COMHAIRLE CONTAE ÁTHA CLIATH THEAS

SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL
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The Mayor, Councillor F. Warfield, presided.

Apologies were received from Councillors C. Brophy, V. Casserly and K. Egan for inability to attend.
A minute’s silence was observed for the victims of the tragedy in Berkeley California.
DPHI1/0615 Item ID: 45508
Proposed by Planning Department

Chief Executive's Report on Recommended Edits

This Headed Item was deferred to the meeting on 29th June 2015.
DPHI2/0615 Item ID: 45509
Proposed by Planning Department

Resolution to put the Draft Development Plan on Public Display

This Headed Item was deferred to the meeting on 29th June 2015.
Core Strategy

DPM1/0615 Item ID: 45161
It was proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell.

1.8.0.3 – That this be amended to read: ‘Delivery of the surface water drainage scheme is due (when?) 

Co sponsored by Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Paul Gogarty, Cllr. Francis Timmons, Cllr. Guss O’Connell

REPORT:
It is recommended that the motion be adopted and a timeframe for the delivery of the surface water drainage scheme be inserted into the Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED.
DPM2/0615 Item ID: 45062
It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan.

That the County Development Plan strategically reflects the pressing need for the development of a public park and additional playing pitches in Newcastle, Co. Dublin and that the parklands provided for under the Newcastle LAP be clearly identified in the Development Plan and associated zoning maps.

Co Sponsor: Cllr. Kenneth Egan

REPORT:
Policy CS6 Objective 2 ensures that development in Newcastle will comply with the specific local requirements of the Newcastle Local Area Plan 2012 in addition to the policies and objectives contained in the Development Plan.  A planned park provision, to include playspace and playing pitches, forms part of the Newcastle Local Area Plan 2012 and will be provided in tandem with the construction of housing.  Refer also to Table 3.1 Appraisal of Existing and Planned Community Facility Provision in the LAP.

It is recommended that the Development Plan Map reflects the parkland provided for as part of the Newcastle LAP 2012.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 2 Location map
M 2 Newcastle LAP Overall Layout
The Motion was AGREED.
DPM3/0615 Item ID: 45041
It was proposed by Councillor M. Duff and seconded by Councillor D. Looney.

That this Council calls for the rezoning of the land at Balrothery, adjacent to the site of the old cottages, bounded to the North by Balrothery Estate, to the west by Castletymon Road, and to the south by Main Road, Tallaght, from Objective RES to Objective OS

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 3 Location map
The Motion was AGREED.
DPM4/0615 Item ID: 45298
It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor K. Mahon.

That all the public lands surrounding the Balrothery estate be zoned as OS i.e. to provide for open space and recreational amenities.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 4 Location map
The Motion was AGREED.
DPM5/0615 Item ID: 45233
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Mayor F. Warfield.

Rezoning No CK (1)

To rezone the plot of land identified in the two attached maps adjacent to the Cheeverstown Luas Stop from current EP2 Zoning to A1 to reflect the residential aspect of the area and using the Luas line and the adjoining Roads as natural demarcations between the residential and Industrial Zonings in the area while providing for much needed additional Housing in the Citywest/Fortunestown/West Tallaght areas that respects and enhances the existing residential Communities that currently exist".

Co sponsored by Cllrs Louise Dunne & Sarah Holland. 

REPORT:
Saggart-Citywest falls within the definition of a Moderate Sustainable Growth Town as contained in the Settlement Strategy of the Regional Planning Guidelines (RPGs). The RPGs advise that where such settlements are located in the Metropolitan Area they should continue to have a strong role in terms of consolidation. This is reflected in the Core Strategy contained in the Draft County Development Plan, which envisages that Saggart-Citywest will continue to develop based on the capacity of the public transport network and social infrastructure.

The subject lands are located within the Moderate Sustainable Growth Town adjacent to a high capacity public transport corridor and employment centre with access to a level 3 Retail Centre and District Centre. It is within this context that the proposed motion accords with the Draft Development Plan Core Strategy and the proper planning and sustainable development of the County both at a strategic and a local level.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 5 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED.
DPM6/0615 Item ID: 45076
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty.
To add the following words to the end of ‘(CS) Policy 7’: “; and to further actively support the delivery of sufficient public transport and road capacity to facilitate sustainable new development in these areas.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
See responses to Item no 45072 and 45073 also which proposed the addition of similar wording in Section 1.7.2 & 1.8

Core Strategy Policy 7 Strategic Development Zones states that it is the policy of the Council to continue to implement the approved Planning Schemes for Adamstown SDZ and to secure the implementation of an approved Planning Scheme for the Clonburris SDZ

To address the transport issues, development in these areas is linked to a number of phasing requirements that require the provision of public transportation, roads and other vital infrastructure as outlined in the Plan.

It is recommended that the content of the motion is inserted as an objective.  

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

Insert Objective under CS 7 as follows:

To support the delivery of sufficient public transport and road capacity to facilitate sustainable new development in Strategic Development Zones

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.
DPM7/0615 Item ID: 45072
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty. 

To add the following line to paragraph 3 of section 1.7.2 “However, the road network in the Lucan area (adjoining the north of Clonburris SDZ) experiences substantial traffic congestion. In order to facilitate sustainable new development, the Council shall active promote the delivery of sufficient public transport and road capacity in tandem with future development of the SDZ’s.
Co sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
See responses to Item no 45076 and 45073 also which proposed the addition of similar wording in Section 1.10 & 1.8

The content of this motion and the previous motions are noted. It is considered inappropriate to reference traffic congestion in Lucan at this point in the Core Strategy of the Development Plan given that traffic and transport matters are more appropriately addressed under the relevant Transport Section of the Plan and are not unique to Lucan or any other area.  In relation to the core strategy it is considered more appropriate to insert an objective under CS 7 in relation to this matter. 

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

To add the following line to paragraph 3 of section 1.7.2 “In order to facilitate sustainable new development, the Council shall actively promote the delivery of sufficient public transport and road capacity in tandem with future development of the SDZ’s."
and

Insert Objective under CS 7 as follows:

To support the delivery of sufficient public transport and road capacity to facilitate sustainable new development in Strategic Development Zones

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.
DPM8/0615 Item ID: 45073
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty. 

To amend section 1.8.0 (2) to replace the sentence “The SDZ’s are serviced by strategic water, drainage and transport infrastructure and no major development constraints” with the following sentence “The SDZ’s are serviced by strategic water, drainage and transport infrastructure. However the road network in the Lucan area experiences substantial traffic congestion. The delivery of sufficient public transport and road capacity shall be actively supported in tandem with future development of the SDZ’s so as to facilitate sustainable new development in these areas.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
See responses to Item no 45076 and 45072 also which proposed the addition of similar wording in Section 1.10 & 1.7.2.

The content of this motion and the previous motions are noted. It is considered that the insertion of an objective under CS 7 is the appropriate mechanism and location to input the SDZ content and reduce repetition in the Core Strategy. 

it would also be acceptable to replace "and no major development constraints" with "and no strategic development constraints".

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendments

Insert Objective under CS 7 as follows:

To support the delivery of sufficient public transport and road capacity to facilitate sustainable new development in Strategic Development Zones replace "and no major development constraints" with "and no strategic development constraints".

Following a proposed amendment from Councillor W. Lavelle the wording of the motion was amended as follows:

“The SDZ’s are serviced by strategic water, drainage and transport infrastructure. The delivery of sufficient public transport and road capacity shall be actively supported in tandem with future development of the SDZ’s so as to facilitate sustainable new development in these areas.”
The motion as AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM9/0615 Item ID: 45075
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty. 

That Table 1.10 be amended to remove the references to “No local road constraints” from each of the listing for “Lucan (incl. Adamstown)” and “Clondalkin (incl. Clonburris)”.

Co sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Table 1.10 outlines the South Dublin County Development Plan 2016 -2022 Total Capacity in a residential context in the County. A column is included headed ‘Infrastructure Comment’ and it is stated that there are ‘no local road constraints’ for the Metropolitan Consolidation Towns of Lucan and Clondalkin.

The content of the motion is acceptable as the term ‘local roads’ relates to the lowest level roads in street network hierarchy. Table 1.10 in the Core Strategy relates to the strategic delivery of residential units and the term ‘local' is inappropriate in this context.

The Metropolitan Consolidation Towns of Tallaght, Clondalkin and Lucan are well serviced by strategic national and regional roads including the R148, R120, N81, N4, M50 & N7.  As such, the text in table 1.10 is recommended to be amended.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

Text in Table 1.10 be amended as follows

 ‘No local road constraints’ to be replaced with ‘No strategic road constraints’

In each of the listing for “Lucan (incl. Adamstown)”, “Clondalkin (incl. Clonburris)” and Tallaght.  
Following contributions from Councillors W. Lavelle, E Ó’Broin and G. O’Connell Mr P. Hogan Senior Planner responded.       

The Motion AS PUT was AGREED.
DPM10/0615 Item ID: 44992
It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan.
That the lands in Map 5 planned for zoning MU, EE and LC, stretching southwest from Walkinstown Roundabout along the Greenhills Road (including those areas adjacent to Greenhills Estate) to the M50, north from there to the Red Cow, east from there along the Naas Road to the city boundary, and along the boundary back to Walkinstown Roundabout, be subject to a Local Area Plan to be concluded by the end of 2018; and that the lands north of this between the M50, the Grand Canal and city boundary currently zoned EE be considered for inclusion in this plan. 

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:

The principle of the motion is acceptable subject to the LAP being completed within the life of the Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment:

That the lands in Map 5 planned for zoning MU, EE and LC, stretching southwest from Walkinstown Roundabout along the Greenhills Road (including those areas adjacent to Greenhills Estate) to the M50, north from there to the Red Cow, east from there along the Naas Road to the city boundary, and along the boundary back to Walkinstown Roundabout, be subject to a Local Area Plan to be concluded within the life of this Plan; and that the lands north of this between the M50, the Grand Canal and city boundary currently zoned EE be considered for inclusion in this plan.

