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The Mayor, Councillor M. Duff, presided.

H-I (27) 0510

Item ID: 23530

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
Telecommunications and Energy
2.5.8 Telecommunications Antennae and Support Structures

To amend section 2.5.8 to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through)

2.5.8 Telecommunications Antennae and Support Structures
In the consideration of proposals for telecommunications antennae and support structures the Council will, as a minimum standard, have regard to the Telecommunications Antennae and Support Structures Guidelines for Planning Authorities (1996) and to such other publications and material as may be relevant in the circumstances. 
 
The Guidelines deal with telecommunications installations related to the provision of public cellular mobile telephone systems. They also deal with the antennae required for receiving and transmitting telephony signals, the support structures for these antennae, the associated buildings and radio equipment containers, ancillary equipment such as poles and cables and with access roads to base stations. 
 
When evaluating planning applications for the provision of such telecommunications installations, the Council will be concerned to ensure the protection of public health and the preservation of residential and visual amenity. Regard will be had to the Telecommunications Antennae and Support Structures Guidelines for Planning Authorities (1996) and to any other matters considered relevant to the achievement of these objectives. 
 
In particular, the Council will discourage the location of antennae in residential areas and near schools primary and secondary schools and childcare facilities, and will set down and review standards in this regard from time to time. In doing so, South Dublin County Council wishes to provide the maximum protection for the health and well being of its citizens, and to strike a fair balance between the rights of individual citizens and the general good.
 
A minimum distance of approximately 100 metres shall be provided between mobile communication masts/antennae and residential areas/schools primary and secondary schools/childcare facilities/hospitals. This requirement shall not apply in the case of planning applications relating to sites where planning permission for such development has previously been granted. 
 
The 100m rule in relation to Masts and residential areas, schools and hospitals shall be applicable to all Masts regardless of previous temporary grants of permission, whilst providing for a three year period to all companies who currently have structures within the 100m zone to source alternative sites.
 
The Council will discourage a proliferation of these masts in the County. To achieve this, the Council will promote co-operation between relevant agencies/operators, the sharing of space on telecommunications masts, and careful site selection. Where new facilities are proposed applicants will be required to satisfy the Council that they have made a reasonable effort to share facilities or to locate facilities in clusters.
 
Planning permissions for telecommunications antennae and support structures shall be for a temporary period of not more than five years. 
 
In the consideration of proposals for telecommunications antennae and support structures, applications will be required to demonstrate the following:
 
•              Compliance with the Telecommunications Antennae and Support Structures Guidelines for Planning Authorities (1996) and to other publications and material as may be relevant in the circumstances;
 
•              On a map the location of all existing telecommunications structures within a 1km radius of the proposed site, stating reasons why (if not proposed) it is not feasible to share existing facilities bearing in mind the Code of Practice on Sharing of Radio Sites (2003);
 
•              To what degree the proposal will impact on the amenities of occupiers of nearby properties, or the amenities of the area (e.g. visibility issues regarding free-standing masts and associated equipment cabinets, and security fencing treatment) with potential for mitigating visual impacts, for example such as by low and mid-level landscape screening to be explored where appropriate, and any access arrangements explored including impact on any existing public Right of Way;
 
•              That the beam of greatest intensity from a base station does not fall on any part of school grounds or buildings without agreement from the school and parents. Where an operator submits an application for planning permission for the installation, alteration or replacement of a mobile phone base station, whether at or near a school or college, the operator must provide evidence that they have consulted with the relevant body of the school or college; and  That the beam of greatest intensity from a base station does not fall on any part of the grounds or buildings of a primary or secondary school or childcare facility, without agreement from the management of the school/facility and the parents of children attending the school/facility. Where an operator submits an application for planning permission for the installation, alteration or replacement of a mobile phone base station, whether at or near a primary or secondary school or childcare facility, the operator must provide evidence that they have consulted with the relevant body of the school or childcare facility.
 
•              A statement from operators of compliance with the Guidelines for Limiting Exposure to Time-Varying Electric, Magnetic and Electromagnetic Fields (Up To 300 GHz), (1998), in order to reduce genuine public health and safety concerns.
  
Reason
In order to improve clarity and to ensure consistency with relevant national guidance.

  

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillor C. King 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.”

Mot (58) 0510


Item ID: 23041

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
MOTION: Given the statutory obligations for the Council; the phrase regarding compliance with the European Union, National and Regional policy is considered to add little value to the concept of an ‘Aim’ underlying the Council’s approach to waste. Therefore Section 2.4.1. detailing the underlying Aim for the Council to be amended to read as follows:

2.4.1 Aim
To provide a leadership role in relation to the control of air quality, noise and light pollution; and the sustainable management of waste through the Council’s own policy and implementation of solutions on waste minimisation, re-use and recycling so as to limit the financial and climatic impacts of landfill; and in moving away from any dependence on incineration within the life of this plan.  

REPORT:
The issues raised in the proposed motion have been considered at the previous Development Plan review meetings and are not appropriate at this stage of the development plan review process.

The requirements of Government and EU Policy on environmental issues must be complied with and will be reflected in the Development Plan.

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

Following discussions to which Councillors G. O’ Connell, J. Hannon, C. Jones, J. Lahart, C. Keane, and C. King contributed, Mr J. Horan, Mr F. Nevin, and Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Manager proposed that the Manager’s Recommendation be amended to read as follows;

To provide a leadership role in relation to the control of air quality, noise and light pollution; and the sustainable management of waste through the Council’s own policy having regard to European, National and  Regional policies and implementation of solutions on waste minimisation, re-use and recycling so as to limit the financial and climatic impacts of landfill.
The Amended Report was NOTED and the Amended Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (59) 0510


Item ID: 23042

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Section 2.4.2 Strategy under Environmental Services to be amended to read as follows:

2.4.2 Strategy
The strategy of the Council for the development of Environmental Services in the County is as follows:

·         Actively pursue the implementation of solutions on waste minimisation, re-use and recycling and move away from any dependence on landfill and incineration within the life of the plan. 

·         Apply the key principle of waste management policy of “polluter pays”. 

·         Implement a shift in focus to prevention and minimisation measures whilst developing recycling and waste sorting measures. 

·         Cooperate with other agencies both public and private in viable schemes to manage the collection and biological treatment of organic waste produced within the County during the life of the current plan.

·         No municipal or construction waste generated within the County that can be recycled or biologically treated from the County is to be incinerated in any location by the end of the life of this plan.

·         Recognise the resource potential of Construction & Demolition waste and increase the level of its recycling to 85% as a minimum by 2013 in line with Central Government Policy as outlined by the National Construction and Demolition Waste Council (NCDWC). 

·         Co-operate with and participate in the preparation of regional plans for the collection, treatment, handling and disposal of wastes

·         Promote the prevention and reduction of waste and the increased re-use and

recycling of materials from all waste streams meet or exceed targets in the Waste Management Plan for the Dublin Region 2005-2010 in line with the  Council’s own policies.

·         Promote public education and awareness of environmental issues.

·         Reduce the effects of air, noise and light pollution on environmental amenity and biodiversity.

REPORT:
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 recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
Following discussions to which Councillors G. O’ Connell, C. Keane, and C. King contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Manager proposed that the Manager’s Recommendation be amended to read as follows;

The strategy of the Council for the development of Environmental Services in the County is as follows:

· Conform to the European Union and National  and Regional Waste Strategy in all matters relating to the production, handling, treatment and disposal of waste within the County

·         Actively pursue the implementation of solutions on waste minimisation, re-use and recycling in line with the waste management hierarchy 

·         Apply the key principle of waste management policy of “polluter pays”. 

·         Implement a shift in focus to prevention and minimisation measures whilst developing recycling and waste sorting measures. 

·         Cooperate with other agencies both public and private in viable schemes to manage the collection and biological treatment of organic waste produced within the County during the life of the current plan.

·         No municipal or construction waste generated within the County that can be readily recycled or biologically treated from the County is to be incinerated in any location by the end of the life of this plan.

·         Recognise the resource potential of Construction & Demolition waste and promote the level of its recycling in line with Central Government Policy. 

·         Co-operate with and participate in the preparation of regional plans for the collection, treatment, handling and disposal of wastes

·         Promote the prevention and reduction of waste and the increased re-use and

recycling of materials from all waste streams meet or exceed targets in the Waste Management Plan for the Dublin Region 2005-2010 in line with the  Council’s own policies.

·         Promote public education and awareness of environmental issues.

·         Reduce the effects of air, noise and light pollution on environmental amenity including  biodiversity.
The Amended Report was NOTED and the Amended Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (60) 0510


Item ID: 23043

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor S. Crowe:

In Section 2.4.3 under Environmental Services - add a reference to the Council’s own policies to the bullet point on National and EU policy and legislative requirements so it reads as:

· “National and EU policy and legislative requirements and the Council’s own policies;”

REPORT:
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 recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
The Manager proposed that the Manager’s Recommendation be amended to read as follows;

In Section 2.4.3 under Environmental Services insert the following-
National and EU policy and legislative requirements and the appropriate policies as adopted by the Council

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

Mot (61) 0510


Item ID: 23044

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor S. Crowe:
Append the following to the end of Section 2.4.3 under Environmental Services: 
“In the context of proposed Government Policy and Legislative changes, the Council will endeavour to reflect the views of the members above  in any new plans or measures for the county.”

