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The Mayor, Councillor M. Duff, presided.

Mot (25) 0510 
Item ID: 23240
It was proposed by Councillors J. Hannon and C. King and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart: 

That in accordance with the Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines (April 2005) issued by the Minister for the Environment, Heritage and Local Government and in accordance with Circular SP 5/08 Rural Housing Policies and Local Need Criteria in Development Plans: Conformity with Articles 43 and 56 (Freedom of Establishment and Free Movement of Capital) of the European Community Treaty issued by the DOEHLG on 30th September, 2008, “persons who are an intrinsic part of the rural community” or “persons working full-time or part-time in rural areas” as described under Section 3.2.3 (Rural generated housing) of the Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines (April 2005) shall be favourably considered in relation to rural housing, and that this policy be written into the Development Plan.

REPORT:
It is proposed by way of a Planning Department Motion on foot of a recommendation in the Manager’s Report to introduce an additional policy after Section 1.2.52.iv (Policy H32) and before Section 1.2.52.v (Policy H33) of the Draft Development Plan, in accordance with Circular SP5/08. This provides that a bone fide applicant who may not already live in the area, nor have family connections there or be engaged in a particular employment or business classified within the local needs criteria set out in the Development Plan, will be given due consideration within the proper planning and sustainable development objectives for the area subject to the following considerations. 

Such applicants will be required to:

- satisfy the planning authority of their commitment to operate a full-time business from their proposed home in a rural area, as part of their planning application (to discourage commuting to towns and cities);

- applicants will be required to outline how their business will contribute to and enhance the rural community; and

- applicants will be required to satisfy the planning authority that the nature of their employment or business is compatible with those specified in the local needs criteria

for rural areas so as to discourage applicants whose business is not location-dependent (e.g. telesales or telemarketing).’

It is considered that the existing provisions of the Draft Plan relating to the management of one-off housing in rural areas (in particular subsections 1.2.50 to 1.2.54) are consistent with the Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines (April 2005). 

The Managers proposed amendment is consistent with the requirements of national guidelines and will enable all planning applications for houses in rural areas, regardless of where the applicant comes from or whether they qualify under specific criteria, to continue to be determined on the basis of the proper planning and sustainable development of the area, in accordance with the core strategy of this Development Plan and in particular the Development Plan policies regarding environmental concerns.

SEA Comments

	Notwithstanding the assessment criteria relating to the rural, mountain and high amenity zones outlined above, and in accordance with circular SP5/08, a bone fide applicant who may not already live in the area, nor have family connections there or be engaged in a particular employment or business classified within the local needs criteria, will be given due consideration within the proper planning and sustainable development objective for the area subject to the following considerations: -Applicants will be required to satisfy the planning authority of their commitment to operate a full-time business from their proposed home in a rural area, as part of their planning application (to discourage commuting to towns and cities); -Applicants will be required to satisfy the planning authority that the nature of their employment or business is compatible with those specified in the local needs criteria for rural areas so as to discourage applicants whose business is not location dependent (e.g. telesales or telemarketing).’   All planning applications for rural areas, regardless of where the applicant comes from or whether they qualify under specific criteria, will continue to be determined on the basis of the proper planning and sustainable development of the areas, in accordance with the core strategy of this Development Plan and in particular the Development Plan policies regarding environmental concerns.  


(Biodiversity/Transport/Water/Landscape) Increased housing development in the rural areas of the county will impact both individually and cumulatively on many environmental issues such as existing biodiversity, river systems, increased car movements and the landscape. Such impacts are locally significant, but as rural housing development continues, put significant pressure on the environment, particularly on the landscape. 

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

It was agreed to consider Headed Item 19 with Motion 25.

H-I (19) 0510
Item ID: 22928 

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

To introduce an additional policy after Section 1.2.52.iv (Policy H32) and before Section 1.2.52.v (Policy H33) of the draft development plan to read as follows:

It is the policy of the Council that notwithstanding the assessment criteria relating to the rural, mountain and high amenity zones outlined above, and in accordance with Circular SP5/08, a bone fide applicant who may not already live in the area, nor have family connections there or be engaged in a particular employment or business classified within the local needs criteria, will be given due consideration within the proper planning and sustainable development objectives for the area subject to the following considerations: 
- applicants will be required to satisfy the planning authority of their commitment to operate a full-time business from their proposed home in a rural area, as part of their planning application (to discourage commuting to towns and cities);
- applicants will be required to outline how their business will contribute to and enhance the rural community; and
- applicants will be required to satisfy the planning authority that the nature of their employment or business is compatible with those specified in the local needs criteria for rural areas so as to discourage applicants whose business is not location-dependent (e.g. telesales or telemarketing).’
All planning applications for houses in rural areas, regardless of where the applicant comes from or whether they qualify under specific criteria, will continue to be determined on the basis of the proper planning and sustainable development of the area, in accordance with the core strategy of this Development Plan and in particular the Development Plan policies regarding environmental concerns and Appropriate Assessment requirements.
Councillor C. Jones proposed the following amendment;

Replace “working full time or part time in rural areas” with “person whose occupation is in the rural area”.
As the amendment was not seconded, it FELL.
The following amendment was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy:

Delete “part time”.
This proposed amendment was WITHDRAWN.
Following discussions to which Councillors C. King, J. Hannon, E. Maloney, C. Keane, J. Lahart, and C. Jones contributed.  Mr C. Ryan, and Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (26) 0510 
Item ID: 23241
It was proposed by Councillor J. Hannon and seconded by Councillor C. King: 

That the Glenasmole/Bohernabreena Housing & Planning Study 2002 be incorporated into and specifically referenced in the Development Plan.  
REPORT:
The Glenasmole / Bohernabreena Housing and Planning Study is referenced in subsection 1.2.52.v  ‘Policy H33 Glenasmole/Bohernabreena Area’ in the Draft Development Plan. Both statutory and non statutory plans and studies are carried out under the hierarchy of plans and while referenced, where appropriate, are not incorporated into the Development Plan written statement. 

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the motion not be adopted.         
Following discussions to which Councillors J. Hannon, E. Maloney, and C. King contributed.  F. Nevin responded to queries raised.
The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (27) 0510 
Item ID: 23242
It was proposed by Councillor J. Hannon and seconded by Councillor C. King: 

That South Dublin Co Council seek to develop a cluster type residential development on Council owned land at Bohernabreena, in an effort to satisfy local housing need for residents who do not have access to appropriate sites in the general Bohernabreena/Glenasmole area.

REPORT:
It is considered that the proposal, in planning terms, would be consistent with the preference for clustered housing with a single shared road access as stated in the Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines (April 2005) and Policy H38 ‘Dwellings in Rural Areas’ in the draft Development Plan, subject to meeting the requirements of the Habitats Directive.  However, it should be noted that the disposal of Council owned land would subject to public procurement procedures.

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the motion be adopted  with the following added :   subject to meeting the requirements of the Habitats Directive
Following discussions to which Councillors J. Hannon, C. Keane, C. Jones, E. Maloney, S. Crowe, and C. Brophy contributed, Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.
The following amendment was proposed by C. Brophy and 2nd by J. Lahart;
Replace “to develop” with “to facilitate”
The Amendment was AGREED

The Motion as Amended was AGREED.

Mot (28) 0510 
Item ID: 23243 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
That ribbon development will be defined as frontage development along one side of a road where 5 or more houses are located along 250 metres of road frontage.

Mot (29) 0510 
Item ID: 23244

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
add ‘including existing green space such as Marks Green, North Clondalkin ’ after ‘existing residential areas’ in 1.2.18.i

Bottom of Form

Mot (30) 0510 
Item ID: 23245 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Add ‘that do not significantly reduce existing levels of green space’ after ‘well designed’ in 1.2.24.i

 
Mot (31) 0510 
Item ID: 23246 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
‘It is the policy of the Council to develop a comprehensive anti social behaviour strategy in line with the Housing Act 2009. The Council’s strategy will adopt a holistic multi-agency approach to anti social behaviour with a specific focus on prevention.’
Bottom of Form

Mot (33) 0510 
Item ID: 23248 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
That it is the policy of South Dublin County Council to refuse permission to intended developers of accommodation which require Management Companies where they have a record of opening up previous developments which have not operated within the law in terms of Management Companies.

Bottom of Form

Mot (34) 0510 
Item ID: 23249
It was proposed by Councillor S. Crowe and seconded by Councillor J. Hannon: 

Such circumstance should also emcompass a person such as a Registered General Nurse caring,nurturing and looking after the health and well being of an immediate elderly family member or relation in the community in a professional capacity that would otherwise require hospitalisation and should  be included for consideration in rural area zone H

REPORT:
The planning authority is not in a legal position to take into consideration the individual personal circumstances of applicants applying for permission for a one-off rural dwelling. All applications are assessed based on the criteria included in the Development Plan and associated Plans in a fair and equitable manner, which underpins the core principle of the Irish planning system which is based on the common good and sustainable development supported by local democracy and public participation. It should also be noted that Section 1.2.31 of the Draft Development Plan sets out policies in relation to Family Flat development which refers to the temporary sub-division or extension of a single dwelling unit to accommodate a member of the immediate family for temporary a period (e.g. older parent or other dependent, or a carer). It is considered that the above provisions are consistent with the Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines (April 2005).

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

Following discussions to which Councillors S. Crowe, C. King, C. Keane, J. Hannon, C. Jones, P. Cosgrave, C. Brophy, and E. Tuffy contributed, Mr. F. Nevin responded to queries raised.
The Motion was AGREED
Mot (35) 0510 
Item ID: 23250 
It was proposed by Councillor T. Gilligan and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 

that the following paragraph – “The capacity of public transport will be taken into account.  In general, minimum net densities of 50 dwellings per hectare, subject to appropriate design and amenity standards, will be applied to public transport corridors, with the highest densities located at rail stations/bus stops, and decreasing with distance from such nodes.” Is amended to read: “Th e capacity of public transport will be taken into account.  In general, minimum net densities of 25 dwellings per hectare, subject to appropriate design and amenity standards, will be applied to public transport corridors, with the highest densities located at rail stations/bus stops, and decreasing with distance from such nodes.”
REPORT:
This motion refers to Section 1.2.14.iv Policy H4 ‘Public Transport Corridors Densities’.