M 10 Location map
Following a contribution from Councillor D. Looney, Mr E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use, Planning & Transportation responded.      

The Motion AS PUT was AGREED.
DPM11/0615 Item ID: 45077
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins.
To add the following sentence to the end of section 1.7.0 (Settlement Strategy): “For the purposes of clarity, the Settlement Hierarchy (and in particular the pre-eminence of our County’s traditional villages) shall take precedence when considering application for non-retail civic, public service and community developments; and a sequential approach shall apply as appropriate for such applications
Co-sponsored by Cllr’s Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

REPORT:
The content of the motion is generally agreeable and is repeated in Item no. 45089 and 45086 in the Urban Centres and Retailing section. It is recommended to amend the wording of the text for inclusion in the Core Strategy.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted with amendment

To add the following sentence to the end of section 1.7.0 (Settlement Strategy):

For the purposes of clarity, the Settlement Hierarchy (and in particular the pre-eminence of our County’s traditional villages) shall take precedence when considering development proposals for non-retail civic, public service and community developments.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.
DPM12/0615 Item ID: 45121
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins.
That the draft plan and Maps No. 1/3 be amended such that a Specific Local Objective be included to apply to the lands at Beatties Field (bounded by the R120, Kildare rail line, Haydens Lane & Grand Canal) which are proposed to rezoned as ‘RES’ in the draft plan for inclusion in an extended Clonburris SDZ): “To require the provision of public open space, to include at least two full size playing pitches to be managed by the Council or directly by a local sports club, prior to the occupation of any residential development permitted on these lands.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
It is a requirement under the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for the County Development Plan including its Core Strategy to be consistent with the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and to ensure that there are sufficient and suitable lands zoned to meet the population and housing requirements for the County.

The Settlement Strategy contained within the Regional Planning Guidelines (RPGs) identifies Lucan and Clondalkin as Metropolitan Consolidation Towns where population and housing growth should be directed particularly to areas where there is access to high quality public transport. This is reflected in the Core Strategy contained in the Draft County Development Plan. The RPGs advise that Metropolitan Consolidation Towns are important foci within the Metropolitan Area and should continue to be developed to support key public transport corridors (such as the Dublin – Kildare Line), services and retail and economic activity.

It is calculated that two full size playing pitches would occupy approximately 25% of Beattie’s Field. In addition to the normal public open space requirements (14%), this would represent an inefficient use of zoned lands located adjacent to a high capacity public transport corridor and within a Metropolitan Consolidation Town.

The proposed SLO would be contrary to the statutory requirements of the Planning Authority in terms of meeting housing and population targets and directing such growth into the appropriate designated areas of the County.

Furthermore, the acquisition of lands and allocation of public open space including pitches in beyond the strategic land use function of the County Development Plan. It is recommended that the motion be amended to require the provision of one playing pitch as part of the public open space requirements for the development of the lands (at least 14%), to be incorporated into a further extension of the Griffeen Valley Park.  The plan layout is to be determined as part of a future LAP/Planning Scheme.

Recommendation
Further to the response to Motion ID 45071, It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment:

That an SLO be inserted under Community Infrastructure Policy 12 (Open Space) that requires the provision of public open space, to include at one full size playing pitch and the extension of Griffeen Valley Park prior to the occupation of any residential development on Beattie’s Field (bounded by the R120, Kildare rail line, Hayden's Lane & Grand Canal).

M 12 Location map
Following contributions from Councillors W. Lavelle and E. Ó’Broin, Councillor W. Lavelle agreed to remove the word ‘residential’ from the original motion having regard to the content of Motion 13 from Councillor L. O’Toole.  Mr P. Hogan Senior Planner responded. Councillor E. Higgins proposed an amendment and Councillor W. Lavelle seconded the proposal to remove wording from two playing pitches to one as follows: 

 “To require the provision of public open space, to include at least one full size playing pitch to be managed by the Council or directly by a local sports club, prior to the occupation of any development permitted on these lands.”

The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM13/0615 Item ID: 45296
It was proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell.
That this council zone the Adamstown marked area between the railway, canal, Newcastle Road and Griffeen Park as Zone EE:

To support the necessary and needed infrastructure within neighbouring Grangecastle with small to medium sub-supplier business’s, to support job growth within Adamstown and Lucan to meet the objectives / Ethos of nearby Adamstown where residents both work and live in the area reducing need for transport. Currently the Adamstown development has employment primarily in service business’s such as shops, cinemas etc but little in the way of small manufacturing or other businesses.

Area should not be zoned residential because

This area is isolated by park from Clonburrris with no easy access. It will be neither in Clonburris or Adamstown or Lucan where families will struggle with school placements etc

The Newcastle road is already gridlocked and Adamstown has yet to be built out (8k housing units). The natural flow of traffic is not towards Newcastle but rather down to the N4.

Area should be zoned Enterprise and Employment because

Create local employment opportunities

Fulfil the shortage of offices for small to medium enterprises in Lucan

Enterprise would have less impact on the Newcastle road than a residential area

Increase the use of the cycle network therefore reducing amount of traffic commuting in and out of Lucan which would also reduce traffic in the Lucan area.

The proximity of Grange Castle will allow small indigenous technology and service companies to feed into the multinational companies within Grange Castle.

A landscape EE area would complement the adjacent Griffeen Park allowing a landscape aspect from the Newcastle road to the Griffeen Park and vice versa

Co sponsored by Guss O’Connell and Paul Gogarty

REPORT:
It is a requirement under the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for the County Development Plan including its Core Strategy to be consistent with the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and to ensure that there are sufficient and suitable lands zoned to meet the population and housing requirements for the County.

The Settlement Strategy contained within the Regional Planning Guidelines (RPGs) identifies Lucan and Clondalkin as Metropolitan Consolidation Towns where population and housing growth should be directed particularly to areas where there is access to high quality public transport. This is reflected in the Core Strategy contained in the Draft County Development Plan. The RPGs advise that Metropolitan Consolidation Towns are important foci within the Metropolitan Area and should continue to be developed to support key public transport corridors (such as the Dublin – Kildare Line), services and retail and economic activity.

The proposed motion to restrict the lands to Enterprise and Employment uses only would be an inefficient use of zoned lands located adjacent to a high capacity public transport corridor and within a Metropolitan Consolidation Town. The proposed SLO would be contrary to meeting the statutory requirements of the Planning Authority in terms of housing and population targets and directing such growth into the appropriate designated areas of the County.

A RES/N zoning objective identifies a number of commercial and employment uses as permitted in principle that could support and provide facilities for local businesses and employees as part of any residential development including industry-light, offices less than 100 sq.m, shop-local, shop-neighbourhood and sports club uses. Residential development would also provide the opportunity to extend and link with the Griffeen Valley Park, including the provision of an additional playing pitch.

Recommendation
Further to the response to Motion ID 45121 and 45071, it is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment:

That an SLO be inserted under Community Infrastructure Policy 12 (Open Space) that requires the provision of public open space, to include one full size playing pitch and the extension of Griffeen Valley Park, prior to the occupation of any residential development on Beattie’s Field (bounded by the R120, Kildare rail line, Hayden's Lane & Grand Canal).

M 13 Location Map 
Following contributions from Councillors L. O’Toole, P. Gogarty, E. Ó’Broin, W. Lavelle, G. O’Connell, Mr P. Hogan Senior Planner responded.       
The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.
DPM14/0615 Item ID: 45071
It was proposed by Councillor E. O'Brien and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan.
Consistent with the (CI) Policy 7 and the Core Strategy of Development on the Strategic Development Zone(SDZ) known as Clonburris, and noting the current shortage of appropriate sporting, leisure and community facilities in the Lucan area, it shall be a Specific Local Objective of this Development Plan to provide for the development of large scale green area in the said SDZ to provide for playing pitches compatible with multiple sports together with appropriate facilities for the use and enjoyment of the said playing fields and it will further be an objective of this Development Plan.

REPORT:
It is a requirement under the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for the County Development Plan including its Core Strategy to be consistent with the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and to ensure that there are sufficient and suitable lands zoned to meet the population and housing requirements for the County.

The Settlement Strategy contained within the Regional Planning Guidelines (RPGs) identifies Lucan and Clondalkin as Metropolitan Consolidation Towns where population and housing growth should be directed particularly to areas where there is access to high quality public transport. This is reflected in the Core Strategy contained in the Draft County Development Plan. The RPGs advise that Metropolitan Consolidation Towns are important foci within the Metropolitan Area and should continue to be developed to support key public transport corridors (such as the Dublin – Kildare Line), services and retail and economic activity.

It is considered that the proposed motion to provide multiple playing pitches would represent an inefficient use of zoned lands located adjacent to a high capacity public transport corridor and within a Metropolitan Consolidation Town. The proposed SLO would be contrary to meeting the statutory requirements of the Planning Authority in terms of meeting housing and population targets and directing such growth into the appropriate designated areas of the County.

Further to the response to Motion ID 45121, it is considered that the provision of a playing pitch and extension of Griffeen Valley Park as a part of any residential development would allow for a more efficient use of the subject lands.

Recommendation
Further to the response to Motion ID 45121, it is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment:

That an SLO be inserted under Community Infrastructure Policy 12 (Open Space) that requires the provision of public open space, to include one full size playing pitch and the extension of Griffeen Valley Park, prior to the occupation of any residential development on Beattie’s Field (bounded by the R120, Kildare rail line, Hayden’s Lane & Grand Canal).

M 14 Location map
Following a contribution from Councillor E. O’Brien,

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.
DPM15/0615 Item ID: 45283
It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins.
Continue SLO 93 from the 2010-16 development plan. Brittas Village – Planning Study. To carry out a planning study of the Brittas Village area, inconsultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations on the area, with a view to the long term viability of the local community. The new target date for completion to be 2016 as opposed to 2011.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
The principle of the motion is acceptable. The provision of a date in the Plan for the carrying out of the Planning Study should be within the lifetime of the Plan.