REPORT:
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.

The requirements of the Government Policy will be required to be contained within the Development Plan. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (62) 0510


Item ID: 23045

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Delete the following phrase from Section  2.4.5 Waste Management Plans under Environmental Services as refers to what is governed by legislation and adds no value the Statement:

“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).”

Mot (63) 0510


Item ID: 23046

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor R. Dowds:
Amend the last line in Section  2.4.5 Waste Management Plans so that it reads more correctly as :

“Aggressive incremental targets are to be set to ensure that within the life of the Plan this target will be achieved.”

REPORT:
Notwithstanding the positive environmental effect 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 recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
The Manager proposed that the Manager’s Recommendation be amended to read as follows;

The waste management plan will have Aggressive incremental targets are to be set to ensure that within the life of the Plan this target will be achieved.

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

Mot (64) 0510


Item ID: 23048

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Include a new policy in Section 2.4.6 as follows 

“2.4.6.ii Policy ES4(a): Limiting Incineration Capacity
It is the policy of the Council that no waste-to-energy incinerator or waste-to-energy thermal treatment relying on the combustion of waste be situated in the County”

REPORT:
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.

While it is acknowledged that a number of similar policies exist in the Draft Development Plan and that this proposal has no significant impact, overall the consequences are negative in that it undermines an integrated approach to waste management strategy. 

Manager’s Recommendation:

It is recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (65) 0510


Item ID: 23049

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Replace policy 2.4.10.i Policy ES6:Waste Prevention and

Reduction with the following clarification:

2.4.10.i Policy ES6: Waste Prevention and Reduction
It is the policy of the Council to undertake waste prevention  in line with the principles of sustainable development in order to reduce waste arisings and decouple the environmental impacts of waste generation from economic growth.

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 recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (66) 0510


Item ID: 23050

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor P. Cosgrave:

Append the following clause to the end of the Policy ES8 on Waste Re-use of Recycling:

” except by sale or transfer to incineration“

REPORT:
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.

This would exclude waste to energy incineration or thermal treatment which form part of the Waste Management Plan. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
It was proposed by the Manager that the Manager’s Recommendation be amended to read as follows;

Insert additional wording to policy ES8: It is the policy of the Council to reduce the amount of waste to be landfilled or incinerated.
The Amended Report was NOTED and the Amended Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (67) 0510


Item ID: 23051

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Include a new policy in Section 2.4.12.iiii. regarding Recycling of Packaging Waste

” 2.4.12.iii Policy ES8(a): Recycling of Packaging Waste
It is the policy of the Council, to ensure that the requirements of the Legislation in relation to the recycling of packaging waste be upheld through effective enforcement action”

Mot (68) 0510


Item ID: 23052

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

Include a new policy in Section 2.4.12.iiii. regarding Recycling of Packaging Waste

2.4.12.iv Policy ES8(b): Organic Waste
The Council will cooperate with other agencies both public and private as appropriate, in viable schemes to manage the collection and biological treatment of organic waste produced within the County during the life of the current plan.  

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 recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (69) 0510


Item ID: 23053

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor P. Cosgrave:
Delete the following phrase fromSection 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 develop ‘waste to energy’ conversion systems for the disposal of municipal solid waste”

REPORT:
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 recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (71) 0510


Item ID: 23055

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

Delete Policy ES9 as it adds no further clarification or value to the statement:

And / or:
Replace Policy ES9 with the following:

2.4.14.i Policy ES9: Municipal Solid Waste Disposal
It is the policy of the Council to investigate the use of Mechanical Biological treatment and other ‘non-incinerating’ technologies to address the disposal of residual municipal solid waste. 

REPORT:
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. The Motion would exclude the use of incineration.

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (72) 0510


Item ID: 23056

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

Delete the following policy :

2.4.16.i Policy ES10: Hazardous Waste

It is the policy of the Council, to promote the aims of the National Hazardous Waste Management Plan.

REPORT:
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.

Removing the policy regarding the National Hazardous Waste Management Plan would not change the Councils obligation to comply with Government guidelines.  

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
Following discussions to which Councillors G. O’ Connell, C. King, and E. Tuffy contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (73) 0510


Item ID: 23057

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Insert the following policy in relation to Hazardous waste: 

2.4.16.i Policy ES10: Hazardous Waste
It is Council policy to co-operate with other agencies, to plan, organise, authorise and supervise the disposal of hazardous waste.

Bottom of Form

Mot (74) 0510


Item ID: 23058

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Insert the following policy in relation to Hazardous waste: 

2.4.16.ii Policy ES10(a): Hazardous Waste Minimisation
It is the policy of the Council, to promote the use of clean technology, and minimisation of the hazardous waste production in industry, including SMEs within the county.

REPORT:
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 recommended that the motion not be adopted. 

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (75) 0510


Item ID: 23059

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Insert the following policy in relation to Hazardous waste: 

2.4.16.iiI Policy ES10(b): Hazardous Waste Awareness
It is the policy of the Council, to undertake public information campaigns aimed at alerting householders, businesses, and farmers as to the dangers associated with the disposal of hazardous waste.

Mot (76) 0510


Item ID: 23060

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Insert the following policy in section 2.4.18 in relation unauthorised Waste Disposal : 

2.4.18.iv Policy ES#: Enforcement Action for Unauthorised Waste Disposal 
It is the policy of the Council, to ensure that a high priority is given to effective enforcement action against private individuals and businesses who illegally dump waste within South Dublin County Council’s administrative boundaries. 

Mot (77) 0510


Item ID: 23061
It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor E. Tuffy:                

Insert the following policy in section 2.4.18 in relation to Construction and Demolition Waste 

2.4.18.v Policy ES#: Construction and Demolition Waste 
It is the policy of the Council to require that planning applications for development (apart from residential developments of less than 15 units) be accompanied by a Waste Management Plan. The Plan, as a minimum, shall include a provision for the management of all construction and demolition waste arising on site, shall make provision for the recovery or disposal of this waste to authorised facilities by authorised collectors. Where appropriate, the re-use of excavated material from development sites on the site is to be encouraged, for landscaping, land restoration or for preparation for development.

REPORT:
Notwithstanding the positive environmental impacts whereby this would further reduce the volume of hazardous 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 recommended that the motion not be adopted. 
Following discussions to which Councillor G. O’ Connell, J. Lahart, and C. Keane contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (78) 0510


Item ID: 23062

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

Include a new policy in Section 2.4.6. regarding Waste Management Plans as follows 

“2.4.6.ii Policy ES2b: Waste Management Plan Data
It is the policy of the Council to maintain data in relation to waste management levels, complaints, breaches and enforcement actions so as to support effective measurement of progress against both plan and policy targets; and to feed into regional and national waste data collection systems; and to address improvement in the provision of statistical information to regional reporting mechanisms.

REPORT:
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. Enforcement of environmental legislation is not a matter for the Development Plan.

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

The Motion was AGREED.
Mot (112) 0510

Item ID: 23303 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Waste Management: To amend the County Development Plan to include: It is the policy of this Council to develop its own Waste Management Plans and promote: reduce, reuse, and recycle, and that it is the policy of this Council not to incinerate materials.

Mot (113) 0510

Item ID: 23304
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Policy ##: Horse Carcass Hygiene: It will be the policy of the Council to remove the carcasses of dead horses from lands in the control area of the Council within one week of notification being served to the Council by any party regarding the carcass; in the interests of Public Health and Safety, Animal Welfare and wider economic considerations regarding protecting the Agri-Food and Equine sector from the risk of spread of disease.  

Bottom of Form

Mot (114) 0510

Item ID: 23305 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:

Policy ##: Nomination of Authorised Officers under the Control of Horses Act:
It will be the policy to immediately liase with the Dublin SPCA in order to designate Named Inspectors from the DSPCA as “Authorised Officers” under the Control of Horses Act; so as to facilitate the Dublin SPCA being able to support the Council in meeting the Council’s legal responsibilities under the Act; and to facilitate the Dublin SPCA undertaking their duties in relation to animal welfare and human health and safety considerations more effectively.

Bottom of Form

Mot (115) 0510

Item ID: 23306 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:

Policy ##: Enforcement of The Control of Horses Act In order to address the mounting threat to public health and safety and animal welfare of uncontrolled horses in the Council’s jurisdiction; it will be the policy of the Council to enforce strictly The Control of Horses Act 1996 and any amendments thereof, and to conduct a policy of mandatory enforcement of the Council’s Bye Laws on the matter of horse welfare, in particular but not limited to enforcement of:  

 ·        Specification of control areas

 ·        Age limitations for horse ownership

 ·        Licencing requirements 

·        Maintenance of a register of Horse Licences  

Bottom of Form

Mot (116) 0510

Item ID: 23307 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:

Policy##: Enforcement of EU directive on ‘Identification of Equidae’ It will be the Council’s policy to implement and enforce the requirements of EU Directive (EC) No 504/2008 particularly in relation to the requirements for horses to have passports and be micro-chipped in the interests of :  Public health and safety, Protection of the food-chain; and The economic imperative of protecting the reputation of the Agri-Food sector worth over 16.8 Billion annually,  The international reputation of our equine sector, its associated revenues, and the tri-partheid agreement on the movement of horses so fundamental to the smooth operation of the industry and its ancillary industries, particularly given our proximity to The Horse County’ of Kildare, a showcase of the Irish equine industry. Note : For reference http://www.agriculture.gov.ie/farmingsectors/horses/equineidentificationdocumentspassports/  

Bottom of Form

Mot (117) 0510

Item ID: 23308 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:

Policy ##: Management of uncontrolled horses It will be the policy to remove as legistively prescribed all horses in the jurisdiction, particularly those on Council lands not complying with the legislative requirements of the Control of Horses Act and any amendments thereof; and to implement a zero-tolerance policy on same and to secure re-imbursement from the Dept of Agriculture as appropriate for the removal and management of such horses. 