The objectives and policies contained within the Draft Plan relating to densities are from national guidance and in particular the Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas, 2009 document.  To deviate from the figures contained within this current document would be contrary to national guidance and Government policy.

Furthermore the effect of this motion would be to subvert the core strategy, undermine national programmes for the provision of public infrastructure and would require the rezoning of substantial lands in order to maintain capacity. This is not considered appropriate for the detailed reasons below.

Density of 25 dwellings per hectare (10 dwellings per acre) combined with an average county family occupancy of 2.7 persons per household will result in a population of 27 persons per acre.  This density will not support any form of public transport including buses.  It will not support local shops, doctors or dental surgeries or other local facilities.  At this density, development will continue to cause urban sprawl increasing the need for individual car-journeys to work, school and leisure, worsening carbon emissions in disregard of our legal national commitments to the Kyoto Agreement and contributing to global warming. Low densities militate against walking and cycling contributing to obesity and poor health across all ages.  Low density promotes low intensity development which damages economic activity and the generation of a mixed economy necessary to produce job-growth.  The levels of density proposed at the different levels proposed here will reduce the type and diversity of dwellings developed, eliminating choice for new home-buyers, single persons and people of retiring age.

At 15 dwellings to the hectare (6 dwellings to the acre) the density is equivalent to the edge of a rural village – each house on 1/6th of an acre.  This is not an option in an urban area like Dublin city.

The densities proposed in the Development Plan are low in normal European urban terms and are the minimum necessary to generate viable public transport, local services and community facilities and a mixed use neighbourhood with options for all its residents.  The Council is required to comply with Government standards on Residential Density Guidelines.  The densities proposed in the amendments range from 15 per hectare (6 to the acre) at the lowest – each house on 1/6th of an acre – to 25 dwellings per hectare (10 to the acre) at the average highest – this is the density of a standard suburban estate of the late 1970’s/early 1980’s.  The reduction to these levels will devalue existing land, militate against development and job-creation and continue the sprawling/dull suburban world which has caused to many social and physical problems.

 

SEA RESPONSE: Such a restriction will result in less units per hectare, particularly on brownfield or infill sites. Such a restriction would be inefficient in instances where such sites are in town, district or local centres, and/or sites which are proximate to services and public transport. This would also result in development which could not be located on sustainably serviced sites being developed in alternative, less well serviced locations within or outside the county. This would spread urban sprawl and would not be in accordance with the preferred development alternative as contained within the Environmental Report.

 

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

 
Following discussions to which Councillors T. Gilligan, T. Delaney, and C. Keane contributed, Mr C. Ryan and Mr E. Conroy responded to queries raised.

The Motion was NOT AGREED.

Mot (36) 0510 
Item ID: 23251 
It was proposed by Councillor T. Gilligan and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 
that the following paragraph – “In the development of such lands, average net densities at least in the range of 30-50 dwellings per hectare should prevail and the objective of retaining the open character of the lands achieved by concentrating increased densities in selected parts (up to 70 dwellings per hectare where appropriate).”  Is amended to read: “In the development of such lands, average net densities at least in the range of 15-25 dwellings per hectare should prevail and the objective of retaining the open character of the lands achieved by concentrating increased densities in selected parts (up to 35 dwellings per hectare where appropriate).”
REPORT:
This motion refers to Section 1.2.14.iv Policy H4 ‘Public Transport Corridors Densities’.

The objectives and policies contained within the Draft Plan relating to densities are from national guidance and in particular the Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas, 2009 document.  To deviate from the figures contained within this current document would be contrary to national guidance and Government policy.

Furthermore the effect of this motion would be to subvert the core strategy, undermine national programmes for the provsion of public infrastructure and would require the rezoning of substantial lands in order to maintain capacity. This is not considered appropriate for the detailed reasons below.

Density of 25 dwellings per hectare (10 dwellings per acre) combined with an average county family occupancy of 2.7 persons per household will result in a population of 27 persons per acre.  This density will not support any form of public transport including buses.  It will not support local shops, doctors or dental surgeries or other local facilities.  At this density, development will continue to cause urban sprawl increasing the need for individual car-journeys to work, school and leisure, worsening carbon emissions in disregard of our legal national commitments to the Kyoto Agreement and contributing to global warming. Low densities militate against walking and cycling contributing to obesity and poor health across all ages.  Low density promotes low intensity development which damages economic activity and the generation of a mixed economy necessary to produce job-growth.  The levels of density proposed at the different levels proposed here will reduce the type and diversity of dwellings developed, eliminating choice for new home-buyers, single persons and people of retiring age.

At 15 dwellings to the hectare (6 dwellings to the acre) the density is equivalent to the edge of a rural village – each house on 1/6th of an acre.  This is not an option in an urban area like Dublin city.

The densities proposed in the Development Plan are low in normal European urban terms and are the minimum necessary to generate viable public transport, local services and community facilities and a mixed use neighbourhood with options for all its residents.  The Council is required to comply with Government standards on Residential Density Guidelines.  The densities proposed in the amendments range from 15 per hectare (6 to the acre) at the lowest – each house on 1/6th of an acre – to 25 dwellings per hectare (10 to the acre) at the average highest – this is the density of a standard suburban estate of the late 1970’s/early 1980’s.  The reduction to these levels will devalue existing land, militate against development and job-creation and continue the sprawling/dull suburban world which has caused to many social and physical problems.

 

SEA RESPONSE:

Such a restriction will result in less units per hectare, particularly on brownfield or infill sites. Such a restriction would be inefficient in instances where such sites are in town, district or local centres, and/or sites which are proximate to services and public transport. This would also result in development which could not be located on sustainably serviced sites being developed in alternative, less well serviced locations within or outside the county. This would spread urban sprawl and would not be in accordance with the preferred development alternative as contained within the Environmental Report.

  

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

Following discussions to which Councillors T. Gilligan, T. Delaney, and C. Keane contributed, Mr C. Ryan and Mr E. Conroy responded to queries raised.

The Motion was put to a roll call vote; the results were as follows;

	Motion No: 36
	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 3 
AGAINST 13 
ABSTAINED 6
ABSENT 4
The Motion was NOT AGREED.

 Mot (37) 0510 
Item ID: 23252 
It was proposed by Councillor T. Gilligan and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 
That the following paragraph: “It is the policy of the Council to ensure the greatest efficiency of land usage on such lands through the provision of net residential densities in the general range of 35-50 dwellings per hectare, involving a range of housing types where possible. Development at net densities less than 30 dwellings per hectare will generally be discouraged in the interests of land efficiency, particularly on sites in excess of 0.5 hectares. Development in Outer Suburban/ ‘Greenfield’ sites will be subject to safeguards outlined in Sustainable Neighbourhoods in Section 1.4 or being in accordance with Local Area Plans or Approved Plans.” Is amended to read: “It is the policy of the Council to ensure the greatest efficiency of land usage on such lands through the provision of net residential densities in the general range of 17-25 dwellings per hectare, involving a range of housing types where possible. Development at net densities less than 15 dwellings per hectare will generally be discouraged in the interests of land efficiency, particularly on sites in excess of 0.5 hectares. Development in Outer Suburban/ ‘Greenfield’ sites will be subject to safeguards outlined in Sustainable Neighbourhoods in Section 1.4 or being in accordance with Local Area Plans or Approved Plans.”  

REPORT:
This motion refers to Section 1.2.14.iv Policy H4 ‘Public Transport Corridors Densities’.

The objectives and policies contained within the Draft Plan relating to densities are from national guidance and in particular the Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas, 2009 document.  To deviate from the figures contained within this current document would be contrary to national guidance and Government policy.

Furthermore the effect of this motion would be to subvert the core strategy, undermine national programmes for the provsion of public infrastructure and would require the rezoning of substantial lands in order to maintain capacity. This is not considered appropriate for the detailed reasons below.

Density of 25 dwellings per hectare (10 dwellings per acre) combined with an average county family occupancy of 2.7 persons per household will result in a population of 27 persons per acre.  This density will not support any form of public transport including buses.  It will not support local shops, doctors or dental surgeries or other local facilities.  At this density, development will continue to cause urban sprawl increasing the need for individual car-journeys to work, school and leisure, worsening carbon emissions in disregard of our legal national commitments to the Kyoto Agreement and contributing to global warming. Low densities militate against walking and cycling contributing to obesity and poor health across all ages.  Low density promotes low intensity development which damages economic activity and the generation of a mixed economy necessary to produce job-growth.  The levels of density proposed at the different levels proposed here will reduce the type and diversity of dwellings developed, eliminating choice for new home-buyers, single persons and people of retiring age.

At 15 dwellings to the hectare (6 dwellings to the acre) the density is equivalent to the edge of a rural village – each house on 1/6th of an acre.  This is not an option in an urban area like Dublin city.

The densities proposed in the Development Plan are low in normal European urban terms and are the minimum necessary to generate viable public transport, local services and community facilities and a mixed use neighbourhood with options for all its residents.  The Council is required to comply with Government standards on Residential Density Guidelines.  The densities proposed in the amendments range from 15 per hectare (6 to the acre) at the lowest – each house on 1/6th of an acre – to 25 dwellings per hectare (10 to the acre) at the average highest – this is the density of a standard suburban estate of the late 1970’s/early 1980’s.  The reduction to these levels will devalue existing land, militate against development and job-creation and continue the sprawling/dull suburban world which has caused to many social and physical problems.

 

SEA RESPONSE: Such a restriction will result in less units per hectare, particularly on brownfield or infill sites. Such a restriction would be inefficient in instances where such sites are in town, district or local centres, and/or sites which are proximate to services and public transport. This would also result in development which could not be located on sustainably serviced sites being developed in alternative, less well serviced locations within or outside the county. This would spread urban sprawl and would not be in accordance with the preferred development alternative as contained within the Environmental Report

  
Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion not be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillors T. Gilligan, T. Delaney, and C. Keane contributed, Mr C. Ryan and Mr E. Conroy responded to queries raised.

The Motion was put to a roll call vote; the results were as follows;

	Motion No: 36
	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 3 

AGAINST 13 

ABSTAINED 6

ABSENT 4
The Motion was NOT AGREED.
Mot (38) 0510 
Item ID: 23253 
It was proposed by Councillor T. Gilligan and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 

That it is the policy of the planning authority to set the max no. of units to the acre at 35

REPORT:
This motion refers to Section 1.2.14.iv Policy H4 ‘Public Transport Corridors Densities’.