It is recommended that the motion be amended to amalgamate with the content of Item No. 45181 in terms of wording. 

 Recommendation
Insert objective

To support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to prepare a planning study for Brittas Village, in consultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations, the future protection and enhancement of the village, the development of tourism potential in the area with a view to the long term viability of the local community.

M 15 Location Map
It was AGREED to take Motions 16, 17, 18 and 19 in conjunction with Motion 15.
DPM16/0615 Item ID: 45181
It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor B. Ferron
That the Development Plan be amended to include an objective that confirms that it is the policy of this Council to support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to commit to preparing a Masterplan for the future protection and enhancement of the village, the definition of its boundaries and the development of tourism potential in the area.

Co Sponsor: Cllr. William Lavelle

REPORT:
The principle of the motion is acceptable. It is recommended that the motion be amended to amalgamate with the content of Item No. 45283 in terms of wording. 

Recommendation
 Insert objective

To support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to prepare a planning study for Brittas Village, in consultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations, the future protection and enhancement of the village, the development of tourism potential in the area with a view to the long term viability of the local community.

DPM17/0615 Item ID: 45141
It was proposed by Councillor M. Genockey and seconded by Councillor C. King.
That the Development Plan acknowledges the importance of the remaining rural villages in the County and will develop Specific Local Objectives for all of these. 

In relation to Brittas, a Specific Local Objective will ensure the future sustainability of the village and its community by acknowledging and providing for the following:

· It will acknowledge the importance of Brittas and its surrounding areas of outstanding natural beauty and strengthen and protect these areas. 

· It will provide for the development of a sustainable community in the village by the provision of appropriate community, educational and employment related facilities.

· It will designate Brittas as a village in the Core Strategy.

· Support a plan led approach to the development of Brittas by defining a development boundary for the village.

· It will incorporate a written statement into the CDP that defines a development boundary, development objectives and land use zoning objectives for Brittas.

· It will provide for clusters of low density housing within the village area to arrest the current population decline and complement and support the educational and commercial life of that community. 

· It will provide for well-designed retail, commercial and tourist and community developments which have regard to the character of the existing settlement.

· It will maximise the assets of the natural environment and seek to provide a suite of tourist related passive and active recreational activities and facilities.

REPORT:
It is considered neither necessary nor appropriate to designate the proposed SLO for Brittas for the reasons outlined below. In particular, the content of the SLO amounts to a zoning for development purposes.

Acknowledgement of Character and Amenity
All the lands around and within Brittas are currently and proposed to continue to be zoned Objective HA (High Amenity – To protect and enhance the outstanding natural character and amenity of the Dublin Mountains). This zoning objective provides the highest level of recognition of the natural amenity and visual beauty of this area of the County.

The Landscape Character Assessment of South Dublin County (2015) highlights the high landscape value and sensitivity of Brittas and recognises its location within the area of strongest landscape character and integrity. The protection of this landscape and environment is a priority of the Draft Development Plan. Numerous significant views have been designated for protection around Brittas and these are identified on the Draft Development Plan Maps (Map 11)

The ecological importance of the Brittas Ponds is also reflected by their designation within the Slade of Saggart and Crooksling Glen proposed Natural Heritage Area. This is also identified on the Draft County Development Plan Maps (Map 11) and highlighted in the Draft written statement, which aims to protect the ecological, visual, recreational, environmental and amenity value of such areas.

Local and Community Facilities
The Draft County Development Plan recognises the local needs of the rural community and tourism potential of the Dublin Mountains including Brittas. This is reflected by the list of uses that are identified as being open for consideration under the zoning objective that applies to Brittas.  These uses include education, childcare, community, cultural, healthcare, hotel, public house, recreational, restaurant, rural industry and shop –local uses.

The provision and operation of such uses and facilities is beyond the strategic land use strategy remit for the County Development Plan. It is noted that Brittas accommodates a vacant public house, a small shop, community hall and pet shop.

In line with the response to Motion ID 45181 it is recommended that the motion be amended to support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to prepare a planning study for Brittas Village, in consultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations, the future protection and enhancement of the village, the development of tourism potential in the area with a view to the long term viability of the local community.

Core Strategy
It is a requirement under the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for the County Development Plan including its Core Strategy to be consistent with the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and to be based on projected population and housing needs. This is further reiterated in the DECLG Planning Policy Statement 2015 key principles that planning is plan-led and evidence based.

The Regional Planning Guidelines (RPGs) designates a settlement strategy for GDA and locates Brittas within the Rural Hinterland Area. The lowest level of designation for settlements within the GDA is reserved for villages with a population of up to 1,000 people. The RPG document states that "Such villages need levels of growth to be managed so that they cater for local need and do not expand rapidly, putting pressure on services and the environment and creating potential for higher levels of commuting".  The RPGs state in relation to villages close to Dublin and close to major routes to the City, which would include Brittas, that "the future growth of these villages should be curtailed or safeguarded so that they do not act as a catalyst to facilitate continuing expansion of unsustainable growth patterns”.
The population of the entire rural hinterland of South Dublin County as a whole including Brittas is approximately 1,800 people and the Core Strategy contained in the Draft Development Plan calculates very limited population growth in this entire area during the lifetime of the County Development Plan 2016 - 2022. The current population of the area within 500m of Brittas is approximately 100 people.  A  Village designation would identify the area for a significant increase in population (possibly up to 10 or 15 times more than that existing), despite the fact that there is no basic public infrastructure such as water mains, sewers, parks or public lighting and limited public transport.

There is no evidence based requirement or rationale for such a significant increase in population and housing capacity in Brittas during the lifetime of the Draft Development Plan. The proposed motion is therefore at variance with the Plan Core Strategy, Regional Planning Guidelines, the National Planning Policy Statement and Planning and Development Legislation.

Development Boundary
For illustrative purposes, the placement of a development boundary with a radius of 500 metres around Brittas (see attached map) indicates approximately 39 gross hectares of potentially developable land, which would be about 30 hectares or 75acres net i.e. allowing for roads, school expansion, green space. Such a development boundary also encompasses a number of flood zones, lakes (including pNHA), rivers, water courses and the preferred route of the N81 alignment, all of which are significant environmental and planning constraints to development.

Allowing for these constraints and assuming future capacity to deliver services and the N81 by-pass and a very low density of development, developing 30ha/c75 acres at half ‘normal’ outer suburban densities i.e. 20dph as opposed to 40 dph, which is likely be make it difficult to justify the economic provision of services, there is potential for up to 600 residential units or 1,500+ people within the 500m radius.  This is somewhere between a 10 and 15 fold increase in the current population of the village. 

Reducing the 500m radius, limiting development to one side of the existing N81, and/or further reducing the density to rural levels would further reduce development potential and scale of increase of the village, but would also eliminate the case for the provision of public services.

Creating a development boundary, land use objectives and providing for development would give rise to development that would be significantly in excess of local need and would fly in the face of core strategy, RPGs and recent Ministerial Guidance.

It is also likely that the identification of a development boundary for Brittas would also be premature pending the determination of the final route of the N81 alignment and upgrade by the NRA.

Population
The latest CSO Census information for the Electoral Division of Ballinascorney in which Brittas is located indicates that the population of the area grew from 742 people to 804 people representing an increase in population of 8%.  This is ahead of the County average and compares favourably to population stagnation and decline in other established areas of the County during the same period including parts of Tallaght, Clondalkin, Palmerstown, Walkinstown, Templeogue and Rathfarnham.

Tourism Development
The Draft Development Plan includes a number of policies that would allow for the development of tourism infrastructure and facilities around Brittas and negates the need for this aspect of the proposed SLO. The Draft Development Plan sets out to achieve the following subject to the appropriate sensitive design and environmental safeguards:

- Support the development of tourism infrastructure, attractions and facilities at appropriate locations (ET5 Objective 1).

- Support the development of a visitor facility in or adjacent to the Dublin Mountains (ET5 Objective 3).

- Support the development of an outdoor pursuits centre in or adjacent to the Dublin Mountains (ET5 Objective 4).

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to prepare a planning study for Brittas Village, in consultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations, the future protection and enhancement of the village, the development of tourism potential in the area with a view to the long term viability of the local community.

M 17 Location and Constraints Maps
DPM18/0615 Item ID: 45275
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor S. Holland.
Economic Development and Tourism:


That the Development Plan acknowledges the importance of the remaining

rural villages in the County and will develop Specific Local Objectives for all of

these.

In relation to Brittas, a Specific Local Objective will ensure the future

sustainability of the village and its community by acknowledging and providing

for the following:

It will acknowledge the importance of Brittas and its surrounding areas

of outstanding natural beauty and strengthen and protect these areas.

It will provide for the development of a sustainable community in the

village by the provision of appropriate community, educational and

employment related facilities.

It will designate Brittas as a village in the Core Strategy.

It will support a plan led approach to the development of Brittas by

defining a development boundary for the village in consultation with

local residents and local representatives.

It will incorporate a written statement into the CDP that defines a

development boundary, development objectives and land use zoning

objectives for Brittas.

It will provide for clusters of low density housing within the village area

to arrest the current population decline and complement and support

the educational and commercial life of that community.

It will provide for well-designed retail, commercial and tourist and

community developments which have regard to the character of the

existing settlement.

It will maximise the assets of the natural environment and seek to

provide a suite of tourist related passive and active recreational

activities and facilities.

To provide a local sewerage scheme for Brittas and it’s expected

expansion.

To provide a public water supply for Brittas.

Co sponsored by Cllrs Louise Dunne, Dermot Richardson & Martina Genocky.

REPORT:
It is considered neither necessary nor appropriate to designate the proposed SLO for Brittas for the reasons outlined below. In particular, the content of the SLO amounts to a zoning for development purposes.