Bottom of Form

Mot (118) 0510

Item ID: 23309 
The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:

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

Mot (120) 0510

Item ID: 23311

It was proposed by Councillor R. Dowds and seconded by M. Duff:

That no commercial or publicly controlled incinerator be built in South Dublin.

REPORT:
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 recommended that the motion not be adopted. 

Following discussions to which Councillors R. Dowds, C. Keane, P. Cosgrave, J. Lahart, and J. Hannon contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Manager suggested the following amendment to the motion:

Insert the words “other than for industrial processes or health purposes” between “incinerator” and “be built”.

This amendment was proposed by The Mayor, Cllr Duff, seconded by Cllr Dowds, and AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.
                   

Mot (128) 0510

Item ID: 23493

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Under Specific  2.3.21 Risk of Flooding, the proposal to have a policy to preserve a strip of 10m free from development as a minimum on the riparian edge is not considered sufficient, given a) the risk of flooding  to developments in such close proximity to rivers and given b) landscape and and the need to protect biodiversity in general. This section should be modified to state that riverside development will be discouraged – and set-back of at least 150m as a minimum required, in the light of the NRA guidelines on otters, a protected species, listed under Annex II and Annex IV of the Habitat’s Directive.

Bottom of Form

H-I (49) 0510

Item ID: 23466           
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
Section: Enterprise and Employment

Paragraph 3.2.21.ii, Policy EE39: Restriction Area at Baldonnell Airport

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

3.2.21.ii   Policy EE39: Restriction Area at Baldonnell Airport Casement Aerodrome
               It is the policy of the Council to again negotiate with the Department of Defence with the aim of reducing the no development restriction area at Baldonnell Airport Casement Aerodrome to that of norm at international airports generally, thus allowing some currently zoned lands to be opened up for use.

 
Reason
In order to ensure that references to Casement Aerodrome in the Plan are consistent.  

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr J. Lahart:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (50) 0510

Item ID: 23467         
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
A Busy Place
Section: Enterprise and Employment

Land-Use Zoning Tables

Insert references to superscripts ‘f’ and ‘g’ in the list of explanations for superscripts after the Land Use Zoning Tables (additional text in bold):  

a             In existing premises

b             In villages to serve local needs

c             In accordance with Council policy for development in rural areas

f              In accordance with  a Local Area Plan.
g             To service the local working population only
Reason
In order to explain superscripts ‘f’ and ‘g’ which occur in the Land Use Zoning Tables, but are not on the list of explanations of superscripts.

Recommendation
That the amendment be adopted.

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

H-I (51) 0510

Item ID: 23469        
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
 A Busy Place
Section: Retailing 

Section 3.4.8 Discount Food Stores

Relocate text from section 3.4.8 ‘Discount Food Stores’ to become new paragraph 3.4.10.xiv, incorporating new policy S14 followed by explanation, and renumber remainder of chapter accordingly (relocated text in bold):

3.4.10.xiv Policy S14: Discount Food Stores
It is Development Plan policy that applications for any discount convenience store (exceeding 1500m² gross) in areas where the site is not located in a designated neighbourhood, district or town centre should be accompanied by a statement justifying need, demonstrating impact on town centres, sequential test and demonstrating that the development is of an appropriate scale.
Discount food stores can effectively anchor smaller centres or local neighbourhood centres as well as complementing existing conventional convenience shopping in established Level 3 or 4 centres. Proposals for such developments will be considered in relation to the provisions of the Plan concerning the design, layout and impact of retail developments. For the purpose of zoning, a discount store should be assessed as a convenience shop and on the basis of the area it is proposed to serve, whether this is local or district.
Applications for discount food stores must demonstrate that they will not have a significant negative impact on Level 3 District Centres and Level 4 Local Centres. 

Reason
In order to ensure that the issue of Discount Food Stores is addressed as a policy issue.  

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

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

3.4.10.xiv Policy S14: Discount Food Stores
It is Development Plan policy that applications for any discount convenience store (exceeding 1500m² gross) in areas where the site is not located in a designated neighbourhood, district or town centre should be accompanied by a statement justifying need, demonstrating impact on town centres, sequential test and demonstrating that the development is of an appropriate scale.
Discount food stores can effectively anchor smaller centres or local neighbourhood centres as well as complementing existing conventional convenience shopping in established Level 3 or 4 centres. Proposals for such developments will be considered in relation to the provisions of the Plan concerning the design, layout and impact of retail developments. For the purpose of zoning, a discount store should be assessed as a convenience shop and on the basis of the immediate area it is proposed to serve, whether this is local or district.
The Amended Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr R. Dowds:
“That the amended recommendation contained in the amended report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (52) 0510

Item ID: 23473

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
Amend Policy 3.2.9viii  

REPLY:
The effect of this amendment is to delete reference to' approved plans' and replace with 'Local Area Plans'. The policy is to end after reference to Tallaght Centre Local area plan. 
It is considered that this ammendment brings clarity to the Council's approach to dealing with EP1 zoned areas.
Recommendation
Adopt proposed amendment.
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 J. Hannon:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (53) 0510

Item ID: 23473

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
Insert after  section 3.2.8iii; The strategic employment location categories  set out the spatial basis for enterprise and employment location. Based on the location categories the following criteria will aid assessments of strategic planning and development opportunities based on the employment location catagories: 

1.       Do the density, scale and quality of the development optimise the consolidation of the City Region?

2.       Is there significant regeneration benefit within the area, and/or the potential for follow-on future development?

3.       Does the development maximise the economic return on public investment in infrastructure?  

4.       Will the development support an existing or create a new tourist attraction within the City Region?

5.       Does the development support the development of agglomeration economies and clustering?

6.       Does the development contribute to the achievement of other strategic objectives for the City Region such as enterprise and employment creation?

7.       Does it contribute positively to the image and identity of a Creative City Region? 

8.       Does it contribute to an enhancement of quality of life?

9.       Does it lead to increased market competition in the area?

10.   Does it contribute to or increase the competitiveness of the City Region?

Reason

This is to include the above to bring the Draft plan into line with the other regional Draft Development Plans and to give further supporting information in relation to considering economic development notwithstanding the other comprehensive polices on promoting economic development.

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

H-I (54) 0510

Item ID:23533      
Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
New Policy:

To introduce a new policy after Section 3.2.9.ix to read as follows:

‘3.2.9.x Offices over 1,000 m2 in EP2 areas
It is the policy of the Council that offices over 1,000 m2 in EP2 areas shall be considered in areas where the planning authority is satisfied that there is sufficient public transport provision and the scale of the office reflects the existing scale and layout of the existing area.  Underground car parking will not be considered appropriate for such uses in EP2 locations.’  
To amend the Zoning Objective Matrix to indicate that Offices over 1,000 m2 are ‘Open For Consideration’ subject to the above policy.

 
Reason
A significant issue arising from the public consultation is the non-permitting of offices over 1,000m2 in EP2 areas.  Having reconsidered this matter it is recommended that this use should be moved to open for consideration subject to the inclusion of additional policies that give guidance on future consideration of proposals.  The purpose of this policy is to allow for appropriate proposals to be considered but not to undermine more suitable locations in EP1 areas or town centre locations.  The policies generally reflect those in the current County Development Plan. This view has been taken notwithstanding the view of the SEA that suggests that such a measure would require a mitigating measure that the restriction of development in sites which are not served (within 400 walkband) by high quality public transport such as Metro or Luas, and restriction on car parking spaces permitted in order to make public transport the only available option. 

 

Recommendation
That the new policy be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillor G. O’ Connell contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

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

 
H-I (55) 0510

Item ID: 22924

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
To amend policy TDL23 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

3.3.24.i    Policy TDL23:  Village Consolidation and Expansion
“It is the policy of the Council that all new development will consolidate the existing character of village settlements within the County and will be subject to the Sustainable Neighbourhoods section of the plan.”
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 (56) 0510

Item ID: 22927

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
To amend Section 3.4.3.iii Neighbourhood/Small Town/Village Centre as follows (additional text in bold):

‘3.4.3.iii Neighbourhood/Small Town/Village Centre
These centres usually provide for one supermarket or discount foodstore generally ranging in size from 1,000-1,500m2 with a limited range of supporting shops and retail services, cafes and possible other services such as post offices or community facilities or health clinics grouped together to create a focus for the local population.’

REPLY:
To provide clarity regarding the size of retail units appropriate to such local centres.