The objectives and policies contained within the Draft Plan relating to densities are from national guidance and in particular the Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas, 2009 document.  To deviate from the figures contained within this current document would be contrary to national guidance and Government policy.

Furthermore the effect of this motion would be to subvert the core strategy, undermine national programmes for the provision of public infrastructure and would require the rezoning of substantial lands in order to maintain capacity. This is not considered appropriate for the detailed reasons below.

Density of 25 dwellings per hectare (10 dwellings per acre) combined with an average county family occupancy of 2.7 persons per household will result in a population of 27 persons per acre.  This density will not support any form of public transport including buses.  It will not support local shops, doctors or dental surgeries or other local facilities.  At this density, development will continue to cause urban sprawl increasing the need for individual car-journeys to work, school and leisure, worsening carbon emissions in disregard of our legal national commitments to the Kyoto Agreement and contributing to global warming. Low densities militate against walking and cycling contributing to obesity and poor health across all ages.  Low density promotes low intensity development which damages economic activity and the generation of a mixed economy necessary to produce job-growth.  The levels of density proposed at the different levels proposed here will reduce the type and diversity of dwellings developed, eliminating choice for new home-buyers, single persons and people of retiring age.

At 15 dwellings to the hectare (6 dwellings to the acre) the density is equivalent to the edge of a rural village – each house on 1/6th of an acre.  This is not an option in an urban area like Dublin city.

The densities proposed in the Development Plan are low in normal European urban terms and are the minimum necessary to generate viable public transport, local services and community facilities and a mixed use neighbourhood with options for all its residents.  The Council is required to comply with Government standards on Residential Density Guidelines.  The densities proposed in the amendments range from 15 per hectare (6 to the acre) at the lowest – each house on 1/6th of an acre – to 25 dwellings per hectare (10 to the acre) at the average highest – this is the density of a standard suburban estate of the late 1970’s/early 1980’s.  The reduction to these levels will devalue existing land, militate against development and job-creation and continue the sprawling/dull suburban world which has caused to many social and physical problems.

 

SEA RESPONSE: Such a restriction will result in less units per hectare, particularly on brownfield or infill sites. Such a restriction would be inefficient in instances where such sites are in town, district or local centres, and/or sites which are proximate to services and public transport. This would also result in development which could not be located on sustainably serviced sites being developed in alternative, less well serviced locations within or outside the county. This would spread urban sprawl and would not be in accordance with the preferred development alternative as contained within the Environmental Report.

 

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

Following discussions to which Councillors T. Gilligan, T. Delaney, and C. Keane contributed, Mr C. Ryan and Mr E. Conroy responded to queries raised.

The Motion was put to a roll call vote; the results were as follows;

	Motion No: 36
	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 3 

AGAINST 13 

ABSTAINED 6

ABSENT 4
The Motion was NOT AGREED. 

Mot (39) 0510 
Item ID: 23254 
It was proposed by Councillor C. Jones and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
That this Council delete 1.3.38.vii from the Draft Development Plan.    

REPORT:
In accordance with the Manager’s previous recommendation at the meeting of September 2009 Policy SCR59: Management of Open Space, Recreational Facilities and Play Areas in new residential Developments affords the Council the ability to ensure that where play facilities are managed by private management companies the same specification, safety standards and inspection regimes are applied to those facilities that are applied to those which are managed by the Council. It is essential that the Council has recourse to place conditions on grants of permission for open space, recreational facilities and play areas in new residential developments which will not be taken in charge to ensure the safety of the users and the maintenance of standards.

Manager’s Recommendation:
 It is recommended that this Motion is not adopted. 
Following discussions to which Councillors C. Jones, W. Lavelle, C. Brophy, C. Keane, and M. Corr contributed, Mr C. Ryan and Mr.  F. Nevin responded to queries raised.

The following amendment was proposed by Councillor M. Corr and seconded by M. Duff: 
To delete sentence after comma “by private management companies”
The amendment was put to a vote, which resulted in 15 FOR and 0 AGAINST.

The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.
Mot (44) 0510 
Item ID: 23259 
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge: 

Living Place – Community Facilities and Recreation: It is the policy of this Council to provide the required sporting and recreational facilities, including pitches, for clubs in this county who are endeavouring to provide sporting opportunities, but who are struggling owing to the lack of open spaces.  
REPORT:
The Draft Development Plan addresses the issue of the provision of recreational facilities comprehensively and in a number of ways; 

Part of the strategy of the Draft Development Plan for social inclusion, community facilities and recreation is to utilise the Council’s Development Contribution Scheme to form a basis for the improvement of existing community and recreational facilities and the funding of new facilities and this is addressed through Policy SCR31: Development Contribution Scheme. Policy SCR 44: Recreational Facilities addresses the commitment to support and facilitate the development of suitable recreational facilities within the County. Policy SCR51: Recreational Facilities in New residential Developments sets out the requirement for the provision of recreational facilities concurrent with new residential developments

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this Motion is not adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillor D. Keating contributed, Mr. F. Nevin responded to queries raised.

The Manager proposed the following amendment to the Manager’s Recommendation;

Living Place-Community Facilities and Recreation: It is the policy of this Council to provide the required sporting and recreational facilities, including pitches for clubs in this county, who are endeavouring to provide sporting opportunities.  

The Amended Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Amended Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (45) 0510 
Item ID: 23260 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:

Allotments 1.3.41: It is the policy of this Council not to introduce allotments in open spaces, particularly in or adjacent to residential areas.  
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Mot (46) 0510 
Item ID: 23261 
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor G. O’ Connell: 

Schools and College Sites – 1.3.19: It is the policy of this Council to review the need for new primary school and second-level school sites in the Lucan, Palmerstown, Clondalkin, Newcastle, Rathcoole, Saggart and Brittas areas, particularly given the changes in populations in these communities, and that this Council will set aside sites for these schools in the next County Development Plan 2010 – 2016.

REPORT:
As set out in the meeting of September 2009, 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 and have reserved sites in this regard. This is in accordance with the Provision of Schools and the Planning System, A Code of Practice for Planning Authorities’ (2008).

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

Following discussions to which Councillors D. Keating, G. O’ Connell, C. Jones, C. King, E. Tuffy, M. Corr,  and W. Lavelle contributed, Mr F. Nevin, Mr. J. Horan,  and Mr. C. Ryan responded to queries raised.
The following amendment was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor M. Corr;

That a full stop be inserted after “communities”, and delete everything after this.
The amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.
Mot (32) 0510 
Item ID: 23247 
The following amended Motion was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart: 

That it is the policy of South Dublin County Council to insist that developers of apartment-style accommodation provide clear evidence of their intention to set up an effective Management Company once their development is complete.

REPORT:
The development of apartments within the county is assessed on the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.  However, where appropriate, the requirement for a management company is dealt with through condition of planning permission.  The effectiveness of a management company is not a development plan matter.

Manager’s Recommendation:
That the motion not be adopted.
It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart that the Motion be amended to read as follows;

That it is the policy, where a residential development is proposed to be a managed development, full details of the effective nature of the proposed Management Company shall be provided as part of the planning application.

The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.

Mot (47) 0510 
Item ID: 23262
It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor G. O’ Connell: 
Recreational and Play Facilities: It is the policy of this Council to review the need for facilities for children and teenagers in the Lucan, Palmerstown, Clondalkin, Newcastle, Rathcoole, Saggart and Brittas areas, particularly given the changes in populations in these communities, and that this Council is committed to provide facilities including Playgrounds and Skate Parks in the next County Development Plan 2010 – 2016.  
REPORT:
Section 1.3.37 Children’s Play Facilties  and subsequent polices SCR53-SCR59 of the Draft Development Plan deal with the issue of Children’s Play facilities. The Council, in line with the national Play strategy, ‘Ready Steady, Play!’ (2004), have developed a Countywide Policy on the development and management of playgrounds and play areas “Developing Play in South Dublin County 2006-2009” and the Development Plan will be further informed by subsequent Play Policies. There is a body of guidelines and standards which are discussed in this section of the Draft Plan which direct the planning and provision of play facilities in the County.  

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this Motion is not adopted. 
Following dicussions to which Councillors D. Keating, J. Lahart, E. Tuffy, C. Jones, C. Keane, C. King, and T. Gilligan contributed, Mr. C. Ryan responded to queries raised.
The following amendment was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy;

that “in the County” be inserted instead of all named places, and that “and that this Council is committed to provide facilities including Playgrounds and Skate Parks in the next County Development Plan 2010 – 2016.” be deleted.

The amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.

Mot (48) 0510 
Item ID: 23263 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Sustainable Neighbourhoods – 6.3.3.: It is the policy of this Council to recognise the serious disruption to the quality of life of local families when inadequate boundary treatment is not provided, often times between adjoining estates, including Bewley Grove and St. Andrew’s Fairway, Lucan, where local residents have been experiencing the torment of anti-social behaviour arising from regular through pedestrian traffic, including at night-time.
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Mot (49) 0510 
Item ID: 23264 
The following amended Motion was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor C. Jones: 
That SDCC identify a site for a Islamic Cultural Centre as follows- The Proposed Islamic Cultural Centre will cater for the Cultural & Educational needs of the rapidly growing Muslim community in Lucan area.   It will work towards establishing a conducive environment for promoting cross cultural understanding, racial Harmony, Mutual Understanding and appreciation of all religious views  in Ireland .   To Conduct Classes teaching major Ethnic Languages for the benefit of Muslims  as well as the community at large.      To provide a  platform for organizing and providing  due space for Cultural events / festival celebrations .   To provide  adequate services for  Funerals &  last rites  as per the Islamic faith.   Help and assist new Muslim residents in Lucan into settling and integrating into the community and act as a mentor for fledging associations between communities.   To   facilitate  the development of  Of Moral & family values and instill the ethos of cultural ideology within the community.   Provide a designated and authorized area for Congregation regarding the Religious & Cultural requirements for the Muslim Community in Lucan.   To work in conjunction with the South Dublin County Council voluntary and statutory sector bodies and local residents in order to raise the profile of the community as more socially active and participant.
REPORT:
It is considered more appropriate for the Council to introduce a policy which addresses the need of the diverse religious needs of the County’s Population as indicated in M 41 proposed by Councillor Catriona Jones.

