPORT:
The approach adopted in the draft development plan follows that of the current plan, and reflects public concerns regarding the siting of mobile phone antennae and masts. The conclusion of the Expert Group (Report of Expert Group on Health Effects of Electromagnetic Fields, DCMNR 2006) that the scientific evidence does not indicate any health effects from exposure to the Radio Frequency fields emitted by base stations is noted. However, the report also notes that public concerns reflect a lack of public confidence in the existing national guidelines, the exemption process, and the adequacy of information provided in planning applications. The Expert Group strongly recommends that national guidelines be agreed on the planning and approval process for new antennae on existing masts and future base stations through a public consultative process, and suggests that this could lead to an improvement in the public acceptance of base stations. Pending the issuing of new national guidelines it is considered that the proposed draft plan provisions are satisfactory and consistent with the national guidelines.

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

Following discussions to which Councillors T. Gilligan, C. Keane, G. O’ Connell, C. Jones, C. Brophy, P. Kearns, D. Looney, C. King, and P. Cosgrave contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.
The Motion was AGREED.
The Meeting was adjourned at 10.05pm.
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