Recommendation
That the motion be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillors P. Cosgrave, W. Lavelle, R. Dowds, T. Gilligan, C. Jones, J. Lahart, and E. Tuffy contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

The Manager proposed that the Manager’s Report be amended to read as follows;
3.4.3.iii Neighbourhood/Small Town/Village Centre

These centres usually provide for one supermarket or discount foodstore ranging in size from 1000-1500 with a limited range of supporting shops and retail services, cafes and possible other services such as post offices or community facilities or health clinics grouped together to create a focus for the local population.
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 amended report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (58) 0510

Item ID: 22948

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
To amend the consultation distances, contained within Table 3.2.1 to represent the figures supplied by the HSA to incorporate the following (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through) and to amend the development plan maps to map the locations of the SEVESO sites:

	Table 3.2.1 SEVESO Establishments in South Dublin County Council  

	No.  
	Name  
	Location  
	Consultation Distance  

	1  
	Irish Distillers  
	Robinhood Road, Clondalkin, Dublin 22  
	1,000m 300m 

	2  
	Tibbet & Britten Group (Ireland) Ltd.  
	Robinhood Road, Clondalkin, Dublin 22  
	1,000m 300m 

	3  
	BOC*  
	Bluebell Industrial Estate, Dublin 12  
	1,000m 700m  


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

Mot (140) 0510

Item ID: 23324

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

To amend the County Development Plan under 3.3.23 Country Villages

In the second paragraph, amend as follows “The prime villages of the County include Rathcoole, Newcastle-Lyons, Saggart and Palmerstown”
REPORT:
There are no objections to the motion.

 
Recommendation:
That this motion be adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillors C. Keane, J. Lahart, G. O'Connell, E. Tuffy, J. Hannon, and T. Gilligan contributed, Mr C Ryan responded to queries raised.

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor C. Keane that the Motion be amended to “there are many prime villages in the County.”

The amendment was AGREED.
The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.

Mot (133) 0510

Item ID: 23090 

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:

To replace the existing ‘policy 3.3.19’ with the following three policy objectives:

3.3.19 (i) Policy TDL21: – Lucan Village Design Statement
It is the policy of the Council to require that all new development proposals within the environs of Lucan Village comply with the ‘Lucan Village Design Statement’ (2007);
3.3.19 (ii) Policy TDL22: – Future development of Lucan Village  
It is the policy of the council to facilitate the preparation of more strategic and forward looking vision and strategy for the future development of Lucan Village to address matters such as urban design, land-use, traffic management, environmental improvements and urban centre management including policies to: 
· Preserve and develop Lucan as Heritage Village having regard to the special historic and architectural character of the area and to preserve and enhance this unique character. 

· Further develop Lucan as pedestrian-friendly village; 

· Support the further development of Lucan Village as a destination centre for specialised and boutique commercial activity and as civic hub for the Lucan environs; 

· Actively seek the appropriate reuse of vacant buildings; 

· Seek to address and takes advantage of it’s prime location on the River Liffey while preserving the landscape and biodiversity of the river valley; 

· Retain the individual identity of Lucan by maintaining its physical separation from Leixlip; 

3.3.19 (iii) Policy TDL23:  – Consolidation of the Lucan Environs
It is the policy of the council to strengthen and consolidate the Lucan environs including the early phases of Adamstown SDZ as a legible, permeable and cohesive polycentric network of sustainable neighbourhoods and neighbourhood centres with well-developed and safe walking and cycling routes, an efficient road network, improved public transport with enhanced connectivity with Lucan Village. Plans to strengthen and consolidate the Lucan environs shall have particular regard to the need to provide necessary educational  and recreational facilities and amenities to cater for the significant number of young families and children resident in the Lucan environs and for the subsequent large increase in the number of teenagers due in coming years.
REPORT:
There are no objections to the replacement of policy 3.3.19 as set out in the Motion subject to some variation as set out below.

SEA RESPONSE: The creation of a specific vision for the development of Lucan village should allow for more effective control of development in the village including more sustainable layout and mix of use and density, while allowing for the retention of site features and habitats of worth, the preservation of heritage and the preservation and enhancement of the character of the place.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
If the Council agrees to the replacement of policy 3.3.19 the development plan should be amended to read as follows:

3.3.19 (i) Policy TDL21: – Lucan Village Design Statement

It is the policy of the Council to require that all new development proposals within the environs of Lucan Village comply with the ‘Lucan Village Design Statement’ (2007);

3.3.19 (ii) Policy TDL22: – Future development of Lucan Village  

It is the policy of the council to facilitate the preparation of more strategic and forward looking vision and strategy for the future development of Lucan Village to address matters such as urban design, sustainable neighbourhoods, land-use, traffic management, environmental improvements and urban centre management.  

It is an objective of the council to strengthen and consolidate the Lucan environs including the early phases of Adamstown SDZ as a legible, permeable and cohesive polycentric network of sustainable neighbourhoods and neighbourhood centres with well-developed and safe walking and cycling routes, an efficient road network, improved public transport with enhanced connectivity with Lucan Village.  To promote and facilitate the Dublin Transportation Office’s proposals, including the Luas system, Quality Bus Corridors and traffic calming/management.  Plans to strengthen and consolidate the Lucan environs shall have particular regard to the need to provide necessary educational and recreational facilities and amenities to cater for the number of young families and children resident in the Lucan environs and for the subsequent large increase in the number of teenagers due in coming years.

The Motion was AGREED subject to the deletion of the words “policies to” prior to the bullet points in 3.3.19 (ii)
 Mot (134) 0510

Item ID: 23099 

It was proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor D. Keating:

That the draft South Dublin County Development Plan be amended by the inclusion of the following policy for the development of Templeogue Village.

It is the policy of the council to facilitate the preparation of more strategic and forward looking vision strategy for the future development of Templeogue Village to address matters such as urban design, land-use, traffic management, environmental improvements and urban centre management including policies to: 
· Preserve and develop Templeogue Village having regard to the historic character of the area and to preserve and enhance this character. 

· Further develop Templeogue as pedestrian-friendly village. 

· Support the further development of Templeogue Village as a destination centre for specialised and boutique commercial activity. 

· Actively seek the appropriate reuse of vacant buildings. 

· Retain the individual identity of Templeogue Village 

 
REPORT:
There are no objections to the inclusion of this policy.

SEA RESPONSE:

The creation of a specific vision for the development of Templeogue village should allow for more effective control of development in the village including more sustainable layout and mix of use and density, while allowing for the retention of site features and habitats of worth, the preservation of heritage and the preservation and enhancement of the character of the place.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
If the Council decide to adopt this motion the development plan should be amended to read as follows:

It is the policy of the council to facilitate the preparation of more strategic and forward looking vision strategy for the future development of Templeogue Village to address matters such as urban design, sustainable neighbourhoods, land-use, traffic management, environmental improvements and urban centre management.

The Motion was AGREED subject to the deletion of the words “policies to” prior to the bullet points.

Mot (135) 0510

Item ID: 23105 

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

Amend Policy 3.3.4.iii by inserting as the 2nd sentence:

"The Council will support and encourage the setting up of markets within public or privately owned spaces in established villages in the County, such as Lucan, Clondalkin, and Rathcoole with an emphasis on supporting local entrepreneurship, cultural diversity, an expanded  range of retail businesses, and an increased availability of locally produced and manufactured products."

REPORT:
This motion is considered acceptable subject to amendments. It is recommended that the new text will be added to Section 3.4.10.xiv Casual Trading/temporary Markets and that the existing paragraph will be deleted. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendments.

Insert new paragraph in Section 4.3.10.xiv to read;  “The Council will support and encourage the setting up of markets within public or privately owned spaces in established villages and towns in the County, with an emphasis on supporting local entrepreneurship, cultural diversity, an expanded range of retail businesses, and an increased availability of locally produced and manufactured products”

It is recommended to delete paragraph two of Section 3.4.10.xiv, which states “It is an objective of the Council that a local market with locally made produce continue to be facilitated in the South Dublin County Area, that it be a high quality market, well managed and enhance the existing retail sector and that a special area be designated.”
Mot (143) 0510

Item ID: 23330 

It was proposed by Councillor M. Corr and seconded by Councillor M. Duff that Motion 143 be taken with Motion 135:

That the Development Plan of South Dublin County includes a strategy to increase and support the number of markets within public or privately owned spaces with particular emphasis on participation and location within disadvantaged areas, with an emphasis on cultural diversity and local entrepreneurship.

REPORT:
This motion is considered acceptable subject to amendments. It is recommended that the new text will be added to Section 3.4.10.xiv Casual Trading/temporary Markets and that the existing paragraph will be deleted. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendments.

Insert new paragraph in Section 4.3.10.xiv to read;  “The Council will support and encourage the setting up of markets within public or privately owned spaces in established villages and towns in the County, with an emphasis on supporting local entrepreneurship, cultural diversity, an expanded range of retail businesses, and an increased availability of locally produced and manufactured products”

It is recommended to delete paragraph two of Section 3.4.10.xiv, which states “It is an objective of the Council that a local market with locally made produce continue to be facilitated in the South Dublin County Area, that it be a high quality market, well managed and enhance the existing retail sector and that a special area be designated.”