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this Motion is not adopted.
It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor C. Jones that the Motion be amended to read as follows;

That SDCC recognising the diverse ethnic groups that now enrich the population of South Dublin County shall work towards establishing a conducive environment for promoting cross cultural understanding, racial harmony, mutual understanding and appreciation of all religious and ethnic traditions across the County and in a practical manner promote and facilitate facilities and a platform for organizing and providing due space for Cultural events / festival celebrations. To work with voluntary and statutory bodies so as to assist new non-Irish residents in the County to settle in and integrate into the community. 

Following discussions to which Councillors G. O’ Connell, E. Tuffy, J. Hannon, and E. Maloney contributed, Mr. C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was AGREED.
Mot (50) 0510 
Item ID: 23265 
It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 

At SCR 52: Tourism and Recreation That this be transferred to Theme 3 and should merit a separate sub-section and that it be subdivided into recreational activities common to both and tourism only provisions. That it should include the following policies from other chapters i.e. 3.2.14 & 15, 4.3.6 & 4.3.8 and a policy on Country Recreational Activities toinclude walking,cycling, mountainbiking, nature trails, bird watching, painting, photography, field studies, back-packing, orienteering, para- and hang- gliding, canoeing & kayaking, caving, swimming in waterways, wild camping, pony trekking, boating and archaeological guided walks.  Also, it should be cross-referenced to 2.2.14 - Walking and Cycling

REPORT:
It is considered that the policy relating to tourism and recreation is in the appropriate section of the Plan as open space functions both as a residential amenity and as a tourist attraction. Furthermore in relation to the other elements of the motion it is considered that they are located in the appropriate locations as they generally serve a dual function.

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this Motion not be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillors G. O’ Connell, C. Jones, C. Brophy, and J. Lahart contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Motion was NOT AGREED.
Mot (52) 0510 
Item ID: 23268 
It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan: 

This Council agrees to commit to adequate facilities for people with physical disabilities in swimming pools including the following:

(a) Adequately heated water.

(b) Adequate changing/ shower areas for both males and females.

(c) Chair lift facilities at the swimming pools with detatchable chairs.

REPORT:
As set out in the meeting of September 2009 the Draft Development Plan provides, through Policy SCR50: Swimming Pools, for the provision of swimming pools in appropriate, accessible locations to meet identified community needs in the County. The criteria necessary in designing for people with disabilities are set out in Part M of the Building Regulations, (2000) and the National Disability Authority Guidelines ‘Buildings for Everyone’, (2002). It is considered that the provision of specific facilities within swimming  pools is not a matter for the Development Plan.

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

Following discussions to which Councillors T. Ridge, C. Jones, D. Keating, T. Gilligan, M. Corr, C. Keane, E. Maloney, and W. Lavelle contributed, Mr E. Conroy, Mr F. Nevin, and Mr J. Horan responded to queries raised.

It was AGREED that this matter be brought to a Council Meeting as a Headed Item for consideration and further discussion.

The Motion was NOT AGREED.
Mot (53) 0510 
Item ID: 23269 
It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 
As part of South Dublin’s new County Development Plan, this Council agrees to insist on a practice in building construction of the highest standards in the following areas----- insulation, solar panelling, geothermal energy and other heating systems------- before planning permissions are granted.
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 promoting energy efficiency.  Such proposals will be dealt with through the development management process.

Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion not be adopted.
It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor M. Duff that the Motion be amended to read as follows;

As part of South Dublin’s new County Development Plan, this Council agrees to promote on a practice in building construction of the highest standards in the following areas, insulation, solar panelling, geothermal energy and other heating systems.

The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.
Mot (57) 0510 
Item ID: 23522 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
‘It is the policy of the Council to develop specific initiatives aimed at the unemployed within the Councils designated RAPID area that seek to use sports and sports training programmes as a way of promoting greater participation in sports activity for those out of work.’
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H-I (24) 0510
Item ID: 23464
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

A Connected Place
Section: Transportation

Section 2.2.29; Policy T21, Vehicle Speeds; Policy T22, Integrated Traffic Calming in Place-Making Design; and Policy T32, Vehicular Entrances and Exits, Roads and Services, Building Lines and Access Roads.

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

2.2.29 POLICY

2.2.29.i   Policy T21: Vehicle Speeds

 
               It is the policy of the Council to effect an overall reduction in vehicle speeds to an acceptable level and to reduce the potential for traffic congestion and associated vehicular emissions in urban areas through integrated place-making design on particular streets and in appropriate areas throughout the County.  (See also Policy No. ES14 Air Quality in Environmental Services Section).  (See also the street design concepts set out in the Sustainable Neighbourhoods section of the Plan, for application in urban and residential areas.  Also refer to Policy No. ES17 ‘Air Quality’ in Environmental Services section).
2.2.29.ii   Policy T22: Integrated Traffic Calming in Place-Making Design

 

               It is the policy of the Council to implement integrated place-making design in residential areas where appropriate, in accordance with a countywide strategy, and to ensure that traffic calming is integrated into the design of new developments and implemented before dwellings are occupied.  (See also the street design concepts set out in the Sustainable Neighbourhoods section of the Plan, for application in urban and residential areas).
 
2.2.36.i   Policy T32:  Vehicular Entrances & Exits, Roads & Services, Building Lines, and Access Roads

 
               It is the policy of the Council that all development proposals shall be consistent with the requirements of the Council with respect to vehicular entrances and exits, roads and services, building lines, and access roads.  (See also the street design concepts set out in the Sustainable Neighbourhoods section of the Plan, for application in urban and residential areas).
 
Reason
In order to cross-reference these policies with other relevant sections in the Plan and in order to correct the number of the specific policy referred to in Policy T21 (i.e. Policy ES17 instead of ES14).  

 
Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

Amend text of the following policies: 

2.2.29 POLICY

2.2.29.i   Policy T21: Vehicle Speeds
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 (25) 0510
Item ID: 23465

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

A Connected Place
Section:  Transportation

Table 2.2.5: Six Year Roads Objectives and Table 2.2.6: Long Term Roads Objectives

Delete Table 2.2.5: Six Year Roads Objectives and Table 2.2.6: Long Term Roads Objectives and substitute with replacement tables below.  (Replacement text in bold, deleted text struck through):

Table 2.2.5: Six Year Road Objectives
	Road Type 
	Description 

	National / National Secondary Route 
	Upgrade of N81 Blessington Road (Extension of the Tallaght By-Pass) 

	  
	N81 From Boherboy Road junction to Cheeverstown Road (ORR) 

	  
	M50 upgrade from the N81 junction to the County Boundary with Dun Laoghaire Rathdown County Council 

	Regional Road/ Route District Distributor 
	Ballymount Road Lower to Longmile Road (Part of) 

	  
	Knocklyon Road to Firhouse Road 

	  
	City West to Belgard Road (Embankment Route) 

	  
	Walkinstown Roundabout to M50 (Greenhills Road) 

	  
	Adamstown SDZ to Celbridge Road 

	  
	Saggart: Boherboy Road: From Mahon’s Lane to N81. 

	  
	Brittas: Junction improvement at Aghfarrell Road, Aghfarrell Lane and Ballinascorney Upper. 

	  
	Greenhills Road: From Airton Road to Parkview and Parkview By Pass. 

	  
	Nangor Road realignment to R120 

	Local Road 
	Adamstown SDZ Internal Roads 

	  
	Greenhills Road to Limekiln Road   

	  
	Esker Lane   

	  
	Barton Road East Extension to Grange Road   

	  
	Barney’s Lane to City West Interchange   

	  
	Rathcoole (Local Area Plan)   

	  
	Upgrade junctions in Glenasmole Bohernabreena Housing and Planning Study area.   

	  
	Tallaght Town Centre LAP Roads   

	  
	KIltipper LAP routes   

	  
	Oldcourt   

	Note: Road names on Development Plan maps may be altered and numbered for clarity. 


Table 2.2.6: Long Term Roads Objectives
	Road Type
	Description

	Regional Road / Route District Distributor 
	North – South Road, West of Adamstown SDZ linking N7 to N4 and on to Fingal 

	 
	Lucan – Newcastle Road to North – South Road linking N4 – N7 

	 
	Adamstown/ Newcastle Road (R120) 

	 
	Newcastle Road (R120) South to Grangecastle 

	 
	Newcastle – Lucan Road Railway Bridge to Milltown 

	 
	Fonthill – Cloverhill Distributor Road 

	 
	Keating Park Interchange (N7) 

	 
	Naas Road corridor - Newlands Cross to M50 

	Local Road 
	Belgard Road/ Cookstown Road 

	 
	M50 overbridge from Red Cow to Ballymount (Public Transport Only) 

	 
	Naas Road Framework Plan Roads 

	 
	Belgard Square North to Cookstown Road 

	 
	Cookstown Road to Embankment Route 

	 
	Robinhood Road 

	 
	Esker Lane to Esker Meadow View 

	 
	Re-align N7 north bound slip lane at Browne’s Barn 

	 
	Alymer Road, Kilmactalway to Westmanstown 

	 
	Oldcourt LAP including Bridge over Dodder River 

	Note: Road names on Development Plan maps may be altered and numbered for clarity. 