Acknowledgement of Character and Amenity
All the lands around and within Brittas are currently and proposed to continue to be zoned Objective HA (High Amenity – To protect and enhance the outstanding natural character and amenity of the Dublin Mountains). This zoning objective provides the highest level of recognition of the natural amenity and visual beauty of this area of the County.

The Landscape Character Assessment of South Dublin County (2015) highlights the high landscape value and sensitivity of Brittas and recognises its location within the area of strongest landscape character and integrity. The protection of this landscape and environment is a priority of the Draft Development Plan. Numerous significant views have been designated for protection around Brittas and these are identified on the Draft Development Plan Maps (Map 11)

The ecological importance of the Brittas Ponds is also reflected by their designation within the Slade of Saggart and Crooksling Glen proposed Natural Heritage Area. This is also identified on the Draft County Development Plan Maps (Map 11) and highlighted in the Draft written statement, which aims to protect the ecological, visual, recreational, environmental and amenity value of such areas.

Local and Community Facilities
The Draft County Development Plan recognises the local needs of the rural community and tourism potential of the Dublin Mountains including Brittas. This is reflected by the list of uses that are identified as being open for consideration under the zoning objective that applies to Brittas.  These uses include education, childcare, community, cultural, healthcare, hotel, public house, recreational, restaurant, rural industry and shop –local uses.

The provision and operation of such uses and facilities is beyond the strategic land use strategy remit for the County Development Plan. It is noted that Brittas accommodates a vacant public house, a small shop, community hall and pet shop.

In line with the response to Motion ID 45181 it is recommended that the motion be amended to support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to prepare a planning study for Brittas Village, in consultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations, the future protection and enhancement of the village, the development of tourism potential in the area with a view to the long term viability of the local community.

Core Strategy
It is a requirement under the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for the County Development Plan including its Core Strategy to be consistent with the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and to be based on projected population and housing needs. This is further reiterated in the DECLG Planning Policy Statement 2015 key principles that planning is plan-led and evidence based.

The Regional Planning Guidelines (RPGs) designates a settlement strategy for GDA and locates Brittas within the Rural Hinterland Area. The lowest level of designation for settlements within the GDA is reserved for villages with a population of up to 1,000 people. The RPG document states that "Such villages need levels of growth to be managed so that they cater for local need and do not expand rapidly, putting pressure on services and the environment and creating potential for higher levels of commuting".  The RPGs state in relation to villages close to Dublin and close to major routes to the City, which would include Brittas, that "the future growth of these villages should be curtailed or safeguarded so that they do not act as a catalyst to facilitate continuing expansion of unsustainable growth patterns”.
The population of the entire rural hinterland of South Dublin County as a whole including Brittas is approximately 1,800 people and the Core Strategy contained in the Draft Development Plan calculates very limited population growth in this entire area during the lifetime of the County Development Plan 2016 - 2022. The current population of the area within 500m of Brittas is approximately 100 people.  A  Village designation would identify the area for a significant increase in population (possibly up to 10 or 15 times more than that existing), despite the fact that there is no basic public infrastructure such as water mains, sewers, parks or public lighting and limited public transport.

There is no evidence based requirement or rationale for such a significant increase in population and housing capacity in Brittas during the lifetime of the Draft Development Plan. The proposed motion is therefore at variance with the Plan Core Strategy, Regional Planning Guidelines, the National Planning Policy Statement and Planning and Development Legislation.

Development Boundary
For illustrative purposes, the placement of a development boundary with a radius of 500 metres around Brittas (see attached map) indicates approximately 39 gross hectares of potentially developable land, which would be about 30 hectares or 75acres net i.e. allowing for roads, school expansion, green space. Such a development boundary also encompasses a number of flood zones, lakes (including pNHA), rivers, water courses and the preferred route of the N81 alignment, all of which are significant environmental and planning constraints to development.

Allowing for these constraints and assuming future capacity to deliver services and the N81 by-pass and a very low density of development, developing 30ha/c75 acres at half ‘normal’ outer suburban densities i.e. 20dph as opposed to 40 dph, which is likely be make it difficult to justify the economic provision of services, there is potential for up to 600 residential units or 1,500+ people within the 500m radius.  This is somewhere between a 10 and 15 fold increase in the current population of the village. 

Reducing the 500m radius, limiting development to one side of the existing N81, and/or further reducing the density to rural levels would further reduce development potential and scale of increase of the village, but would also eliminate the case for the provision of public services.

Creating a development boundary, land use objectives and providing for development would give rise to development that would be significantly in excess of local need and would fly in the face of core strategy, RPGs and recent Ministerial Guidance.

It is also likely that the identification of a development boundary for Brittas would also be premature pending the determination of the final route of the N81 alignment and upgrade by the NRA.

Population
The latest CSO Census information for the Electoral Division of Ballinascorney in which Brittas is located indicates that the population of the area grew from 742 people to 804 people representing an increase in population of 8%.  This is ahead of the County average and compares favourably to population stagnation and decline in other established areas of the County during the same period including parts of Tallaght, Clondalkin, Palmerstown, Walkinstown, Templeogue and Rathfarnham.

Tourism Development
The Draft Development Plan includes a number of policies that would allow for the development of tourism infrastructure and facilities around Brittas and negates the need for this aspect of the proposed SLO. The Draft Development Plan sets out to achieve the following subject to the appropriate sensitive design and environmental safeguards:

- Support the development of tourism infrastructure, attractions and facilities at appropriate locations (ET5 Objective 1).

- Support the development of a visitor facility in or adjacent to the Dublin Mountains (ET5 Objective 3).

- Support the development of an outdoor pursuits centre in or adjacent to the Dublin Mountains (ET5 Objective 4).

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to prepare a planning study for Brittas Village, in consultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations, the future protection and enhancement of the village, the development of tourism potential in the area with a view to the long term viability of the local community.

M 18 Location and Constraints Maps
DPM19/0615 Item ID: 45042
It was proposed by Councillor M. Duff and seconded by Councillor P. Kearns.
It is an objective for the Council to prepare a Local Area Plan for Brittas

REPORT:
Response
It is a requirement under the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for the County Development Plan including its Core Strategy to be consistent with the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and to be based on projected population and housing needs.

The Regional Planning Guidelines locates Brittas within the Rural Hinterland Area. The lands around Brittas are also zoned Objective HA (High Amenity – To protect and enhance the outstanding natural character and amenity of the Dublin Mountains) under the Draft County Plan. Brittas is therefore not zoned or identified for significant development and there is no evidence based requirement or rationale for a significant increase in population and housing capacity during the lifetime of the Draft Development Plan 2016 - 2022.

The Local Area Plans Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2013) advise that the decision to make a Local Area Plan should take cognisance of the degree to which major development is anticipated such as to justify the preparation of a stand alone plan, the resource implications and the need to focus resources in using the local area plan process for areas where major alterations to the built environment are anticipated.

In line with the response to Motion ID 45181 it is recommended that the motion be amended to support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to prepare a planning study for Brittas Village, in consultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations, the future protection and enhancement of the village, the development of tourism potential in the area with a view to the long term viability of the local community.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to prepare a planning study for Brittas Village, in consultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations, the future protection and enhancement of the village, the development of tourism potential in the area with a view to the long term viability of the local community.

Following contributions from Councillors E. Higgins, M. Genockey, C. King, M. Duff, M. Murphy, Mr. E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use, Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED in respect of Motions 15 – 19 respectively.
DPM20/0615 Item ID: 45150
It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins 
That Table 1.1, 1.10 and 5.2 be amended to include Brittas as a village (or rural village) in South Dublin

Co sponsor: Cllr. William Lavelle

REPORT:
Core Strategy
It is a requirement under the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for the County Development Plan including its Core Strategy to be consistent with the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and to be based on projected population and housing needs. This is further reiterated in the DECLG Planning Policy Statement 2015 key principles that planning is plan-led and evidence based.

The Regional Planning Guidelines (RPGs) designates a settlement strategy for GDA and locates Brittas within the Rural Hinterland Area. The lowest level of designation for settlements within the GDA is reserved for villages with a population of up to 1,000 people.

The current population of the area within 500m of Brittas is approximately 100 people.  A  Village designation would create pressure for a significant increase in population (possibly up to 10 times more than that existing), despite the fact that the area has no basic public infrastructure such as water mains, sewers, parks or public lighting and limited public transport.

There is no evidence based requirement or rationale for such a significant increase in population and housing capacity in Brittas during the lifetime of the Draft Development Plan. The proposed motion is therefore at variance with the Plan Core Strategy, Regional Planning Guidelines, the National Planning Policy Statement and Planning and Development Legislation.

The Retail Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area 2008 - 2016 sets out a five-tier Retail Hierarchy for the Greater Dublin Area. The South Dublin County Retail Hierarchy in Table 5.1 is derived from and follows the five tier hierarchy of the Retail Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area 2008 – 2016.

Level 5 of the South Dublin hierarchy includes ‘Corner Shops’ in the County. Figure 5.2 illustrates the top levels of the retail hierarchy in the County, namely Level 1, 2, 3 & only the Village centres from level 4. The mapping of the remainder of Level 4 (all the Local Centres – ‘LC’ zoning) and all the corner shops (Level 5) in the County would impinge on the strategic clarity of the map.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

The intent of the motion is addressed by the recommended motion to support Brittas as a sustainable community and rural village of outstanding natural beauty and to prepare a planning study for Brittas Village, in consultation with local residents and local representatives, having regard to the implications of the proposed Natural Heritage Area designations, the future protection and enhancement of the village, the development of tourism potential in the area with a view to the long term viability of the local community.

Following contributions from Councillor E. Higgins, Mr P. Hogan, Senior Planner responded to queries raised.

Councillor E. Higgins AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion. 

Housing

DPM21/0615 Item ID: 45173
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor S. Holland 
H8 Objective 2

To change the word "promote" on the first line with the would "Consider".

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM22/0615 Item ID: 45053
It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
That the Introduction to Section 2 be amended to clearly state that new development is linked to ‘existing’ transport services, physical and social infrastructure and amenities.