Following discussions to which Councillors M. Corr, C. Brophy, C. Keane, J. Hannon, P. Cosgrave, and P. Kearns contributed, Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.
It was proposed by Councillor M. Corr and seconded by the Mayor Councillor M. Duff that in addition to the Manager’s recommendations that the following be included;
“A special area will be designated in the County. Traffic management measures will be required.”

The Reports were NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendations as Amended were AGREED.

Mot (136) 0510

Item ID: 23319 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Enterprise and Employment – 6.5.1: It is the policy of this Council to actively pursue employment creation policies that will secure future and sustainable employment, and to continually seek out newer ways of generating sustainable employment.  

Bottom of Form

Mot (139) 0510

Item ID: 23323 

It was proposed by Councillor G. Kenny and seconded by Councillor C. King:

Under Policy on Country Villages insert new Policy 3.3.24 viii   Provide the rural villages of Rathcoole, Saggart, Newcastle and Brittas and their environs as areas within the rural landscape where housing needs can be satisfied with minimal harm to the countryside while also providing residents with the advantages of a rural setting. 

REPORT:
Subsection 1.2.52.i Policy H29: Management of One-Off Housing in Rural Areas in the Draft Development Plan states: 

It is the policy of the Council to restrict the spread of one-off housing into the rural, mountain and high amenity zones (zones ‘B’, ‘H’, and ‘G’) and to encourage such housing, where acceptable, into existing village nuclei subject to availability of the necessary services.
This is a restatement of the relevant policy included in previous development plans over many decades. However, the lack of adequate water and drainage services in the rural villages inhibited the effective implementation of the policy until relatively recently.  Recent planned urban extensions to Newcastle, Rathcoole and Saggart villages, following the connection of these areas to the main drainage system, provide opportunities for younger members of the rural community to live in the local area. Similar opportunities are available at other locations along the urban fringe such as Kiltipper and Oldcourt. These planned developments can be seen as generally supporting measures to restrict further urban-generated housing, and to limit additional rural-generated housing in these rural areas. This is clearly consistent with the objective stated in Policy H15. 

The Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines (2005) place considerable emphasis on the need for planning authorities to adopt pro-active measures to reduce the demand for such housing, in particular by ensuring that well-planned housing is provided at affordable prices in nearby towns and villages, providing local housing opportunities for those living in adjoining rural areas who are seeking to acquire a house.  

It is recognised that some potential applicants for one-off housing would have a preference to build on individual plots and it is considered that where feasible such preferences should be facilitated in locations at the edge of villages and other suitable locations where public water and foul drainage services are available. The appropriate format for such development would be clustered housing with a single shared road access. This would be consistent with the Sustainable Rural Housing Guidelines (April 2005). 

SEA Comments
Increased housing development in the rural areas of the county will impact 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 be adopted with amendments to read as follows:

 Under Policy on Country Villages insert new Policy as follows:

It is the policy of the Council to facilitate the provision of suitable sites in the  villages of Rathcoole, Saggart, and Newcastle and their environs and at other appropriate locations, subject to the availability of the necessary services, for the purpose of accommodating members of the rural community who would otherwise seek to build a house in the open countryside, where such housing needs can be satisfied with minimal harm to the countryside while also providing residents with the advantages of a rural setting.  
The Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (141) 0510

Item ID: 23325 

It was proposed by Councillors J. Hannon and E. Walsh and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:

Facilitate and promote, in conjunction with relevant stakeholders, the concept of Tallaght as an Education City with the objective of utilizing the physical and educational infrastructure to provide for the education of international students in Tallaght.

REPORT:
The facilitation and promotion of Tallaght town centre as an Education City with the objective of utilizing the physical and educational infrastructure to provide for the education of international students in Tallaght town centre is welcome.  In conjunction with the facilities that Tallaght town centre has to offer such as the civic centre, which includes the theatre, Rua Red, the library; the retail centre located both in Tallaght Village and at the Square and the transportation infrastructural hub which links the Luas with buses and which will eventually link with Metro West the concept of an Education City would strengthen Tallaght town centre as a positive destination for students and all employment associated with education.

Manager’s Recommendation:
If the Council agree to this motion the plan should be amended to read as follows: 

 
Policy TDL7 Education City
It is the policy of the Council to facilitate and promote Tallaght Town Centre as an Education City, building upon the existing Institute of Technology and the growth of educational provision within the town centre and in close proximity to the major transportation hub. 
It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart, and seconded by Councillor J. Hannon that the Motion be amended to read as follows;

Facilitate and promote, in conjunction with relevant stakeholders, the concept of Tallaght as an Education and Innovation City with the objective of utilizing the physical and educational infrastructure to provide for the education of international students in Tallaght.

The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.

Mot (146) 0510

Item ID: 23343 

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

That this Development plan  agrees to brand and promote Tallaght as an Education City and attempts to promote and attract more International and National students to the area by using the ready availability of rented apartment and housing accommodation,   the existing educational Institutes and facilities  and its accessability through growing and improved transport infrastructure.

REPORT:
The facilitation and promotion of Tallaght town centre as an Education City with the objective of utilizing the physical and educational infrastructure to provide for the education of international students in Tallaght town centre is welcome.  In conjunction with the facilities that Tallaght town centre has to offer such as the civic centre, which includes the theatre, Rua Red, the library; the retail centre located both in Tallaght Village and at the Square and the transportation infrastructural hub which links the Luas with buses and which will eventually link with Metro West the concept of an Education City would strengthen Tallaght town centre as a positive destination for students and all employment associated with education.

Manager’s Recommendation:
If the Council agree to this motion the plan should be amended to read as follows: 

 
Policy TDL7 Education City
It is the policy of the Council to facilitate and promote Tallaght Town Centre as an Education City, building upon the existing Institute of Technology and the growth of educational provision within the town centre and in close proximity to the major transportation hub. 
Following discussions to which Councillors S. Crowe, C. Brophy, J. Lahart, E. Tuffy, C. Jones, J. Hannon, and C. Keane contributed.  Mr C. Ryan, F. Nevin, and J. Horan responded to queries raised, particularly in relation to the recent permission granted at Fortunestown Lane in respect of a proposed English Language School (SD10A/0016) and the zoning objective at that location.

It was proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor S. Crowe that the Motion be amended to read as follows:

That this Development plan  agrees to brand and promote Tallaght as an Education City and attempts to promote and attract more International and National students to the area by using the ready availability of rented apartment and housing accommodation,   the existing educational Institutes and facilities  and its accessibility through growing and improved transport infrastructure and provide for  future development of City West Institute by facilitating development for education and residential buildings associated with City West Institute within the existing footprint of the buildings.  

Councillor C. Brophy proposed that the Amendment be put to a roll call vote and this was seconded by Councillor S. Crowe.

A roll call vote on the Amendment to Motion 146 was taken with the results as follows:
	Motion No: 146 amendment
	For
	Against
	Abstain
	Absent

	BROPHY, Colm
	x
	 
	 
	 

	COBURN, Emma
	x
	 
	 
	 

	CORR, Marie
	x
	 
	 
	 

	COSGRAVE, Paddy
	x
	 
	 
	 

	CROWE, Seán
	x
	 
	 
	 

	DELANEY, Tony
	x
	 
	 
	 

	DOWDS, Robert
	x
	 
	 
	 

	DUFF, Mick
	x
	 
	 
	 

	GILLIGAN, Trevor
	x
	 
	 
	 

	HANNON, John
	x
	 
	 
	 

	JONES, Caitríona
	 
	x
	 
	 

	KEANE, Cáit
	x
	 
	 
	 

	KEARNS, Pamela
	x
	 
	 
	 

	KEATING, Derek
	x
	 
	 
	 

	KENNY, Gino
	 
	 
	 
	x

	KING, Cathal
	x
	 
	 
	 

	LAHART, John
	 
	 
	x
	 

	LAVELLE, William
	x
	 
	 
	 

	LAWLOR, Brian
	 
	 
	 
	x

	LOONEY, Dermot
	x
	 
	 
	 

	MALONEY, Éamonn
	x
	 
	 
	 

	McDONAGH, Matthew
	x
	 
	 
	 

	O'CONNELL, Guss
	x
	 
	 
	 

	RIDGE, Thérèse
	x
	 
	 
	 

	TUFFY, Eamon
	 
	x
	 
	 

	WALSH, Éamonn
	 
	 
	 
	x


Result of the roll call vote:

FOR  
20
AGAINST 2
ABSTAINED 1
ABSENT3
The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was then AGREED.

The Manager reminded the members of his advice given both in the report and debate against the Amendment and Motion as Amended.

Mot (142) 0510

Item ID: 23327 

It was proposed by Councillor M. Corr and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:

That this council commits through the Development Plan to create a Cultural quarter with a particular emphasis on cultural diversity, cultural development and cultural celebration.