	Long Term Road Objectives

	Road Type
	Description

	National/National Secondary Route
	Continuation of the Tallaght By-Pass from the M50 to the county boundary

	 
	Realignment of N7 north bound slip lane at Brown’s Barn

	Regional Road/Route District Distributor
	North-South Road – west of Adamstown SDZ linking N7 to N4 and on to Fingal

	 
	East west road linking R120 at Clutterland with proposed north-south road 

	 
	Newcastle-Lucan Road Railway Bridge to Clutterland 

	 
	Fonthill-Cloverhill Distributor Road 

	Local Road 
	Robinhood Road upgrade and realignment 

	 
	Extension to Esker Meadow View to meet Esker Lane 

	 
	Aylmer Road realignment from Kilmactalway to Westmanstown (vicinity of Baldonnell) 

	 
	From the N7 at Keatingspark to Rathcoole Southern Relief Road at Stony Lane 

	 
	M50 overbridge from Red Cow to Ballymount (Public transport only) 

	 
	Naas Road Framework Plan Road – Link Oak Road to Ballymount Avenue Extension (Crossing the Naas Road) 

	 
	Chestnut Road extension from Knockmitten Lane to Nangor Road 

	 
	New road linking Calmount Road with Ballymount Road Lower 

	 
	Whitechurch Road improvements from Sarah Curran Avenue to Taylors Lane 

	 
	Barton road East extension to Grange Road 

	 
	Oldcourt LAP roads including bridge over Dodder River 

	 
	Ballymount Road upgrade 


	Six Year Road Objectives

	Road Type 
	Description 

	 
	Extension of Ballymount Avenue to Robinhood Road 

	 
	Citywest to Belgard Road (Embankment Route) 

	 
	Calmount Road extension to Greenhills Road 

	 
	Ballymount Avenue extension to Greenhills 

	 
	Greenhills Road improvements from Airton Road junction to M50 including Parkview By-pass 

	 
	Nangor Road realignment and extension to the R120 at Clutterland 

	 
	Link from Adamstown to R403 

	Local Road 
	Knocklyon Road realignment to Firhouse Road 

	 
	Adamstown internal link roads 

	 
	Extension of Limekiln Road to Greenhills Road 

	 
	Esker Lane road improvements from Griffeen Road junction to proposed Esker Meadow View junction 

	 
	Barney’s Lane to Citywest Interchange 

	 
	Part of Southern Relief Road for Rathcoole - from Stony Lane to sports grounds 

	 
	Belgard Road into Cookstown (Airton Road western extension) (east-west alignment) 

	 
	Belgard Square North to Airton Road Western extension (north-south alignment) 

	 
	Belgard Square East to Airton Road Western extension (north-south alignment) 

	 
	Cookstown Road to Embankment Route 

	 
	Cookstown upgrade to rear of Fortunestown Local Centre 

	 
	Newcastle Road LAP 

	 
	Clonburris internal link roads 

	 
	Saggart: LAP Road 


Reason
In order to provide clear, accurate and up-to-date information.

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

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr R. Dowds:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (26) 0510
Item ID: 23529

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

Environmental Services
2.4.26 Policy ES17: Air Quality

Amend Section 2.4.25 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

 

‘2.4.25 Air Quality

Air quality is an important issue in considerations regarding the urban environment. Poor air quality is linked to a range of health problems and there is a statutory obligation to ensure that the concentration of air pollutants is lower than the limits specified in European and National legislation. 
 
The Council advocates that the Polluter Pays Principle is maintained and adhered to and accordingly will have regard to the Local Government (Planning and Development) General Policy Directive 1988 (or as may be amended from time to time) issued by the Minister for the Environment relating to air quality standards nationally. The Council will also have regard to the Dublin Regional Air Quality Management Plan and such other relevant legislation as may be enacted when considering planning applications. 
 
It is an objective of the Council to protect people from the harmful health effects associated with air pollution, to preserve good air quality where it exists and to improve it where it is unsatisfactory. The Council will also seek to establish specific monitoring stations in conjunction with the EPA to achieve compliance with Air Quality Standards Regulations 2002 (S.I. No. 271 of 2002).
 
In considering applications for planning permissions the Council will have regard to the Local Government (Planning and Development) General Policy Directive 1988 relating to air quality standards nationally, and to the Air Quality Management Plan for the Dublin Region (1999), and such other relevant legislation as may be enacted. 
 

South Dublin County Council has recently adopted the Air Quality Management Plan for the Dublin Region 2009-2012 under the provisions of the Air Pollution Act 1987.  This plan is primarily directed at protecting the valuable asset of good air quality in this county and the region, and ensuring that adverse air quality does not impact on the most vulnerable of the population whether their vulnerability is due to occupation, age, existing health conditions or other factors.  
 
In conjunction with the EPA and the other Dublin local authorities the main air pollutants to be measured and monitored during the lifetime of this  Air Quality Management Plan are smoke and particulate matter, Sulphur Dioxide (SO2), Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2),  Carbon Dioxide (CO2), Lead and Benzene.’
 

 
Reason
In order to respond to comments by the EPA and to reflect the provisions of the Air Quality Management Plan for the Dublin Region, 2009-2012 which has recently been adopted by the four Dublin local authorities. 

 

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr P. Cosgrave:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

 

H-I (28) 0510
Item ID: 22956

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

To amend the fourth paragraph of Section 2.2.2 as follows (additional text in bold):

‘2.2.2 National and Regional Context
South Dublin County is part of the Dublin Metropolitan Area, which is the focus of road and rail routes nationally. It is located on three of the four key road corridors in the State, the N4 to Sligo and Galway, the N7 to Cork and Limerick, and the N81. In addition, the M50 Motorway running through the eastern edge of the County forms part of the strategic Euro Route connecting Belfast to Rosslare, and links Tallaght to Blanchardstown and Dublin Airport to the North, and Dun Laoghaire and Bray to the South. 
Main road links to the City Centre are good. However, the radial form of Dublin’s roads results in a concentration of traffic, particularly peak hour commuter traffic that conflicts with local traffic on the main roads leading into the City Centre. Serious environmental and congestion problems result. 
Survey information over recent years has also confirmed a significant increase in the volume of strategic orbital traffic movements. Recent surveys indicate that traffic accessing the M50 from both the N4 and the N7 accounts for some 40% of vehicle movements on the terminating sections of the M50 (M1 and M11), while through vehicle movements (M1 - M11) account for approximately 10% of traffic travelling on the M50 between the N4 and N7.
Previously the public transport system linking areas within the County were poor and existing transport links from the County to Dublin City were inadequate.  However, improvements have taken pace in the last few years including the construction of the Luas Red Line to Tallaght and the ongoing construction of the Luas City West line to Saggart.  The County is now well served by public transport and is accessible and this adds to the County’s attractiveness as a tourism location. The Quality Bus Network Project Office continues to roll out a programme of Quality Bus Corridors across the County.  Urban areas and retail centres are served reasonably well by Dublin Bus.  However, some parts of the County do not have a bus service to the main urban and retail areas.  New rail stations are being provided at Kishoge and Fonthill Road, and the Kildare Rail Line has been double tracked.  In 2008, Irish Rail opened a new railway station at Park West Avenue in Cherry Orchard immediately adjacent to the South Dublin County administrative boundary.
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 (29) 0510
Item ID: 22961

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

Amend Section 2.2.8 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

‘2.2.8 Quality Bus Corridors
The Council recognises the requirement to install Quality Bus Corridors (QBC) and the need to provide additional buses to serve these.
 A QBC Network will be developed on foot of an agreed programme between the Council, DTO and Quality Bus Network Office.  Proposed additions to the existing QBC network are detailed in Tabled 2.2.1 below.  The list of routes in the QBC network within the County is non-exhaustive and additional schemes may be progressed during the lifetime of the Plan’
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 (30) 0510
Item ID: 22963

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

To amend Policy T5 (Section 2.2.11.i) to read as follows (additional text in bold):

2.2.11.i Policy T5: Luas and Light Rail Transit (LRT) Extension

“It is the policy of the Council to pursue, promote and facilitate the extension of Luas to serve the Lucan and Palmerstown areas.  It is the policy of the Council to promote and facilitate the extension of Luas to serve the Lucan area initially along the preferred route identified by the Railway Procurement Agency and to work with the Agency to seek further extensions of this preferred route from its current proposed terminus at Newcastle Road to Lucan Village and Adamstown and to reserve the final alignment of the preferred route when it has been agreed.”
 To amend the development plan maps to illustrate the preferred route when it has been agreed.
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 P. Cosgrave:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (31) 0510
Item ID: 22965

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

Amend Policy T19 (Section 2.2.25.i) to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

2.2.25.i Policy T19: National Routes

‘It is the policy of the Council to protect the efficiency and safety of national routes, including junctions, of all National Routes from frontage access and to keep the number of junctions to a minimum consistent with good traffic management.’
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 P. Cosgrave:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (32) 0510
Item ID: 22967

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

 (1)      To amend Table 2.2.4 to omit Retail Centres and Retail Stores and 

(2)      To amend Section 2.2.34 to insert the following additional table

 
Parking Standards Relating to Retail Uses

	 
	Public Transport Corridors  
	General

	Land Use  
	<1000m2
	>1000m2
	<1000m2
	>1000m2

	Retail - Food 
	1 space per 40m2 gross floor area  
	1 space per 25m2 gross floor area  
	1 space per 25m2 gross floor area  
	1 space per 20m2 gross floor area  

	Retail – Comparison only
	1 space per 40m2 gross floor area  
	1 space per 40m2 gross floor area  
	1 space per 25m2 gross floor area  
	1 space per 25m2 gross floor area  

	Retail - Shopping Centres & Stores (including Food)  
	1 space per 40m2 gross floor area  
	1 space per 25m2 gross floor area  
	1 space per 25m2 gross floor Area  
	1 space per 20m2 gross floor area  


Following discussions to which Councillors J. Lahart, C. Keane, C. Jones, E. Coburn, and P. Kearns contributed it was AGREED that this matter be referred to the Transportation SPC. 