Co sponsor: Cllr. Paula Donovan

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM23/0615 Item ID: 45157
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin
H1 Objective 5:

To amend the Objective to read "To facilitate the development of emergency accommodation for Homeless Individuals and families in a balanced way located throughout the County and not concentrated in any particular area".

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM24/0615 Item ID: 44702
It was proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin:
That in H1 Objective 5 that the provision of a Homeless Hostel be stated

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM25/0615 Item ID: 45167
It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor B. Bonner:
Insert new Objective under 2.1.2 "Housing for Older People."

H3 Objective 4:

To carry out, during the lifetime of this Plan, a comprehensive study of options for housing for older people in those parts of the County with the highest proportions of older people, and to make specific recommendations for housing provision in these areas.

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy and Cllr P Gogarty 

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM26/0615 Item ID: 45163
Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin:
H3 Objective 3

That a minimum area standard for green space be identified in the implementation section of The Plan in relation to this Objective providing an example for same.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM27/0615 Item ID: 45213
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor S. Holland:
2.4.0

H17 Objective 1:

That an expansion of the meaning of "at appropriate locations" is provided for in the implementation section of the plan in relation to this objective.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM28/0615 Item ID: 45224
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin:
2.4.0

H17 Objective 4:

To amend the objective to read " To promote and encourage residential uses on the upper floors of appropriate buildings located in Town, District, Local and Village Centres within the County save for Public Houses and nightclubs and other inappropriate places where similar business is conducted.
REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM29/0615 Item ID: 45326
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor S. Holland:
11.3.1 Residential (Implementation) Part (1v) Dwelling Standards:

Where the word "Shall" be appears in relation to the minimum space requirements for Houses and Apartments - that it be replaced with word "Must" be.

REPORT:
The word ‘shall’ is the legally used term in the Planning and Development Act.  It is widely used in other statutory guidance documents and in the Development Management process. It is interpreted to mean that a particular requirement is mandatory. The word ‘shall’ is predominantly used throughout the County Development Plan.  'Must' has the same intended meaning, but tends to be less used for planning/legal purposes.  Both carry a stronger meaning than 'should' or 'may'.

The wording can be changed, but it is recommended that it remains ‘shall’ in the interests of consistency with the Planning Act and related statutory guidance. 

The Motion was AGREED
DPM30/0615 Item ID: 45272
It was proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
That the manager considers launching a formal review of the SDCC House extension Design guide 2006 as recorded in the actions of 2.3.5 and to proactively engage with An Garda Siochana in making submissions to this review with reference to Home Security

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM31/0615 Item ID: 45151
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor S. Holland:
To add "while respecting the value to the existing Communities of open space amenity" to the second paragraph in 2.0 Housing - Introduction.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM32/0615 Item ID: 45282
It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech:
Continue SLO 75 from the 2010-16 development plan. Balrothery Estate – Residential Development: Ensure that the density of any future developments on the private lands at the south west side of  Balrothery Estate (two cottages) shall be limited to the density already in Balrothery and shall ensure and have regard to the protection of residential amenity for the adjoining dwellings.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 32 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM33/0615 Item ID: 45107
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor D. Donovan:
To amend ‘H24 Objective 1’ by deleting the first bullet point “Development that is directly related the area’s amenity potential or its use for agriculture”.
Co sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM34/0615 Item ID: 45176
It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor P. Foley:
That the Development Plan reflects the need to protect the mountains area and that this is reflected in appropriate building densities

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM35/0615 Item ID: 45003
It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
To insert in Section 9.6.0 a new HCL 18 Objective 3

"Naming of Housing Developments

To promote local heritage, the naming of any new residential development will reflect the local and historical context of its siting, and should include the use of the Irish language."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM36/0615 Item ID: 45280
It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor K. Mahon:
Continue SLO 55 from the 2010-16 development plan. Tymon – Retirement Village:  Advance the provision of a retirement village on the lands bordering Tymon Road North, Tymon North Grove and St. Aongus Grove.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 36 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM37/0615 Item ID: 45260
It was proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor A.M. Dermody:
That the manager considers amending the following 2.2.2 Policy 8 Residential Densities H8 Objective 5 That where a Local Area Plan is falling due or has not been implemented, that changes to density would be a criteria for the development of a new Local Area Plan 

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM38/0615 Item ID: 45317
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor S. Holland:
Economic Development & Housing:

That a Local Area Plan be initiated for the Community of Kingswood (Naas Rd) with a view to the sustainability of this Community being protected and which provides for retail and other Commercial opportunities and amenities, Community facilities, Employment opportunities and Connectivity to the adjoining residential and commercial areas.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 38 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM39/0615 Item ID: 45258
It was proposed by Councillor L. Dunne and seconded by Councillor S. Holland:
Housing Policy 5 Traveller Accommodation

New Objective

H5 Objective 3:

To provide long term sustainable Traveller Accommodation developments, while ensuring proper provision of infrastructure.    

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM40/0615 Item ID: 44701
It was proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
In H1 objective 4 that Oldcastle Traveller site be specifically prioritised and named

Co signed by Dermot Looney

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 40 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM41/0615 Item ID: 45201
It was proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin and seconded by Councillor J. Graham:
Insert a new H5 Objective 3 on p 31.

H5 Objective 3:

To ensure that all Traveller Accommodation is provided to the highest standard and following detailed consultation with local communities and Traveller advocacy groups

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM42/0615 Item ID: 44973
It was proposed by Councillor S. Holland and seconded by Councillor L. Dunne:
Housing Policy 5: Traveller Accommodation
To ensure that every halting site has basic amenities such as water & ESB and are situated to enable as much integration with local communities as possible, i.e. access to schools, GP's, shops, playgrounds & sports clubs

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM43/0615 Item ID: 45153
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor L. Dunne:
(H) Policy 1 Housing Strategy:

At H1 Objective 1 on the third line remove from the text the words “save where the development qualifies for a reduced or modified obligation or is otherwise exempted".

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM44/0615 Item ID: 45212
It was proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
Schedule 3 8.1 Bullet Point Six Amend to read: Affordable housing schemes to be reconsidered as the market recovers and prices rise further.  

Co sponsored by Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Paul Gogarty, Cllr. Francis Timmons, Cllr. Guss O’Connell, Cllr. Dermot Richardson, Cllr. Liona O'Toole, Cllr. Dermot Looney

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM45/0615 Item ID: 45183
It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor D. Richardson:
In page 29, paragraph 4, amend “save in specified circumstances where a reduced element may be acceptable” to read “save in specified circumstances where a reduced or increased element may be acceptable”

Co-sponsored by Cllrs Liona O’Toole, Deirdre O Donovan, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy, Dermot Looney

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

Following contributions by Councillors L. Dunne and P. Gogarty, Mr P. Hogan responded. Councillor L. Dunne proposed an amendment to remove the words “reduced or” from the original motion to read as follows:
“save in specified circumstances where an increased element may be acceptable”

The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED
DPM46/0615 Item ID: 45184
It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons.
Amend H1 Objective 1 to read: To apply a 15% social housing requirement, pursuant to Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) to all sites that are zoned solely for residential use, or for a mixture of residential and other uses, (save where the development qualifies for a reduced, modified or amended obligation or is otherwise exempted) and to amend the percentage applied, as appropriate, in the event that Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) is amended and / or a superseding Housing Strategy is adopted by the Council during the lifetime of this Plan.

Co-sponsored by Cllrs Liona O’Toole, Deirdre O Donovan, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy, Dermot Looney

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors P. Gogarty, E. Ó’Broin, C. King, F. Timmons, F. Warfield, W. Lavelle, Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive and Mr. E. Taaffe, Director Land Use, Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.  Councillor F. Timmons proposed an amendment to remove the word ‘reduced’ from the motion.
To apply a 15% social housing requirement, pursuant to Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) to all sites that are zoned solely for residential use, or for a mixture of residential and other uses, (save where the development qualifies for a modified or amended obligation or is otherwise exempted) and to amend the percentage applied, as appropriate, in the event that Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) is amended and / or a superseding Housing Strategy is adopted by the Council during the lifetime of this Plan.

A show of hands vote on the proposed amendment to the Motion followed:

FOR

24 (TWENTY FOUR)

AGAINST
 5 (FIVE)
ABSTAIN
NIL

The Motion AS AMENDED was CARRIED.
DPM47/0615 Item ID: 44976
It was proposed by Councillor S. Holland and seconded by Councillor L. Dunne.
Housing Policy 1: Housing Strategy

70% of the housing need is currently for one bed units, with only 20% of the stock being made up of these types.  Can we have a view to incorporating these types of unit into every new development

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

Councillor S. Holland proposed an amendment to the wording of the Motion and seconded by Councillor L. Dunne as follows:
62% of the homeless housing need is currently for one bed units, with only 20% of the stock being made up of these types.  Can we have a view to incorporating these types of unit into every new development

The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED
DPM48/0615 Item ID:45194

It was proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin and seconded by Councillor L. Dunne:
Insert new H1 Objective 7 in p29

H1 Objective 7:

To ensure an adequate provision of social housing across the County through the facilitation of land swaps and other appropriate mechanisms with third parties to ensure an appropriate distribution of new social housing  and to avoid additional concentration of social housing above that already in existence

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM49/0615 Item ID:45154

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin.
H1 Objective 3:

Extend the objective by including the text " in a balanced way in all Local Election areas of the County".

REPORT:
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

H1 Objective 3:

Extend the objective by including the text "in a balanced way in all Local Electoral Areas of the County".

The Motion was AGREED
DPM50/0615 Item ID:45178

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin:
H9 Objective 2

Amend the Objective to read "To ensure that higher buildings in established areas respect the surrounding context".

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM51/0615 Item ID:45200

It was proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor FN Duffy.
2.1.1 H2 Objective 1 – add Objective 2: To support the regions social housing programme by identifying sites & supporting the building of social houses in every local electoral area to ensure a balanced supply of houses to contribute to the solution of the ongoing housing needs of the region and to implement the principle of integrated housing policy and to avoid repeating/compounding social segregation.  