REPORT:
It is unclear from the motion where the location of the proposed cultural quarter within the county would be.  However, during the 2004-2010 development plan period a civic and cultural quarter has grown up around the County Hall in Tallaght, including buildings such as the Tallaght Theatre, Rua Red, the County Library and the ‘Big Picture’.  These are located at the terminus of the Luas and are centrally situated to ensure the use of the space and facilities by those living, working and visiting the County town.  This space and place within the County could be intensified with a particular emphasis on cultural diversity, cultural development and cultural celebration.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
If the Council decide to agree this motion the following sections of the plan should be amended (additional text in bold)

3.3.5 Tallaght 

Tallaght is the County Town and the administrative capital of South Dublin County.  It remains a vibrant urban centre and is the focus of community and commercial life in the County. Tallaght expanded significantly during the lifetime of the 2004-2010 Development Plan.  Tallaght centre has also benefited from the location of the Luas Red Line terminal at Belgard Square.  

Tallaght Town Centre has major shopping facilities, civic offices and associated commercial, financial, cultural and community facilities and the Institute of Technology and the Regional Hospital are well established in the town.  In addition to these, Tallaght now boasts civic squares and plazas located in the developing centre around the major Luas hub with a new Arts Centre in Tallaght Town Centre.  Recent developments in Tallaght have resulted in a significant physical transformation, in particular within the town centre area.  Such progress has brought about a distinctive, modern, dynamic and compact urban centre.

Tallaght Town Centre benefited in the past under the Urban Renewal Scheme and also the implementation of the Tallaght Town Centre Local Area Plan (2006) which has guided the growth of sustainable forms of development in close proximity to major public transportation infrastructure.  Substantial mixed-use development including apartments, shopping-business and commercial ventures have located around the Luas terminal. The Plan will encourage and facilitate steps or measures to enhance the revitalisation and long term viability and concept of living in Tallaght Village and end the proliferation of take away units and empty apartments in the area and attempt to eradicate empty and derelict sites in the immediate area as well as encouraging the expansion of the cultural facilities that have grown up around Chamber Square.  
 
Policy: Tallaght Cultural Quarter
It is the policy of the Council to encourage the enhancement and expansion of the Cultural quarter which has grown up around Chamber Square with a particular emphasis on cultural diversity, cultural development and cultural celebration.
 

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

Mot (145) 0510

Item ID: 23342 

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

That this plan agrees to promote the building and infrastructure needed to enhance the community facilities and quality of life nescessary for residents for living and working in  Kingswood Village off the Naas Road 

REPORT:
Section 3 of the Development Plan sets out objectives and policies directing social inclusion, community facilities and recreation within the county.  The Kingswood area is zoned Objective LC ‘To protect, provide for and/or improve Local Centre Facilities’. This objective in conjunction with the objectives and policies contained within Section 3 of the plan provide sufficient basis for examining proposals for the area and the protection/improvement of facilities.  

Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required.

Following discussions to which Councillors S. Crowe, P. Cosgrave, D. Looney, and C. Brophy contributed, Mr F. Nevin responded to queries raised.

The Mayor Councillor M. Duff proposed, and Councillor S. Crowe seconded, an amendment that “A new SLO be inserted to state to prepare a framework study within the period of the Development Plan to ensure the building of the necessary infrastructure to enhance the community facilities and to consolidate the identity of Kingswood Village”
The Amendment was AGREED.

The Motion as Amended was AGREED.
Mot (137) 0510

Item ID: 23320  

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

At 3.2.16  Agriculture – add the following: “To consider land-use and agriculture in a new light since the introduction of the Single Payments Scheme which is leading to a fundamental shift in farming practice. Now under the SPS regime land, especially commonage and other rough grazing land, should be regarded primarily as an environmental/recreational activity. Farmers will be encouraged to see themselves as custodians of the countryside.  The requirement to farm environmentally as a condition of payment of subsidies should be extended to include the provision of reasonable access to the countryside.”
REPORT:
As was the case reported in the Manager’s Report and discussed at the Council meetings in September 2009 (Motion 172) Section 3.2.16 of the Draft Plan sets out the background to land use within the County in relation to agricultural enterprise.  Policies EE30-EE34 seek to protect the viability of agriculture and horticulture within the County, the facilitation of rural related enterprises, support sustainable development of agricultural diversification and the protection of agriculture and agri-business uses. 

The Single Payments Scheme is part of EU Council Regulations (1782/2003) and deals with payments to farmers subject to conditions.  The proposed linking of the opening up of agricultural land to the payment of subsidies is a legal matter which cannot be dealt with through the mechanism of the County Development Plan. 

To state in the Plan that land should be regarded primarily for environmental/recreational activity would undermine the importance of the agricultural land in terms of farming and local food production. Notwithstanding the potential positive impacts of the motion, it is considered that in light of the particulars detailed above, this motion should not be adopted.

 
Manager’s Recommendation:
This Motion is not relevant to the Development Plan

Following discussions to which Councillors G. O’ Connell, W. Lavelle, E.  Coburn, E. Tuffy, J. Hannon, and T. Gilligan contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.

On a show of hands the Motion FELL.
Mot (138) 0510

Item ID: 23321 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
At 3.2.19.iii  EE36: add: “Prohibit any development which would impinge on a public right of way or walking route”
Bottom of Form

Mot (144) 0510

Item ID: 23340

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
That South Dublin County Council imposes a restriction on any additional retail development at Liffey Valley Town Centre beyond that which is already agreed.

Bottom of Form

Mot (147) 0510

Item ID: 23344 

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

Retail – Scale and Location of Retail Developments Section – 3.4.6: This Council recognises the serious upset caused, particularly in residential areas, where off-licences have been provided, and commits to reducing to the number of planning applications granted for such off-licences in the County Development Plan 2010 – 2016.    

REPORT:
It is considered that this motion is not appropriate, as to reduce the number of planning applications granted for off-licences would lead to the prejudging of any future planning application and would therefore be against the proper planning and sustainable development of the County. 

Section 3.4.13 Off-Licence and Part Off-Licence and policies S16, S17, S18, S19, S20, S21, S22, and S23 apply when considering planning applications for off-licences in the County. 

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

Following discussions to which Councillors P. Cosgrave, T. Gilligan, C. Jones, C. Keane, E. Maloney, and W. Lavelle contributed, Mr F. Nevin and Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised. 

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

Retail – Scale and Location of Retail Developments Section – 3.4.6:

That this Council will monitor the number of planning permissions granted for off licenses. 

The Amendment was AGREED.
The Motion as Amended was AGREED.
Mot (148) 0510

Item ID: 23345 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
A Busy Place – Retailing: It is the policy of this Council not to issue planning permissions for off-licences in food-stores unless there are dedicated sales areas for alcohol, and that also include CCTV facilities.

Bottom of Form

Mot (149) 0510

Item ID: 23346 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
It will be part of the policy of this Council in having due  regard to public health  in the assessment of retail related planning applications that  this Council does not grant permissions to drug outlets other than registered pharmacies. That this Council shall also take due consideration whether, so called headshops constitute a public health concern, when assessing current or future planning applications.

Bottom of Form

Mot (150) 0510

Item ID: 23347 

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

That it is a policy of this plan to refrain from approving (new) off licences within a 100m distance from any housing estates

REPORT:
It is considered that Section 3.4.13 Off-Licence and Part Off-Licence and policies S16, S17, S18, S19, S20, S21, S22, and S23 are sufficient in determining planning applications for off-licences in the County. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.
Following discussions to which Councillors C. Brophy, P. Cosgrave, C. Keane, D. Looney, and C. Jones contributed, Mr C. Ryan responded to queries raised.
On a show of hands the Motion FELL.
Mot (151) 0510

Item ID: 23523 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
‘It is the policy of the Council to actively seek to negotiate voluntary local labour clauses with all major developers engaged in residential and commercial developments within the Councils boundaries.’

Bottom of Form

H-I (59) 0510

Item ID: 23535 

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
Landscape, Natural Heritage, and Amenities
Biodiversity 4.3.7.xvi

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

Policy LHA18 Green City Guidelines.
It is the policy of the Council to require that all Planning applications for medium and high density development utilise the ‘Green City Guidelines’ (UCD Urban Institute Ireland 2008) to effectively retain and incorporate biodiversity into development proposals.
Reason
To provide enhanced protection of biodiversity within the County.