H-I (33) 0510
Item ID: 22969
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

To amend Section 2.2.34 ‘Car Parking Standards’ by revising footnote (2) to Table 2.2.4 to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

NOTE:

1)            In the case of any use not specified above the Planning Authority will determine the parking requirements
2)            Parking bays (for shopping centres particularly) will be 2.5m wide by 4.75m in length.  All parking bays in surface and multi-storey or basement parking areas (other than those reserved for disabled persons) shall be 2.5m in width and 4.75m in length, exclusive of any structural pillars and other obstacles
3)            Parking bay widths for disabled persons will be a minimum of 4m and clearly reserved for such use. One or more spaces per 100 spaces (or part thereof) should be reserved for disabled drivers
4)            With regard to sports and recreational developments a higher standard than indicated may be required for developments remote from public transport facilities
5)            Pre-school facilities, crèches, primary and post primary schools shall provide safe drop off parking bays
6)            Within county town and town centre areas (Zoning Objectives ‘CT’ and ‘TC’) and directly adjoining the Luas line and QBC’s the above parking standards may be reduced by up to 20%.
7)            Where appropriate Mobility Management Plans are in place with specified targets and monitoring facilities the above parking standards may be reduced as appropriate to the particular Travel Plan (to be assessed on a case by case basis)
Following discussions to which Councillors P. Cosgrave, W. Lavelle, T. Gilligan, T. Ridge, J. Hannon, D. Looney, E. Coburn, and C. Jones contributed, it was AGREED that the following amendment proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by M. Duff be inserted:

That the measurement be 2.5 M x 5M and be clearly marked.
The Amended Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr P. Cosgrave:
“That the amended recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (34) 0510
Item ID: 22971
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

To amend the second bullet point within Section 2.2.37 Road Objectives to read as follows (additional text in bold):

2.2.37 Road Objectives
Implementation of the Roads Objectives by the Council will be in consultation with the National Roads Authority (NRA), Department of Transport, and Dublin Transportation Office (DTO) as appropriate.  It forms part of a balanced transportation strategy required to achieve sustainable development, and is in line with the objectives of the Dublin Transportation Office. The various road schemes will be subject to Environmental Impact Assessment where appropriate.
To secure the implementation of the roads objectives, it is the intention of the Council to reserve any necessary lands free from development and to designate building lines, where required. 
 Major new road construction (from distributor road standard and above) shall be designed to: 
 •              Include for the provision of bus priority measures; and 
 •              Minimise the impact of the construction and operation of roads and watercourse crossings on fish and their habitat and other wildlife habitats, e.g. crossing points for badgers etc., through consultation with the appropriate authorities and through implementing ‘Requirements for the Protection of Fisheries Habitat during the Construction and Development Works at River Sites’.
The road objectives provide for the improvement of the road network to cater for the transportation requirements of the County within the context of the overall transportation policies outlined in the Written Statement.
 The overall location and dimensions of proposed new roads, or of improvements to existing roads, which the Council will undertake either in the six year period following the adoption of this Plan or in later years, are indicative only. This also applies to the extent of lands required for junctions.
 Where such roads or junctions affect lands available for development, road plans will be prepared and made available for inspection in the Council’s offices. These plans will indicate the proposed road line and setbacks required from the proposed roads for development adjoining such roads.
 The six year roads programme is shown in as much detail as possible, however variations or adjustments may be necessary.  Smaller schemes, such as junction and traffic management improvements, are not shown on the Maps or included in the Written Statement. New roads and junctions may be proposed from time to time as the need is identified. All new schemes will be subject to statutory public consultation procedures and will be subject to 
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 P. Cosgrave:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (35) 0510
Item ID: 22972 

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

To amend Section 2.3.5 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

2.3.5 Water Supply and Drainage
‘It is an objective of the Council to ensure conformance with the relevant recommendations set out in The Provision and Quality of Drinking Water in Ireland – A Report for the Years 2007- 2008, (EPA, 2009) (EPA Office of Environment Enforcement, 2007).  Existing and new populations under the County Development Plan shall be served with clean and wholesome drinking water.  The Council will help to ensure that compliance is achieved as a minimum with regared to the 48 parameters set out under the European Communities (Drinking Water) Regulations (No.2) 2007 and will help to resolve any issues if they arise in order to achieve the removal of public water supplies from the EPA remedial action list of public water supplies.  The council will have regard to the Drinking Water Advice Notes 1 – 5 (EPA) where appropriate and relevant for South Dublin.’
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr P. Cosgrave:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (36) 0510
Item ID: 22974
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

To amend Section 2.3.8.i to read as follows (additional and amended text in bold):

‘2.3.8.i     Policy WD2: Wastewater Treatment Plants and Wastewater Collection Systems
It is the policy of the Council that development shall be preceded by sufficient capacity in the public wastewater treatment plants and appropriate extensions in the existing public wastewater collection systems. 
It is an objective of the Council to implement the relevant recommendations set out in Urban Waste Water Discharges in Ireland for Population Equivalents Greater than 500 Persons – A Report for the Years 2006-2007 (EPA 2009).  The wastewater collection system in South Dublin is subject to the Waste Water Discharge (Authorisation) Regulations. Dublin City Council acts on behalf of South Dublin County in regard to obtaining the relevant licence from the EPA.  It is an objective of the Council to have regard, when they are adopted, to the objectives and management practices proposed by the Dublin Bay Master Plan and the Coastal Zone Management Plan, where relevant and appropriate.’
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr P. Cosgrave:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (37) 0510
Item ID: 22975 

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

To amend Section 2.3.9 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

 2.3.9 Ground and Surface Waters
It is an objective of the Council that land-uses shall not give rise to the pollution of ground or surface waters during the construction or operation of developments. This should be achieved through the adherence to best practice in the design, installation and management of systems for the interception, collection and appropriate disposal or treatment of all surface waters and effluents. 
 It is an objective of the Council that undeveloped lands adjacent to surface waters, particularly salmonid river systems, be retained in their open natural state in order to prevent habitat loss and aid in pollution detection, while providing open space and recreational amenity for river users. 
 It is an objective of the Council to ensure that salmonid waters constraints are applied to any development in the Liffey and Dodder river catchments, including Bohernabreena Reservoir, which are recognised to be exceptional with regard to supporting salmonid fish species.
 Best management practice shall be implemented at all times in relation to any activities that may impact on riverine or riparian habitats. Any planned discharges to surface streams shall not impact negatively on the salmonid status of the system. The design and construction of any surface water outfall chambers to rivers shall be implemented in an ecologically sound and fisheries-sensitive manner. The use of concrete (or other toxic materials) at riparian and in-stream locations should only occur in the dry to prevent contamination of adjacent surface waters.
 Applications for large to very large developments should:
 •              Be generally designed and constructed in accordance with the provisions of the Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage Study policy documents;
 •              Submit, prior to commencement of development, details of a Sediment and Water Pollution Control Plan in relation to the Construction Phase of such developments and
 •              Include an assessment of the impacts of climate change on their development and to make provision for these impacts in particular relating to drainage design. 
All developments should incorporate:
 •              Designs and layouts for basements and underground car parks that do not result in any potential for them to flood from within or without;
 •              Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SuDS) that balance the impact of urban drainage through the achievement of control of run-off quantity and quality and enhance amenity and habitat. In particular the requirements of the SuDS Manual by the UK's Construction Industry Research and Information Association (CIRIA) shall be followed unless specifically exempted by the Planning Authority.
The Planning Authority will:
 •              Discourage culverting of streams unless considered absolutely necessary. Where culverting of a stream is unavoidable it shall be required to obtain a consent from the Office of Public Works in accordance with S.50 of the Arterial Drainage Act, 1945;
 •              Require in developments adjacent to watercourses, that any structure must be set back a minimum distance of 10m from the top of the bank to allow access for channel cleaning and maintenance, unless otherwise agreed with the Planning Authority. This may be increased depending on the size of the watercourse and any particular circumstances;
 •              Only permit development when satisfied that new and existing developments are not exposed to increased risk of flooding and that any loss of flood storage is  compensated for elsewhere in the river catchment;
 •              When considering planning applications which include significant hard surfacing, attach conditions which seek to minimise and limit the extent of hard surfacing and paving as well as requiring the use of sustainable drainage techniques, including in particular permeable paving or surfaces such as gravel or slate chippings. The aim generally being to reduce run-off rates and flow volumes from parking areas as well as access roads and
 •              Ensure compliance by all piped infrastructure providers with the requirement to maintain, or reduce the impact on, biodiversity corridors within all areas of the County, where new or extensions to existing piped infrastructure are proposed. 
Following discussions to which Councillors T. Ridge, P. Cosgrave, C. Keane, G. O’ Connell, and E. Coburn contributed, it was proposed by Councillor P. Cosgrave and seconded by M. Duff that Manager’s Report be amended to read as follows;
2.3.9 Ground and Surface Waters                                                                                 It is an objective of the Council that land-uses, including lands zoned primarily for development, shall not give rise to the pollution of ground or surface waters during the construction or operation of developments. This should be achieved through the adherence to best practice in the design, installation and management of systems for the interception, collection and appropriate disposal or treatment of all surface waters and effluents. 
The amendment to the Manager’s Report was AGREED.

The Amended Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr P. Cosgrave:
“That the amended recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (38) 0510
Item ID: 22979
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

To amend Section 2.3.10.i (Policy WD3) by inserting a new paragraph to read as follows (additional text in bold):

“2.3.10.i   Policy WD3: Quality of Surface Water and Groundwater
It is the policy of the Council that the ongoing development of the County shall be undertaken in such a way as not to compromise the quality of surface water (and associated habitats and species) and groundwater. 
It is an objective of the Council that sufficient conveyance capacity should be available within the receiving sewerage system locally and sufficient treatment capacity should be available downstream at the relevant Waste Water Treatment Plant, to ensure ecological integrity.”
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 (39) 0510
Item ID: 22981
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

Amend Section 2.3.11 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

2.3.11 Water Quality Management Plans
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. 
The Council will adopt a Groundwater Resource Protection policy in order to strengthen the commitment to environmental protection and sustainable development as part of the Eastern River Basin Management Plan. 
It is an objective of the Council that when the Eastern River Basin District (ERBD) is adopted the relevant policies and objectives of the Eastern River Basin Management Plan and associated Programme of Measures (POMs) shall be integrated into the Development Plan through amendment or otherwise.  
It is an objective of the Council to ensure the effective implementation of the surface water environmental quality standards to be set out in the European Communities Environmental Objectives (Surface Waters) Regulations 2008, which address the WFD (2000/60/EC) and the Dangerous Substances Directive (2006/11/EC), when these regulations become effective.
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 (40) 0510
Item ID: 22983 

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

Amend Section 2.3.12.i to replace read as follows (additional text in bold)”

2.3.12.i    Policy WD5: Water Quality Management Plans
It is the policy of the Council to promote the implementation of water quality management plans for ground and surface waters in the County as part of the implementation of the EU Water Framework Directive, and in accordance with the policies and objectives and programme of measures of the Eastern River Basin Management Plan and any future amendments.
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 (41) 0510
Item ID: 22985
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

Insert an additional bullet point after final bullet point in Section 2.3.21 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