Co sponsored by Cllr. Dermot Richardson, Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Francis Timmons, Cllr. Guss O'Connell, Cllr. Paul Gogarty

REPORT:
The Interim Housing Strategy aims to distribute social housing across the County and includes a 15% social housing requirements under Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for all sites that are zoned for residential development or a mix of uses that would include residential development. This is reflected under the H Policy 1 Objectives.

All areas of the County where new private housing development takes place will therefore be subject to the Part V requirement. This will ensure that social housing is distributed amongst new housing areas in an equitable manner irrespective of local electoral area.

The identification of specific sites and locations for social housing under the social housing building programme and on Council owned is a separate reserved function and public consultation (Part 8) procedure.

In line with the response to Motion ID 45154 and 44974, HI Objective 3 could be amended to seek to promote the balanced distribution of social housing across all Local Electoral Areas.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

H1 Objective 3:

Extend the objective by including the text “in a balanced way in all Local Electoral Areas of the County".

It was AGREED to take Motion 51 in conjunction with Motion 52

DPM52/0615 Item ID:44974

It was proposed by Councillor S. Holland and seconded by Councillor P. Foley.
Housing Policy 1: Housing strategy

To ensure that each local electoral area identifies sites for mixed housing needs, including social. No one local electoral area should be exempt from providing social housing, especially given the pressing need.

REPORT:
The Interim Housing Strategy aims to distribute social housing across the County and includes a 15% social housing requirements under Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for all sites that are zoned for residential development or a mix of uses that would include residential development. This is reflected under the H Policy 1 Objectives.

All areas of the County where new private housing development takes place will therefore be subject to the Part V requirement. This will ensure that social housing is distributed amongst new housing areas in an equitable manner irrespective of local electoral area.

The identification of specific sites and locations for social housing under the social housing building programme and on Council owned is a separate reserved function and public consultation (Part 8) procedure.

In line with the response to Motion ID 45154 and 45200, HI Objective 3 could be amended to seek to promote the balanced distribution of social housing across all Local Electoral Areas.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

H1 Objective 3:

Extend the objective by including the text “in a balanced way in all Local Electoral areas of the County".

Following contribution from Councillors D. O’Donovan, S. Holland and C. King, Mr E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use, Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM53/0615 Item ID:45264

It was proposed by Councillor L. Dunne and seconded by Councillor S. Holland.
To improve the appearance of already existing communities, before any further development of infills.

REPORT:
The insertion of an objective into the Draft Development Plan that seeks to limit further development within the County prior to the resolution of unrelated matters would be negative and restrictive. The proposed motion would adversely impact on the proper planning and sustainable development of the County including the statutory obligation to meet housing needs.

Public realm improvement projects will be carried out under the Villages Initiative, which is aimed at revitalising nine traditional villages in South Dublin County and making them the focal points for their communities. The motion could be amended to require the County Development Plan to support public realm improvements as part of infill developments”.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

Include an objective under Housing Policy 7 (Urban Design in Residential Developments) that requires the County Development Plan to support public realm improvements as part of infill developments.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.
DPM54/0615 Item ID:45205

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. O’Broin.
2.3.4 Internal Residential Accommodation - Additional Objective

H14 Objective 4:

To ensure that all apartments are designed to provide utility rooms which can be used for the purpose of washing and drying of clothes with appropriate and adequate venting which ensures no build up of surplus moisture and avoids the proliferation of mould. This objective further supports the policy of "no clothes drying permissible on apartment balcony's".

REPORT:
The Sustainable Urban Housing: Design Standards for New Apartments Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2007) suggest that clothes drying facilities should be provided in the form of communal facilities in larger schemes or within each unit.

It is considered that a prescribed requirement for a utility room in all new apartments particularly for one and two bedroom apartments would be onerous. The insertion of a requirement for facilities in line with the recommendations of the Apartment Guidelines would be more feasible. This should be inserted into Chapter 11 Implementation under Dwelling Standards (11.3.1).

The ventilation of residential buildings is governed by Part F of the national Building Regulations and this detailed aspect of construction is beyond the remit of the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

Following contributions from Councillors C. King, T. Gilligan, Mr E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised. Councillor C. King proposed to amend the Chief Executive’s recommendation to include “suitably sized” instead of adequately ventilated as follows:
Insert a requirement under Chapter 11 Implementation for adequately ventilated clothes drying facilities to be provided for apartment developments in the form of suitably sized communal facilities or individual facilities within each unit.
The Chief Executive’s recommendation AS AMENDED was AGREED 
DPM55/0615 Item ID:45136

It was proposed by Councillor L. Dunne and seconded by Councillor F. Warfield
Housing policy 1 housing strategy (New Objective)

H1 Objective 7

To facilitate the development of a new Women's Refuge & transitional units to accommodate & respond to the increasing emergency accommodation needs of women who have to flee their homes, due to domestic violence.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment:

H1 Objective 7:

To facilitate the development of a new Women’s Refuge within the County to include emergency accommodation and transitional units.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.
DPM56/0615 Item ID:45251

It was proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor AM Dermody
That the manager considers amending Section 2.1.1 Housing for Older People H3 Objective 2 to include that such sub divisions would have a full cumulative Traffic and Parking impact report included and considered as part of their application. 

REPORT:
The Traffic Assessment Guidelines (2014) advise that Traffic Impact Statements are only required for major traffic generating development. It is an additional requirement under Section 11.4.5 of the Draft Development Plan for such impact statements to be prepared where a particular development may have a significant impact on the County road network.

A widespread requirement to carry out a Traffic Impact Statement for all sub-division proposals for housing for older people is considered unnecessary. Such a prescribed requirement would place an unnecessary and inequitable burden on applications for such development particularly for small scale proposals.

All development proposals within the County will be assessed against the policies and standards in relation to parking as set out under Chapter 6 Transport and Mobility and Chapter 11 Implementation. It is recommended that the motion be amended accordingly.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

Amend H3 Objective 2 to require development proposals to be subject to the car parking standards set out under Chapter 11 Implementation and to require the submission of Traffic Impact Statements in the case of major traffic generating developments or where it is considered that there would be a significant impact on the County road network.

Following contributions from Councillor P. Donovan, Mr P. Hogan, Senior Planner responded to queries raised and an amendment to include “a cross reference to the 20% restriction, as contained in Chapter 11 Implementation was proposed to the Chief Executive’s Recommendation.
The Chief Executive’s recommendation AS AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM57/0615 Item ID:45049

Proposed by Councillor C. Brophy

To amend H3 Objective 2 to delete the promotion of sub division and replace with the following to allow for sub division of large houses only in exceptional circumstances.

Co sponsor Cllrs. Paula Donovan & William Lavelle

REPORT:
Response
The Pre-Draft Public Consultation Background Issues Papers identify that the population of communities in the established areas of the County are growing older. Such demographic changes are known to adversely impact on the viability of existing physical and community services, facilities and infrastructure including schools, community centres, public transport and shops.

The choice of housing for older people in established communities is also extremely limited. The limited subdivision of housing in established areas will help to provide more housing choice for older people including family flat development. Family flat development is long established within the County and would not be considered to comprise an exceptional circumstance.

All proposals for subdivision would be subject to the safeguards and standards identified in Chapter 11 Implementation. This includes a cap of 20% of the original housing stock of any one area in order to ensure for the protection of established character and amenities. All such development will need to comply with the car parking standards set out under the County Development Plan.

The safeguards could be strengthened through a requirement that sub-division of housing for older people will only be permissible on large sites in established areas where it is demonstrated that the population is growing older.
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

Include additional safeguard in Chapter 11 Implementation that restricts housing sub-division for older people to established areas where it is demonstrated that the population is growing older
It was AGREED to DEFER this Motion to the next Development Plan meeting scheduled for 25th June 2015.
DPM58/0615 Item ID:45227

It was proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin and seconded by Councillor D. O’Brien
Insert the following at the end of H17 Objective 1

subject to consultation with existing communities and other stakeholders.

REPORT:
There is no scope or opportunity for Planning Authorities to engage in consultation with third parties with regards to planning applications on privately owned lands under the Planning and Development Legislation, other than the provision for third parties to make submissions and observations.

It is a statutory requirement to carry out consultation with third parties and communities and stakeholders under the statutory plan making process and the motion could be amended to reflect this and also require such consultation to be carried out under non statutory plans.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

Insert the following sentence at the end of H17 Objective 1:

Where this is proposed under a Local Area Plan or other Plan, this shall be subject to consultation with existing communities and other stakeholders.

Following a contribution from Councillor E. O’Broin, it was agreed to insert the following wording at the end of H17 Objective 1:

“to encourage consultation with existing communities and other stakeholders”

The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM59/0615 Item ID:45054

It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan
That 2.5.0 be amended to reflect the Council’s desire to house people in their own local area particularly where young families are reliant on grandparent support or where adult children wish to stay close to their elderly parents to provide day to day support.

Co sponsor: Cllr. Paula Donovan

REPORT:
The Sustainable Rural Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2005) identify that the rural areas of South Dublin County are under strong urban influence for housing. The guidelines advise that planning authorities should distinguish between urban and rural generated housing in such areas and avoid ribbon or haphazard forms of development. It is advised that housing should be directed to zoned lands in cities, towns and villages in order to counteract unsustainable growth patterns counteract unsustainable commuting patterns, support existing services and facilities within urban areas while protecting rural areas from the spread of unsustainable development.

The Landscape Character Assessment of South Dublin County (2015) highlights the high landscape value and sensitivity of the rural hinterland areas of the County and advises that development in such areas should be kept to a minimum.

Within the context of the above, the Draft County Development Plan sets out to restrict the spread of dwellings in the rural area in order to minimise the impact of development on the character and visual setting of the rural landscape and to focus such housing into existing settlements (Housing Policy 20 and Housing Policy 27).