Recommendation
That the new policy be adopted.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr C. Keane:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (60) 0510

Item ID: 22929 

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
Add an additional bullet point to Section 4.2.5 Strategy (additional text in bold):

4.2.5 Strategy
The strategy for the archaeological and architectural heritage of the County is as follows:
•              Protect and conserve the archaeological heritage of the County. 
•              Protect and conserve buildings, structures and sites of special architectural, historic archaeological, artistic, cultural, scientific, social or technical interest. 
•              Secure the preservation in-situ or by record of all sites and features of historical and archaeological interest. 
•              Protect and conserve areas that have particular environmental qualities that derive from their overall layout, design and unity of character.
•              Protect and conserve historic milestones, street furniture, and other significant features wherever feasible. 
•              Encourage the rehabilitation, renovation and re-use of existing older buildings where appropriate.
·             Continue to examine and reassess the architecture of the County with a particular focus on the protection of more modern structures of exceptional quality.
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 (61) 0510

Item ID: 22931

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
Amend the paragraph located immediately after Policy AA6 Areas of Archaeological Potential to read as follows (additional text in bold):

4.2.7.vi     Policy AA6: Areas of Archaeological Potential 
               It is the policy of the Council to conserve and protect areas designated as Areas of Archaeological Potential.
Tallaght, Newcastle, Clondalkin, Lucan, Saggart and Rathcoole have been designated as Areas of Archaeological Potential. The designated areas are shown on the Development Plan Maps.  Where it is appropriate, the Council, in conjunction with the Heritage and Planning Division of the Department of Environment, heritage and Local Government, will identify and designate as ‘Archaeological Landscapes’ areas that contain clusters of Recorded Monuments, or areas that contain very important sites. This will allow for the protection of the setting and environs of Recorded Monuments.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr G. O’ Connell:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (62) 0510

Item ID: 22934 

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
Add to an additional paragraph to Section 4.3.6 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

4.3.6 Natural Heritage and Biodiversity
South Dublin County has a rich and varied natural heritage including rivers, streams, the Grand Canal, trees and woodlands, forestry, hedgerows, geological features, and a wide range of protected species of flora and fauna. The protection and conservation of this natural heritage, and biodiversity, is an important role of the Council.  Some of this heritage is protected in designated sites such as the Special Amenity Area of the Liffey Valley, the County’s two Special Areas of Conservation and the County’s proposed Natural Heritage Areas.
S.10 of the Planning and Development Act 2000-2007 requires that a Development Plan include objectives relating to the conservation and protection of the environment, including, in particular, the natural heritage and the conservation and protection of European sites and any other sites, which may be prescribed.
The Council will fulfil the requirements of the National Parks and Wildlife Service Appropriate Assessment of Plans and Projects in Ireland - Guidance for Planning Authorities (December 2009) for projects and plans.


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

H-I (63) 0510

Item ID: 22936

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
To amend Section 4.3.7 vii to read as follows (additional text in bold, deleted text struck through):

4.3.7.vii    Policy LHA9: Impacts on Natura 2000 Sites
It is the policy of the Council that projects giving rise to significant direct, indirect or secondary impacts on Natura 2000 sites arising from their size or scale, land take, proximity, resource requirements, emissions (disposal to land, water or air), transportation requirements, duration of construction, operation, decommissioning or from any other effects shall not be permitted on the basis of this Plan (either individually or in combination with other plans or projects); Except as provided for in Article 6(4) of the Habitats Directive, viz.There must be: 
(a)           No alternative solution available;
(b)           Imperative reasons of overriding public interest for the plan to proceed and 
 (c)           Adequate compensatory measures in place.
All subsequent plan-making and adoption of plans arising from this Plan and proposed amendments to the adopted plan will be screened for the need to undertake Stage 2 Appropriate Assessment under Article 6 of the Habitats Directive.  Projects noted within the National Parks and Wildlife Service Appropriate Assessment of Plans and Projects in Ireland – Guidance for Planning Authorities (2009) will be screened  

Where relevant, projects will be screened for the need to undertake Stage 2 Appropriate Assessment under Article 6 of the Habitats Directive. 
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr E. Tuffy:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (64) 0510

Item ID: 22938 

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
Amend the first bullet point under Section 4.3.7.xviii Policy LHA20 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

‘4.3.7.xviii Policy LHA20: River and Stream Management
It is the policy of the Council to implement a strategy (prepared on a regional basis) for the management of rivers and streams throughout the County. 
The purpose of the strategy is to implement an integrated programme for the management of rivers and streams, dealing with the creation of riparian zones, issues such as nature conservation, flood control, pollution control, general recreation, walking and angling. It will facilitate monitoring of changes in water quality and aquatic habitats, and assist in the preparation of landscape improvement schemes for existing rivers and streams. The strategy will be prepared in consultation with local community and environmental groups, angling organisations and fisheries authorities and should have regard to the “E.U. Water Framework Directive”,(2000) and the “EU Floods Directive”, (2007).
It is an objective of the Council to co-operate with Dublin City Council and Dun Laoghaire Rathdown County Council in the preparation of an Environmental Management Plan for the River Dodder and its environs. 
With respect to river and stream management it is an objective of the Council that existing County flood plain management policy seeks to limit development in identified floodplains and to preserve riparian corridors. Development proposals in river corridors will only be considered providing they:
•              Dedicate a minimum of 10m each side of the waters edge for amenity, biodiversity and walkway purposes where practical;this may be increased depending on the size of the watercourse and any particular circumstances.
•              Do not have a negative effect on the distinctive character and appearance of the waterway corridor;
•              Preserve the biodiversity of the site;
•              Do not involve land filling, diverting, culverting or re alignment of river or stream corridors.’
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr T. Gilligan:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (65) 0510

Item ID: 22939 

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
To amend Section 4.3.7.xvii Policy LHA19 Flora and Fauna to read as follows (additional text in bold):

4.3.7.xvii Policy LHA19: Flora and Fauna
It is the policy of the Council to protect the natural resources of the County and conserve the existing wide range of flora and fauna in the County through the protection of wildlife habitats and wildlife corridors wherever possible.
No primary ecological corridors or parts thereof which provide significant connectivity are to be lost without mitigation as a result of the implementation of the plan.  The conservation of existing flora and fauna is a central element in the preservation of the natural heritage of the county and important to the achievement of sustainability.  In conjunction with other agencies, the Council will endeavour to prevent the loss of woodlands, hedgerows, aquatic habitats and wetlands wherever possible, including requiring a programme to monitor and restrict the spread of invasive species such as those located along the River Dodder.  In addition, the Council will explore the potential for habitat protection, enhancement and recreation in urban areas.
The Council will seek to preserve habitat corridors from fragmentation by infrastructure development and where it is unavoidable will identify how alternative connections can be created to maintain these.  The Council will help ensure that any E.U. protected species are not placed under further risk of reduction in population size.
In conjunction with the National Parks and Wildlife Service, the Council will require impact assessment of proposed development in Brittas and Aghfarrell on the feeding areas of protected Greylag Geese’
The Council will help ensure that any E.U and Nationally protected species are not placed under further risk of reduction in population size.
The Report was NOTED and it was proposed by Cllr M. Duff, seconded by Cllr T. Gilligan:
“That the recommendation contained in the report be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

H-I (66) 0510

Item ID: 22940 

Mr. C. Ryan, Senior Planner, presented the following report: 
To amend Section 4.3.7.xiii Policy LHA15 to read as follows (additional text in bold):

‘4.3.7.xiii  Policy LHA15: Heritage and Biodiversity Plan
It is the policy of the Council to support the objectives and actions of the South Dublin County Heritage Plan and to prepare a County Biodiversity Plan following public consultation, and within the lifetime of the plan.  This Plan will be set within the context of the National Biodiversity Plan, (2002).
In order to protect, strengthen and improve the biodiversity linkages within the County, as required by Article 10 of the Habitats Directive, the Council shall formulate a Green Network Plan or as part of the Biodiversity Plan indicating linkages between open space, sensitive habitats, river systems which shall incorporate walking routes and greenways. Any recommendations and outputs arising from the Green Network Plans for South Dublin County will be incorporated into the Development Plan.’
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.”

Mot (152) 0510

Item ID: 23073

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Amend section 4.2.9.ii ‘Policy AA8: Architectural Conservation Areas’ by adding the following provision:

“It shall be an objective of the council to progressively reduce the amount of free-standing signposts, mini-pillars boxes, overhead cables and other urban clutter which detract from the visual attractiveness of our traditional urban centre commencing with those areas designated as Architectural Conservation Areas.
REPORT:
It is considered that this motion is acceptable. 

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

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

Mot (153) 0510

Item ID: 23074

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor T. Ridge:
Amend section 4.2.9.ii ‘Policy AA8: Architectural Conservation Areas’ by adding the following provision:

“It shall be a requirement of the council that all proposals by the council, utility providers or other parties to install new signage, poles, min-pillar boxes or other free standing installations in Architectural Conservation Areas be assessed and approved by the council’s Heritage Officer prior to installation so as to ensure that the proposed installations do not detract from the visual attractiveness of the area.”
REPORT:
It is considered that this motion is appropriate, however, it should be noted that it is the responsibility of the Council’s Conservation Officer to assess any proposals requiring planning approval  relating to Architectural Conservation Areas in the County

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

It shall be a requirement of the council that all proposals requiring planning approval by the council, utility providers or other parties to install new signage, poles, mini-pillar boxes or other free standing installations in Architectural Conservation Areas be assessed and approved by the council’s Conservation Officer prior to installation so as to ensure that the proposed installations do not detract from the visual attractiveness of the area.

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

Mot (154) 0510


Item ID: 23102 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor G. O’ Connell:
Add to point b) in 4.2.7.i, Policy AA1:Archeological Heritage in Draft Plan adopted in September 2009, the sentence:

“ The Council will monitor the passing of any legislation, or court decisions, which may provide opportunities to strengthen the processes of protecting rights of way, and/or providing opportunities to establish public access, and will be prepared to propose variations of the Development Plan during its term  to incorporate improvements in access and availability of rights of way.”

Note: This Motion is submitted in the names of Cllr G.O Connell and Cllr E.Tuffy

REPORT:
It is considered that this motion is acceptable and has been agreed by the sub group of the SPC. 