2.3.21 Risk of Flooding
One of the effects of climate change that can be anticipated, and a key adaptation issue, is the management of water and the maintenance of quality standards as the global temperature increases and rainfall patterns change. Flood risk needs to be considered at all stages of the land-use planning process and managed in an environmentally sensitive way. The Planning System and Flood Risk Management Consultation Draft Guidelines (2008) are intended to ensure a more rigorous and systematic approach to integrating flood risk management in the preparation of Development Plans, Local Area Plans and in the determination of planning applications.
 The Guidelines describe good practice in the consideration of flood risk in planning and development management and aim to integrate flood risk management into the overall planning process from strategic consideration to site specifics.
 The core objectives of the Guidelines are to:
 •              Avoid inappropriate development in areas at risk of flooding;
 •              Avoid new developments increasing flood risk elsewhere, (including that which may arise from surface run-off);
 •              Ensure effective management of residual risks for development permitted in floodplains;
 •              Avoid unnecessary restriction to national, regional or local economic and social growth;
 •              Improve the understanding of flood risk among relevant stakeholders and
 •              Ensure that the requirements of EU and national law in relation to the natural environment and nature conservation are complied with at all stages of flood risk management.
 The key principles of a risk-based assessment to managing flood hazard and potential risk in the planning system are based on a sequential approach as set out in the Guidelines. The sequential approach involves:
•              Avoiding development in areas at risk of flooding;
 •              If this is not possible, consider substituting a land use that is less vulnerable to flooding and
 •              Only when both avoidance and substitution cannot take place should consideration be given to mitigation and management of risks.
 Possible exceptions to restriction of development due to potential flood risks are provided for through the use of a Justification Test, whereby the overriding planning need and the sustainable management of flood risk to an acceptable level can by demonstrated.
Based on best practice the Council will promote the following objectives:
 •              To preserve riparian strips free of development and of adequate width (minimum of 10m from the top of the bank) to permit access for river maintenance;
 •              To integrate comprehensive flood risk assessment and management in the overall planning process to include forward planning and development management;
•              To avoid flood risk to people and property, where possible;
•              To seek to manage the risks to acceptable levels through the use of flood relief schemes, and/or flood-resistant and flood-resilient construction methods, where avoidance is not possible and
•              To address flood risk management in the detailed design of development, as set out in Appendix B of the Guidelines.
·                           ‘To ensure the protection, management, and as appropriate, enhancement, of existing wetland habitats where flood protection/management measures are necessary.’
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr P. Kearns:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (42) 0510
Item ID: 22987 

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

Amend Section 2.4.5 to omit the word ‘further’ and should read as follows:.

‘2.4.5    Waste Management Plans
The Council will make provision for the collection, treatment, handling and disposal of all waste in the County in its Waste Management Plan, and will actively promote the Waste Hierarchy in the provision of separate collections for recyclables, compostable and residual waste streams.
The Council will implement the policies and objectives of the Waste Management Plan for the Dublin Region 2005-2010 and subsequent revisions or updates insofar as they impact on South Dublin County, and will promote recycling and biological treatment of waste in order to achieve or exceed the national targets in accordance with the Waste Management Plan. Recycling and re-use will be a priority of the Council in the disposal of waste.
In accordance with the Waste Management Act, 1996 (as amended), this Development Plan shall be deemed to include the objectives for the time being contained in the Waste Management Plan for the Dublin Region 2005 to 2010 (or as may be amended from time to time). 
No further waste-to-energy incinerator or waste-to-energy thermal treatment facility will be situated in the County.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr P. Cosgrave:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (43) 0510
Item ID: 22988

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

Amend Section 2.4.6.ii to replace “composting” with “biological treatment” to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

‘2.4.6.ii     POLICY ES3:  Recycling and Composting Targets
It is the policy of the Council to prioritise and to exceed the recycling andcompostingbiological treatment targets in the Waste Management Plan and to provide leadership in this area.’
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 (44) 0510
Item ID: 22989 

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

Amend Section 2.4.7 to insert an additional bullet point to read as follows (additional text in bold): 

 ‘2.4.7 Waste Management Regulations
There is a specific requirement to identify what are termed “Priority Waste Streams”. These include packaging waste, construction/demolition waste, end of life vehicles, waste tyres, waste oils, batteries, electrical goods and PCBs. Management systems have been identified for each of these waste streams depending on the degree of hazard involved and in terms of non-hazardous waste planning. 
 It is an objective of the Council to implement and monitor the Waste Management Regulations under the following headings: 
 •              Packaging;
 •              Private Sector Waste Facilities;
 •              Movement of Hazardous Waste;
 •              Treatment of Farm Plastics;
 •              Waste Collection;
 •              Land Reclamation;
 •              Suspected Illegal Landfills;
 •              End of Life vehicles;
 •              Waste Electrical and Electronic Equipment and
 •              Waste batteries and waste tyres. 
 ·                Biodegradable waste’
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr P. Cosgrave:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (45) 0510
Item ID: 22990
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

Amend Section 2.4.12.i to replace “composting” with “biological treatment” to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

 ‘2.4.12.i    POLICY  ES7:  Waste Hierarchy
It is the policy of the Council that no waste generated within the County that is recyclable or compostable will be incinerated at any location.  This will be achieved through a strict
adherence to the EU Waste Hierarchy which places recycling (which includes composting biological treatment) ahead of energy recovery  (which includes incineration).’
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 (46) 0510
Item ID: 22991
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

Amend Section 2.5.2 to insert additional introductory comments after the third paragraph (additional text in bold):

‘2.5.2 Background
To accord with the principles of sustainable development and to be at the forefront of new technology, the Council will facilitate the provision of a widespread accessible telecommunications infrastructure to all residents in the County and will encourage energy conservation and the development of renewable energy resources. 
 Companies and homes throughout South Dublin County are connected to the National Frame Network for Eircom and the National Fibre Network for Esat Business. The National Digital Park at Citywest has a key connection point to a high-speed international cable providing critical broadband data transmission links to cities in Europe, US, South America and Asia Pacific. Commercial and residential customers in South Dublin County have the choice of utilising natural gas supplied by Bord Gáis Eíreann. 
 The development of a secure and reliable electricity transmission infrastructure is recognised as a key factor supporting economic development and attracting investment to the County. The Electricity Supply Board is facing higher demands due to an increase in population and growing commercial activity, and additional capacity will be required if demands continue to rise.
 The White Paper ‘Delivering A Sustainable Energy Future For Ireland’ sets out the Government’s Energy Policy Framework 2007-2020 to deliver a sustainable energy future for Ireland. The Government’s over-riding policy objective is to ensure that energy is consistently available at competitive prices with minimal risk of supply disruption.
 Strategic Goals of particular relevance to land use planning, include: 
addressing climate change by reducing energy related greenhouse gas emissions; accelerating the growth of renewable energy sources; promoting the sustainable use of energy in transport; maximising energy efficiency and energy savings across the economy; delivering electricity and gas to homes and businesses over efficient, reliable and secure networks; and ensuring an integrated approach to energy policy 
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 (47) 0510
Item ID: 22992
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

It is recommended that the following objective be inserted before Section 2.5.9 under a new heading ‘Sustainable Energy’:

‘Sustainable Energy
It is an objective of the Council to prepare a County policy regarding Sustainable Energy.  Such a policy will allow for a coherent, comprehensive but flexible approach to be taken to the promotion of national sustainable energy objectives.  In particular the energy policy will identify future and current demand, improve efficiency to reduce demand, increase the share of renewables in supply and ensure diversity of supply.  It is an objective of the Council to prepare an energy mapping system to be rolled out throughout the County on an appropriate phased basis.’
This issue is also the subject of a comrehensive report under M 83 proposed by Cllr Lavelle.
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor M. Duff that the Manager’s Report be amended to read as follows;

It is recommended that the following objective be inserted before Section 2.5.9 under a new heading ‘Sustainable Energy’:

‘Sustainable Energy
It is an objective of the Council to prepare a County policy regarding Sustainable Energy.  Such a policy will allow for a coherent, comprehensive but flexible approach to be taken to the promotion of national sustainable energy objectives.  In particular the energy policy will identify future and current demand, improve efficiency to reduce demand, increase the share of renewables in supply and ensure diversity of supply. The policy will include issues such as zero carbon housing, green zones and district heating.  It is an objective of the Council to prepare an energy mapping system to be rolled out throughout the County on an appropriate phased basis.’
The Amendment to the Manager’s Report was AGREED.

The Amended Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr W. Lavelle:
“That the amended recommendation contained in the report to Motion 83 be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

Mot (83) 0510
Item ID: 23082 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
To add the following policies to section 2.5.9:

Policy: It is the policy of the Council to prepare and adopt a county-wide Energy Action Plan for the County.  Such plan shall be drawn up and adopted by the Council within one year of the adoption of the County Development Plan. This plan shall identify future and current demand and include programmes to improve efficiency to reduce demand, to promote and increase the usage of renewable energy and ensure diversity of supply. This plan shall contain specific verifiable targets to be monitored and reported on annually to the elected members of the Council
Policy: It is the policy of the Council to promote the development of zero carbon housing in the County and in this regard to identify locations within the County to be designated as Green Zones, where such development can be prioritised. 
Policy: It is the policy of the Council that the location of Green Zones shall be determined in accordance with the terms of a county-wide energy action plan to be prepared and adopted by the Council within one year of the adoption of the County Development Plan
Policy: It is the policy of the Council to promote the development of district heating networks throughout the County. Such networks to be powered from renewable sources such as geothermal, CHP or other suitable renewable fuels. This policy shall be implemented in accordance with the terms of a county-wide energy action plan to be prepared and adopted by the Council within one year of the adoption of the County Development Plan.
Bottom of Form

H-I (48) 0510
Item ID: 22993
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 

To amend Policy EC9 (Section 2.5.14.i) as follows (additional text in bold):

2.5.14.i    Policy EC9: Service Providers and Energy Facilities
It is the policy of the Council to encourage the provision of energy facilities in association with the appropriate service providers. The Council will facilitate the sustainable expansion of the existing service provider networks, notably Bord Gais, Eirgrid and the Electricity Supply Board (ESB), in order to ensure satisfactory levels of supply and to minimise constraints for development.
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.”

Mot (80) 0510
Item ID: 23070

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

Amend ‘Policy T14: Transport and Traffic Impact Statements’ by adding the following: “Transport and Traffic ImpactStatement shall be prepared in compliance with the National Road Authority  Traffic & Transport Assessment Guidelines, September 2007.”
 
REPORT:
The proposed amendment is considered reasonable.

 The aim of the guidance document is to integrate transport with sustainable development principles and to promote alternative travel modes to the private car. It is recommended that this aim be included i.e ‘Traffic & Transport Assessment Guidelines, September 2007 in order to integrate transport with sustainable development principles and to promote alternative travel modes to the private car.