In recognition of the demand to provide support for family members including dependents and older parents in rural areas, an additional provision for dwelling subdivision to accommodate older persons in rural areas has been inserted into the Draft County Development Plan under Section 2.5.7. The motion could be amended to ensure that this is further recognised under Section 2.5.0 of the Draft Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

Amend Section 2.5.0 Introduction to take cognisance of the demand to provide support for dependents including family members and older parents in rural areas through the provision of dwelling subdivision to accommodate older persons.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM60/0615 Item ID:45284

It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins
SLO for the site of St Brigids Nursing home at Crooksling: That this site be designated as a centre of excellence for elder care and only developments that comply with that strategy shall be considered.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
The designation of a site for a centre of excellence in terms of healthcare is beyond the function of the Planning Authority including the strategic land use function of the County Development Plan. It is recommended that the wording of the motion be amended accordingly and that it also be amended to align with Housing Policy 3 of the Draft Plan (Housing for Older People).

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment:

To include an SLO for the site of St Brigid’s Nursing home at Crooksling that designates the site as a centre that provides for the care of elderly people in nursing home accommodation.
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The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM61/0615 Item ID:45222

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan
That the Development Plan seeks to facilitate, as opposed to thwart, those resident's associations who wish to utilise and incorporate CCTV facilities for security in their area and works to develop a practical working protocol regarding same

REPORT:
The objectives set out under H Policy 15 (Privacy and Security) of the Draft County Development Plan seeks to ensure that housing developments are designed to achieve a high standard of privacy and security through the implementation of principles of urban design in accordance with the Guidelines for Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2009). This includes maximising street frontage and natural surveillance in a manner that avoids the need for retrofitted security features such as CCTV systems. The management and functioning of CCTV systems and networks is beyond the strategic land use function of the County Development Plan.

The motion could be amended to facilitate the development of CCTV systems within housing areas where it is demonstrated that there is a clear security and safety need subject to the protection of existing residential amenity.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

Include an objective under H Policy 15 (Privacy and Security) to investigate a protocol for the development of CCTV systems within housing areas where it is demonstrated that there is a clear security and safety need subject to the protection of residential amenity including the privacy of existing dwellings.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM62/0615 Item ID:44977

It was proposed by Councillor S. Holland and seconded by Councillor L Dunne
Housing Policy 11: Dwelling design

To make use of solar panels in any new developments, along the likes of those done recently in Belfast, to increase energy efficiency and cut energy bills for residents, leading to long term savings.

REPORT:
As detailed in Energy Chapter 10, All new homes constructed under current Building Regulations must reach an energy performance equating to an A3 Building Energy Rating (BER) standard and there are specific requirements with regard to thermal performance, overall energy use and CO2 emissions. The regulations also prescribe that a reasonable proportion of the energy consumption to meet the energy performance of a dwelling is provided by renewable energy sources and this provides a number of options such as ground source heating, solar heating and wind energy. Renewable energy sources can therefore be tailored to the needs of the home in a manner that responds to its surrounding context such as location, site size, dwelling size, visual impact and orientation.

It is recommended that the motion be amended to require new residential developments to take account of energy efficiency and renewable energy opportunities, including solar energy.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

Housing Policy 11: Dwelling Design

Require new residential developments to take account of energy efficiency and renewable energy opportunities, including solar energy.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM63/0615 Item ID:45133

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins
To amend Map No. 7 to rezone lands at Tootenhill, Rathcoole (outlined in red on the attached map) to ‘RES-N’ zoning so as to allow for the sustainable completion of residential development in the area, subject to an approved plan; noting this proposal is supported by Rathcoole Community Council.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Higgins

REPORT:
The subject lands are constrained by the route of the long term road proposal for the Western Dublin Orbital Route. It is recommended that any rezoning of the subject lands for development should be subject to the requirement to accommodate the required road reservation.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment:

To amend Map No. 7 to rezone lands at Tootenhill, Rathcoole to ‘RES-N’ zoning so as to allow for the sustainable completion of residential development in the area, subject to an approved plan and the insertion of an SLO under Transport and Mobility Policy 4 (Strategic Road and Street Network) that requires the development of said lands to be subject to the need to accommodate the required road reservation for the Western Dublin Orbital Route.
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The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM64/0615 Item ID:45164

It was proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell
2.2.3 H9 Objective 3: Amend: To ensure that new residential developments immediately adjoining existing one and two storey housing incorporate a gradual change in building heights with no significant marked increase in building height in close proximity to existing housing.  Change to: “To ensure that new residential developments immediately adjoining existing one and two storey housing incorporate a gradual change in building heights with no increase in building height adjacent  to existing one or two storey house.”  

Co sponsored by Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Paul Gogarty, Cllr. Francis Timmons, Cllr. Guss O’Connell

REPORT:
The issue of determining the appropriate building height adjacent to existing housing is further addressed in Section 11.2.7 Building Height of the Chief Executives Draft.  This include a defined spatial restriction (bullet point two) adjacent to areas of existing housing, as follows: 

The proximity of existing housing - in residential areas new residential development that adjoins existing two storey housing (backs or sides onto or faces) shall be no more than two storeys in height, unless a separation distance of 35 metres or greater is achieved.

There is a concern that removal of the term ‘significant’ may lead to a conflict that allows a ‘gradual change’ in height whilst also stating that ‘no increase’ in height will be permitted.  This would be may also be overly restrictive in as it may be interpreted to restrict development to single storey adjacent to existing single storey housing. 

To address this issue and provide greater clarification a further reface to Section 11.2.7 Building Height can also be added to H9 Objective 3.  The issue of development adjacent to one storey housing should also be addressed in Section 11.2.7.

See also Item 45111

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment. 

That H9 Objective 3 be amended as follows:

To ensure that new residential developments immediately adjoining existing one and two storey housing incorporate a gradual change in building heights with no significant marked increase in building height in close proximity to existing housing (see also Section 11.2.7 Building Height).

That bullet point two, Section 11.2.7 Building Height be amended as follows: 

The proximity of existing housing - new residential development that adjoins existing one and/or two storey housing (backs or sides onto or faces) shall be no more than two storeys in height, unless a separation distance of 35 metres or greater is achieved.
The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM65/0615 Item ID:45111

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins
To amend section 11.2.7 relating to Building Height to add the following additional words at the end of the second bullet point (on the proximity of existing housing): “and no more than three storeys in height unless a separation distance of 70 metres or greater in achieved”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Section 11.2.7 Building Height of the Chief Executives Draft contains set of criteria for determining the appropriate building height, namely:

- The prevailing building height in the surrounding area.

- The proximity of existing housing - in residential areas new residential development that adjoins existing two storey housing (backs or sides onto or faces) shall be no more than two storeys in height, unless a separation distance of 35 metres or greater is achieved.

- The formation of a cohesive streetscape pattern – including height and scale of the proposed development in relation to width of the street, or area of open space.

- The proximity of any Protected Structures, Architectural Conservation Areas and / or other sensitive development.

The 35 metre/two storey limit is an accepted and established separation distance that will ensure the appropriate level of transition will occurs between existing residential estates and newly development areas. This standard was established as part of the Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Residential Density in 1999. It has subsequently been relaxed by the Department of Environment, Community and Local Government Urban Design Manual (2009) which shifts away from numerical based standards toward performance based standards. The 35 metre requirement has however been applied in this instance to ensure that where new housing is placed back-to-back with existing housing (with a standard separation distance of 22m at first floor level) it will be limited to two storeys.

There is a concern that a blanket 70 metre/three storey limit will be overly restrictive. Where new housing is placed back-to-back with existing housing (with a standard separation distance of 22m at first floor level), the restriction would extend far beyond the adjoining development and into subsequent blocks. Such a restriction is unlikely to withstand a rigorous planning assessment as it would make negligible, if any, impact on the amenity of existing housing in terms of visual impact or overshadowing.

The proposed motion would also place an unreasonable restriction on sites that are suitable for buildings of three storeys or more including those that are within urban centres or are served by high quality community infrastructure and public transport facilities. Within this context, the recent letters to the four Dublin Planning Authorities from the Minister for the Environment, Community and Local Government and Minister for Housing, Planning and Co-ordination of Construction 2020 (10th June 2015) advise that the availability and affordability of housing is a key planning issue facing Dublin and that the viability of new development including supply will be placed at risk by the insertion of unreasonable or excessive requirements.

See also Item 45164

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors W. Lavelle, P. Gogarty, J. Lahart, P. Donovan, M. Genockey, C. King, FN. Duffy, P. Kearns, both Mr. P. Hogan, Senior Planner and Mr E. Taaffe, Director, Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.  Councillor P. Kearns proposed to defer the motion, seconded by Councillor M. Devine.
It was AGREED to DEFER this Motion to the next Development Plan meeting scheduled for 25th June 2015.  The Chief Executive agreed to provide examples of Building Heights to the Councillors.
DPM66/0615 Item ID:45301

It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor K. Mahon
That the height of newly zoned RES-N developments along the South of the county be restricted to 12 meters in height.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
It is not proposed to newly zone  new RES-N lands along the south of the County at this stage of the County Development Plan process.

Section 11.2.7 Building Height of the Draft County Development Plan contains set of criteria for determining the appropriate building height, including:

· The prevailing building height in the surrounding area.

· The proximity of existing housing - in residential areas new residential development that adjoins existing two storey housing (backs or sides onto or faces) shall be no more than two storeys in height, unless a separation      distance of 35 metres or greater is achieved.

All lands zoned RES-N are required to be developed in accordance with an approved area plan, such as an LAP. Building heights will be determined as part of the approved area plan making process, which is a reserved function, subject to community consultation.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

Following contributions from Councillors K. Mahon, P. Gogarty, C. King, W. Lavelle, M. Murphy, P. Donovan, FN. Duffy, J. Lahart, Mr P. Hogan, Senior Planner and Mr E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.