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

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (155) 0510

Item ID: 23103 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
That the following addendum to Policy LHA34: Public Rights of Way, as adopted in the Draft Development Plan in September 2009:

After the words “road Legislation” add the sentence:

“The Council will monitor new or amended legislation, and court judgements, relating to rights of way and should legislative or legal decisions provide opportunities to improve opportunities for amenity opportunities, the Council will draw up a Variation of the Development Plan to exploit such opportunities."

Note that this Motion is submitted in the names of Cllr G. O Connell and Cllr E.Tuffy

Bottom of Form

Mot (156) 0510

Item ID: 23106 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Tuffy and seconded by Councillor C. Keane:

That Policy LHA 16: Forestry, be amended by adding the sentence: “The Council will encourage recreational activities including walking, mountain biking, orienteering and other non-noise generating activities.”

REPORT:
Section 4.3.7.xii paragraph one states that “In addition to their economic function forests have a major role to play in facilitating recreational activities. In the mountain areas the Council will seek to ensure that new forestry development facilitates public access wherever possible”

The Dublin Mountains Partnership aims to improve the recreational experience for users of the Dublin Mountains in conjunction with Coillte and the adjoining Local Authorities. South Dublin County Council actively works with the Dublin Mountain Partnership and Section 4.3.9 of the Draft Plan states that “It is an objective of the Council to facilitate the implementation of the “Dublin Mountains Strategic Plan for Development of Outdoor Recreation” (2008) 

Policy LHA33: Access to Forest and Woodland Areas states “it is the policy of the Council to seek the co-operation of Coillte and other agencies and landowners where appropriate, in the establishment of access ways, bridle paths, nature trails and other recreational facilities within forest and woodland areas, as part of a connected network of walking and cycling routes within the County. 

Nothwithstanding the postive measures for creating a network of routes as an alternative to the car, given the above, it is considered that the above motion is not necessary. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required.
The Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.

Mot (157) 0510

Item ID: 23348 

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Architectural Conservation Areas – 4.2.9.ii: It is the policy of this Council that Rathcoole is designated as an Architectural Conservation Area.

REPORT:
Policy AA8: Architectural Conservation Areas of the Draft Development Plan sets out the intention of the Council to examine the need to designate further Architectural Conservation Areas in the County during the period of the Plan. In order to designate an Architectural Conservation Area the character and special interest of localities should be carefully assessed. Areas should be inspected and their distinctiveness, significance and special interest evaluated and documented and therefore it is considered that the approach set out under this policy is the most appropriate. 

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

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

Mot (158) 0510

Item ID:  23349

It was proposed by Councillor D. Keating and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Architectural Conservation Areas – 4.2.9.ii: It is the policy of this the western side of Newcastle village be designated as an Architectural Conservation Area.

REPORT:
Policy AA8: Architectural Conservation Areas of the Draft Development Plan sets out the intention of the Council to examine the need to designate further Architectural Conservation Areas in the County during the period of the Plan. In order to designate an Architectural Conservation Area the character and special interest of localities should be carefully assessed. Areas should be inspected and their distinctiveness, significance and special interest evaluated and documented and therefore it is considered that the approach set out under this policy is the most appropriate. 

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

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

Mot (159) 0510

Item ID: 23350 

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Policy AAI: Archaeological Heritage 
–replace in b) from sites on 4 th  line with: “and by providingpublic access to Archaeological sites and NationalMonuments in state care, council or private ownershipand by designating all traditional access routes as public rights ofway. In other cases, the Council will acquire the routes, either by agreement with landowners or way of compulsory powers. Appropriate signage will be put in place.”
REPORT:
At the meeting of the SPC on 17th February it was agreed that a sub group of the Committee be established to examine the rights of way issue in relation to the Development Plan process. The sub-group met on  the 19th March  and the 15th April  in County Hall. Mr Roger Garland met the group at the initial meeting to brief members on his views on the matter. The Group then examined the mapping of areas in the County, the wording in South Dublin Development/Draft Plans and the legislation in this regard. 

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

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

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

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

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

Mot (160) 0510

Item ID: 23351 

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

Written statement to include – ‘establish a register of walking routes and preserve and protect and add additional walking routes in the development plan.

Maps showing walking routes should be included and guided walks promoted.

REPORT:
Section 4.3.9.xi states that “it is an objective of the Council to compile a list of public rights of way and that a charter of pedestrian rights be adopted in conjunction with this.”

Policy LHA35 Trails, Hiking and Walking Routes states that “it is the policy of the Council to promote the development of regional and local networks of hiking and walking routes and Waymarked trails.”

Manager’s Recommendation:
It is recommended that Section 4.3.9.xi be amended as follows "to compile a list and map of public rights of way................" 

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

Mot (161) 0510

Item ID: 23352 

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

4.3.9.xvi  That this council intends to commission a survey of trees in the county, with a view to identifying trees, woodlands, or copses of exceptional interest, and to give them protection.

REPORT:
Section 4.3.7.xv Policy LHA17: Trees and Woodlands states that 

“It is the policy of the Council that trees, groups of trees or woodlands, which form a significant feature in the landscape, or are important in setting the character of an area, will be preserved wherever possible.

In the implementation of this policy, the Council will consider making Tree Preservation Orders where it appears expedient in the interest of amenity. In addition, certain trees, groups of trees and woodlands have been identified on the Development Plan Maps. It is intended that these trees be protected and maintained.

The Council will review the existing Tree Preservation Orders in the County and as part of that review will undertake an assessment of significant trees, groups of trees and woodlands in the county with a view to making further Tree Preservation Orders in circumstances where it is considered desirable, and where the subject trees meet the requirements set out in the TPO Guidelines issued by the DoEHLG, to enhance the protection of such trees within the lifetime of the plan.”

Given the above, it is not considered necessary to adopt this motion. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required. 

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

Mot (162) 0510

Item ID: 23353 

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Table 4.3.1 Item 4 (viewing point – Belgard Road, Prospect - Cruagh, Kilakee Mountain Kippure etc)
That any future grant of planning permission on the former Woodies site on the Belgard Road be strictly compatible with this objective.
REPORT:
Policy LHA2 Views and Prospects states that “it is the policy of the Council to protect views and prospects of special amenity value or special interest.” 

Table 4.3.1 Item 4 includes the viewing point – Belgard Road, Prospect - Cruagh, Kilakee Mountain Kippure. All planning applications are assessed against the policies and objectives of the Development Plan, including those mentioned above. 
Given the above it is not considered necessary to adopt this motion. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required.
The Report was NOTED and the Manager’s Recommendation was AGREED.
Mot (163) 0510

Item ID: 23355

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
Amenity: It is the policy of this Council that the Liffey Valley be afforded the same protection as the Dublin Mountains.

Mot (165) 0510

Item ID: 23357 

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

At Pols LHA3 to 7 – That in each policy the following should be added: “during the lifetime of the development plan.”
REPORT:
It is considered that this motion is acceptable, but should be amended to include “and subject to available resources.”

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

Policies LHA3, LHA4, LHA5, LHA6, and LHA7 will now include “during the lifetime of the development plan and subject to available resources”

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

Mot (166) 0510

Item ID: 23358

It was proposed by Councillor G. O’ Connell and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Pol LHA 10: Dublin Mountains Area - Delete “will seek” in 6th line.

REPORT:
It is considered that the words as drafted are appropriate as it is an ongoing activity.

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

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

Mot (170) 0510

Item ID: 23362

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

At Pol LHA27: National Park –Add “and promote the extension of the Park to adjoining mountain areas”
REPORT:
Policy LHA27 states that “It is the policy of the Council to assist and cooperate in the protection of the Wicklow Mountains National Park that adjoins the County at Glenasmole and Kippure and extends into the County at Glendoo.”

The motion is not considered necessary. 

Manager’s Recommendation:
No change required.
Mr. F. Nevin informed the members that the Development Plan should restrict itself to the Administrative Area of the County.

It was proposed by the Mayor Councillor M. Duff and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell that the Motion be amended to read;
“and to promote the extension of the Park to areas adjoining the County”

The Amendment was AGREED.
The Motion as Amended was AGREED.
Mot (177) 0510

Item ID: 23486 

It was proposed by Councillors D. Keating, G. O’ Connell, W. Lavelle, E. Tuffy, & C. Jones and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:

In the Draft Development Planunder the section ‘Specific Local Objectives’, amend the objective entitled  ‘1. Liffey Valley Amenity’ so that the bullet point regarding public rights of way and footpaths reads as follows:

Provision of public rights of way and public footpaths in the Liffey Valley, without compromising or impairing habitats, biodiversity or the visual amenity of the landscape, or the riparian edge of the river. 
REPORT:
It is considered that the above motion is acceptable. 

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

The Motion was AGREED.

Mot (178) 0510

Item ID: 23491 

The following Motion was WITHDRAWN:
In the Draft Development Plan under the section ‘Specific Local Objectives’ to the objective entitled: ‘6.River Liffey and Grand Canal – Strategy’ delete the phrase “for water based activity’ in order to widen the focus for tourism potential, and add the following: ‘without compromising the biodiversity and landscape of the area’ so the phrase in parenthesis reads as follows:

(including the promotion of Lucan as a tourist destination without compromising the biodiversity and landscape of the area).

Bottom of Form

The Meeting was adjourned at 22.00.
SIGNED: __________________________

DATE:____________________________
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