Manager’s Recommendation:
That the proposed motion be adopted:              

Amend ‘Policy T16: Transport and Traffic Impact Statements’ by adding the following sentence to subsection 2.2.19.i:

 “Transport and Traffic Impact Statements shall be prepared in compliance with the Traffic & Transport Assessment Guidelines, National Road Authority  September 2007.”

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (82) 0510
Item ID: 23075

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

Amend Section 2.3.9 on ‘Ground and Surface Waters’ by omitting the sentence “In particular the requirements of the SuDs Manual by the UK’s Construction Industry Research and Information Association (CIRIA) shall be followed unless specially  exempted by the Planning Authority” and replacing it with the following:  “The website www.irishsuds.com should be consulted for guidance.”
REPORT:
No objection to proposed amendment

Recommendation
Adopt motion

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (84) 0510

Item ID: 23092
It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor P. Kearns:
That 2.5.10.i Policy EC6 be amended by the addition of the following, after “sustainable manner”

“, and are fully consistent with the principles and policies in this Plan, relating to zoning of lands for residential development”

REPORT:
The proposed amendment is considered reasonable.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the the proposed amendment be inserted to read as follows:

That 2.5.10.i Policy EC6 be amended by the addition of the following, after “sustainable manner”

“, and are fully consistent with the principles and policies in this Plan, relating to zoning of lands for residential development, as outlined in Section 0.2 Core Strategy.”

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

Mot (85) 0510
Item ID: 23093

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor P. Kearns:
That 2.5.10.i Policy EC6 be amended by the addition of the following, after “sustainable manner”

“, and are fully consistent with the principles and policies in this Plan, relating to zoning of lands for residential development”

REPORT:
The proposed amendment is considered reasonable.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the the proposed amendment be inserted to read as follows:

That 2.5.10.i Policy EC6 be amended by the addition of the following, after “sustainable manner”

“, and are fully consistent with the principles and policies in this Plan, relating to zoning of lands for residential development, as outlined in Section 0.2 Core Strategy.”

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

Mot (86) 0510
Item ID: 23095

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor P. Kearns: 

That 2.5.9 Renewable Energy, as adopted in the Draft Plan adopted in September 2009 be amended as follows:

Amend the last two sentences in the second paragraph, from “The Council will also have regard…” to “… success of these endeavours” to read

“ In evaluating, or making determinations, on any proposals relalting to the exploitation/use of renewable energy resources within the County, the Council will have regard to the Wind Energy Development Guidelines for Planning Authorities(2006) and any other relevant legislation or guidelines that may be published from time to time. The Council will ensure that the scientific and technical aspects of any renewable energy proposals, including claims made in regard to viability, sustainability, self sufficiency, are independently investigated by the Council or an independent expert on behalf of the Council. This will encourage best practice development to ensure the sustainability and long term success of such endeavours.”

REPORT:
The proposed amendment is considered reasonable.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the amendment be inserted in the Draft Plan as proposed.

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (89) 0510
Item ID: 23271 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Jones and seconded by Councillor G. O’ Connell: 

That this Council will examine the lands adjacent to Cooldrinagh Lane and beside the former Tara Co-op site with a view to determining suitability of this location for a Park and Ride facility.

REPORT:
Local Zoning Objective 1. Cooldrinagh - Redevelopment of Former Co-Op Site sets out clearly the view of the Planning Authority in relation to the appropriate use of this site considering its location within a Green Belt Zone.  Whilst opportunities for park and ride provision an the N 4 should be examined it must be noted that this could give rise to the direct undermining of the Green Belt which has a county wide role in separating Lucan from Leixlip.  

Manager’s Recommendation:
That this motion be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (92) 0510
Item ID: 23276 

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

Transportation 6.4.1: It is the policy of this Council that on completion of the LUAS F Line, LUAS to Lucan/Palmerstown that this line should feature in the County Development Plan.

REPORT:
The LUAS Line F will be included in the County Development Plan when the route is completed.

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

The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (121) 0510
Item ID: 23312 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart: 

That the exclusion zones on mobile technology mast as proposed by this councilor and agreed at last development plan be carried forward into new development plan 2010-2016  (Noting that further improvements have been made in technology since the last development plan was agreed namely that - routers have now entered the marketplace and available and in use in Ireland which are capable of interacting with base stations up to 5km away. Furthermore than the exempted development in this category is not extended.

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 be adopted.

It was proposed by Councillor C. Keane and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart that the Motion be amended to read as follows:

That the exclusion zones on mobile technology mast as proposed by this councillor and agreed at last development plan be carried forward into new development plan 2010-2016  (Noting that further improvements have been made in technology since the last development plan was agreed namely that - routers have now entered the marketplace and available and in use in Ireland which are capable of interacting with base stations up to 5km away.
The Amendment was AGREED.
The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.

Mot (70) 0510
Item ID: 23054 

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

Append the following phrase to the end of Section 2.4.13 Municipal Solid Waste Disposal under Environmental Services:

“In the longer term, and in collaboration with adjoining local authorities and other agencies, it is intended to investigate and develop sustainable waste management solutions based on current and emerging technologies, including Mechanical Biological Treatment”

REPORT:
Notwithstanding the positive environmental impacts whereby this would further reduce the volume of waste sent to landfill the issue raised in the proposed motion has been considered at the previous Development Plan review meetings and is not relevant at this stage of the development plan review process.

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is considered that the issue raised in the Motion is adequately covered in the Draft Plan.

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

The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (79) 0510
Item ID: 23068

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor P. Cosgrave: 

Delete the last sentence of Section 2.5.9, Renewable Energy, in the Draft Development Plan adopted in September 2009 and replace with the following:

“It is also an objective of the Council to support during the period of this plan a pilot project to demonstrate the exploitation and use of the renewable energy source being explored in the County, in a new energy self sufficient( in defined terms, such as self sufficient in terms of heating)  residential  development on existing residential zoned lands”.

REPORT:
The proposed amendment is considered reasonable.

The requirement to locate the pilot project on existing residential zoned lands represents a more effective use of zoned lands. Use of these lands, rather than rezoning agricultural lands, would cumulatively have a positive effect on the South Dublin landscape, while the retention of lands in agricultural use will have locally positive impacts upon the landscape and associated habitats. The potential to allow for such a project on existing zoned lands allows for the inclusion of brownfield sites. In order to allow for a full range of brownfield sites to be included, it is recommended that the motion be broadened to include lands zoned for ‘mixed uses’, or ‘brownfield sites’. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the proposed amendment be inserted to read as follows: 

“It is also an objective of the Council to support during the period of this plan a pilot project to demonstrate the exploitation and use of the renewable energy source being explored in the County, in a new energy self-sufficient (in defined terms, such as self-sufficient in terms of heating) residential development on lands zoned primarily for development”.

Following discussions to which Councillors E. Tuffy, C. Keane, and T. Ridge contributed, Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.

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

Mot (90) 0510
Item ID: 23272 

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:

Road Safety, Traffic and Parking: It is the policy of this Council to carry out the review of the noise measuring on the N4 and Outer Ring Road and to implement any measures required as a result of this review.

REPORT:
The proposed amendment is considered reasonable.  

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the proposed amendment be adopted and that the new policy read as follows:

It is the policy of this Council to carry out the review of the noise measuring on the N4 and Outer Ring Road and to implement any measures required as a result of this review, subject to a suitable source of funding being identified.

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

Mot (93) 0510
Item ID: 23277

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor M. Duff: 

Road Safety, Traffic and Parking: It is the policy of this Council to prioritise the safety of all those using schools in this County, particularly school-going children, and to make available the required funding for such safety measures.

REPORT:
The proposed amendment is considered reasonable for inclusion in the Development Plan. However the allocation of funding is not a Development Plan matter.

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

Insert new Policy 2.2.         15.iv to read as follows:

It is the policy of this Council to prioritise the safety of all those using schools in this County, particularly school-going children.          

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

Mot (105) 0510
Item ID: 23292 

It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan: 

Noting Policy SN8 Speed Design for Side Streets and Back Streets of 30km.p.h., this Council agrees to work towards making the public aware of this fact.

REPORT:
The inclusion of wording in the plan to meet the requirements of this motion is considered reasonable.

Recommendation:
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

Insert additional sentence at end of Policy SN8 ‘Design Speed’ such that the policy reads as follows (additional text in bold):

‘It is the policy of the Council that Side Streets and Back Streets should be designed for a design speed of 30 kilometres per hour.  The Council will work towards making the public aware of this fact’.
The report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (101) 0510
Item ID: 23288 

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

At 2.214 add an additional paragraph “

Walking and Cycling will be promoted by securing the development of a network of safe cycle routes and footpaths on new and existing roads and on routes reserved exclusively for pedestrians and cyclists and by the development of foot and cycleways off-raod (e.g. through open spaces and along established rights of way”.
REPORT:
The objectives raised in this Motion have already been dealt with in Policy T12 and section 2.2.14.

Policy T12: ‘Pedestrian and Cyclist Movement’ states:

‘It is the policy of the Council to ensure sustainable forms of movement and the use of the street by pedestrians and cyclists and to promote permeable pedestrian and cyclist networks connecting to shops, community facilities, employment areas and desired places to go’.  
 Section 2.2.14 also deals with these issues as follows:

‘Pedestrian and cyclist routes are encouraged to be located on-street to enliven and enhance the public realm.
Off-street routes can be provided to encourage walking and cycling in the form of short cuts to specific locations or recreational green routes (direct routes)…’
The Environmental Assessment Report on the motions found that with respect to the objectives raised in this motion and already contained in the Draft Plan, the status of specific Strategic Environmental Objectives is likely to improve.  These objectives are as follows:

· ‘To protect human health from hazards or nuisances arising from traffic and incompatible landuses’; 

· ‘to minimise increases in travel related greenhouse emissions to air’; and 

· ‘to reduce car dependency within the County by way of, inter alia, encouraging modal change from car to more sustainable forms of public transport and encouraging development which will not be dependent on private transport’.

 As the objectives proposed in the motion are already contained in the plan, the proposed additional paragraph is not required.

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

The Motion was AGREED.

The Mayor proposed a suspension of standing orders for 5 minutes. This was AGREED.
Mot (106) 0510
Item ID: 23293

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
That in considering planning applications for public facilities and businesses that   preference will be given to applications which allow the exploitabtion of electric cars in order to reduce carbon emissions, by providing charging points.

Bottom of Form

The Meeting was adjourned at 9.05pm.
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