It was AGREED to DEFER this Motion to the next Development Plan meeting scheduled for 25th June 2015.
DPM67/0615 Item ID:45300

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy

That all zoning RES-N along the south of the county be restricted to below the 120 meter contour line.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
The extent of the ‘RES-N’ lands above the 120 metre contour in the County is shown on the attached map. The area includes large sections in the south west of the County, such as parts of Rathcoole and Saggart and significant ‘RES-N’ landbanks at Boherboy, Fortunestown and Killinarden/ Kiltipper. A restriction on zoned land to below the 120 metre contour will result in an effective ‘down zoning’ of circa 75 hectares of ‘RES-N’ residential lands on the south-western fringe of the County, many of which are already subject to planning permission for development.

It is a requirement under the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for the County Development Plan including its Core Strategy to be consistent with the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and to ensure that there are sufficient and suitable lands zoned to meet the population and housing requirements for the County.

The Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and the latest CSO Regional Population Projections project significant population growth for the County and identify a need for between 32,132 and 39,649 additional homes within the County during the lifetime of the Draft County Development Plan.

The Core Strategy contained in the Draft Development Plan includes population and housing needs projections for each settlement of the County. The projected total residential capacity for the settlements of Tallaght (Metropolitan Consolidation Town), Saggart/Citywest (Moderate Growth Town) and Rathcoole (Small Town) would be significantly reduced by the proposed motion.  

The proposed restriction would require an amendment of the Core Strategy and would be contrary to meeting the statutory requirements of the Planning Authority in terms of meeting housing and population targets and directing such growth into the appropriate designated areas of the County.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 67 Contour map
Councillor M. Murphy AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion 

DPM68/0615 Item ID:45127

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor D. O’Brien
That a Specific Local Objective be included, applying to the former Vincent Byrne site in Palmerstown, at the junction of the R148 & Kennelsfort Road, which is zoned ‘VC’, as follows: “To preserve the character of Palmerstown Village by limiting any future development on this site which is the subject of new applications to three storeys in height; and two storeys where it backs or side onto adjoining two storey housing.” 
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The former Vincent Byrne site is a prominent site at the junction of the N4 and Kennelsfort Road. The site is currently occupied by a one and two storey industrial/commercial building. A permission to demolish the building and replace it with a mixed use development (SD09A/0021), ranging in height from two to six storeys, was granted on appeal to An Bord Pleanála on 21/05/2010 (now expired).

The redevelopment of this site would be encouraged. The existing building is of poor quality and detracts from the streetscape and broader Palmerstown village environs.

There is a concern that the imposition of a three storey height limit would contradict Section 28 Ministerial Guidelines for the redevelopment of brownfield sites on public transport corridors. The Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2009) encourage higher densities with a minimum of 50 dwelling per hectare in such circumstances. Meeting this requirement would be highly unlikely with a blanket three storey height limit. Any development on this site should be assessed on merit and subject to the proposed safeguards contained within Section 11.2.7 Building Height of the draft Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 68 Location Map
It was AGREED to take Motion 68 in conjunction with Motion 69

DPM69/0615 Item ID:45034

It was proposed by Councillor G. O'Connell and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty 
The following objective to be inserted in the 2016 - 2022 County Development Plan ref 2.2.1 (P 32) and 2.2.3 (P 34) H Policy 7 so as to ensure that any new development, or renovations to existing buildings will support, enhance, protect and promote the rich heritage of Palmerstown Village and community: OBJECTIVE that any future development of both residential and/or commercial developments in Palmerstown Village and the greater Palmerstown Area shall not be higher than or in excess of three stories in height.

Co signed by Cllr. P. Gogarty, Cllr. L. O'Toole, Cllr. F. Timmons and Cllr. D. O'Donovan.

REPORT:
Section 11.2.7 Building Height of the Chief Executives Draft contains set of criteria for determining the appropriate building height, namely: 

· The prevailing building height in the surrounding area.

· The proximity of existing housing - in residential areas new residential development that adjoins existing two storey housing (backs or sides onto or faces) shall be no more than two storeys in height, unless a separation distance of 35 metres or greater is achieved.

· The  formation of a cohesive streetscape pattern – including height and scale of the proposed development in relation to width of the street, or area of open space.

· The proximity of any Protected Structures, Architectural Conservation Areas      and / or other sensitive development.

This is an extensive set of criteria that ensures a rigorous assessment process is undertaken, in accordance with the requirements of the Planning and Development Act and various national guideline documents, such as the Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2009).

Appropriate building heights should be determined on a case-by-case basis, via a site analysis and urban design process, and assessed against the safeguards contained within Section 11.2.7 Building Height of the Draft Plan.  The imposition of a blanket three storey height limit on all lands within Palmerstown is contrary to proper planning and is unlikely to withstand a rigorous planning assessment.  See also item 45127.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors W. Lavelle, D. O’Brien, G. O’Connell and P. Gogarty, the Motions AS PUT were AGREED.
DPM70/0615 Item ID:45078

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and Councillor P. Donovan
To amend the opening part of ‘H2 Objective 1’ to add the words highlighted in bold: “To ensure that sufficient zoned land, serviced by sufficient public transport and road capacity, continues to be available….”
REPORT:
The purpose of Policy H2 Objective 1 is to ensure that there is sufficient zoned land available to meet housing need in the County and to ensure that housing can be supplied.  This is a strategic high level policy objective further to the Core Strategy of the Plan.  The motion seeks to inappropriately qualify housing land supply.  Whilst there are many different types of qualification that could be related to housing land supply and it is agreed that requirements for public transport and road improvement are important, these are better addressed elsewhere in the Plan, in the relevant Transport and Mobility Chapter.

National policy and the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 place an emphasis on the zoning and development of lands that are served by public services and facilities including public transport. If any qualification is to be placed on housing land supply, these requirements that should be reiterated.  If approved, the proposed motion could impact on the statutory obligation of the Plan to meet housing needs.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors W. Lavelle, G. O’Connell, P. Gogarty, P. Donovan, L. O’Toole, C. King, E. Ó’Broin, Mr P. Hogan, Senior Planner and Mr E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised. Cllr E. Ó’Broin proposed amended wording to the Motion seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle as follows:

Amend H2 Objective 1 to include ‘which could be serviced by sufficient public transport and road capacity.’ 
The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED
DPM71/0615 Item ID:45067

It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor M. Duff
That 2.1.2 include an Objective or an SLO in relation to the development of a retirement village in Ballynakelly, Newcastle

REPORT:
An Bord Pleanála recently granted permission for a retirement village at Ballynakelly, Newcastle. Given that planning permission has recently (2015) been granted for a retirement village, it is not considered necessary to include an SLO given that the objective to provide for the development of a retirement village has been met.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 71 Location Map
Following contributions from Councillors E Ó’Broin, M. Duff, E. Higgins, P. Gogarty, D. Looney, Mr P. Hogan, Senior Planner and Mr E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.
Councillor E. Ó’Broin proposed an amendment to the Motion seconded by Councillor C. King as follows that the SLO be worded to expire when development completed as granted by An Bord Pleanala.
The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM72/0615 Item ID:45215

It was proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell.
2.1.2 H3 SLO 1: That the lands zoned residential on the Scholarstown Road, opposite St. Colmcilles Secondary School and Woodfield Estates would be more suitable for this development, given its proximity to local shops, public transport, etc.  

Co sponsored by Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Paul Gogarty, Cllr. Francis Timmons, Cllr. Guss O’Connell, Cllr. Dermot Richardson

REPORT:
H3 SLO 1 has been framed in the context of the constraints of the Edmondstown Site, which is bound on its southern side by the M50 and by golf course lands zoned ‘OS’ (open space) on its western and northern sides with the only opportunity for access from a relatively narrow rural road (Whitechurch Road).

This site is therefore only suitable for low density development such as housing for older people and would help address the identified need for such housing within the Metropolitan Consolidation Area. This reflects the SLO for low density development on the Edmondstown Site under the current County Development Plan.

The site located opposite St. Colmcille’s Secondary School differs from the Edmonstown Site in that it is serviced, readily accessible from surrounding roads and is proximate to local schools. The Scholarstown Road site would therefore be suited to a more varied mix of housing typologies including housing for older people and younger households. The site has also been zoned for residential development without restriction since the adoption of the first County Development Plan in 1972.

The proposed motion would result in an inefficient use of long established residential zoned lands along the Scholarstown Road in terms of meeting the population and housing needs of the County as identified under the Core Strategy. This would require the identification of an alternative site for a mix of housing typologies within the Metropolitan Consolidation Area of the County and/or increased densities to make up for the shortfall in housing capacity.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 72 Location Map
Following contributions from Councillors P. Gogarty, D. Looney, C. King, AM. Dermody, J. Lahart, P. Foley, P. Donovan, D. O’Donovan, Mr P. Hogan, Senior Planner and Mr. E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.  A show of hands vote on the Motion AS PUT followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR
 
 5 (FIVE

AGAINST
17 (SEVENTEEN)

ABSTAIN
 3 (THREE)

The Motion FELL.


DPM73/0615 Item ID:45174

Proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin

Delete the text of H1 Objective 3 on p23 and replace with the following:

H1 Objective 3:

To promote social integration within housing developments through the facilitation of greater income mix within housing developments, including social housing developments.

REPORT:
The Draft Development Plan includes a 15% social housing requirements under Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for all sites that are zoned for residential development or a mix of uses that would include residential development. All areas of the County where new private housing development takes place will therefore be subject to the Part V requirement. This requirement has been drawn up on the basis of the Interim Housing Strategy as contained in Schedule 3 of the written statement, which includes a range of mechanisms to ensure that housing is available for persons who have different levels of income.

The allocation of housing stock is, however, beyond the strategic land use scope of the County Development Plan including the management of income mix.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Councillor E. Ó’Broin AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion 

DPM74/0615 Item ID:45051

Proposed by Councillor C. Brophy

To remove the words " the promotion of housing subdivision" from H17objective 2

Co Sponsors Cllrs. Paula Donovan & William Lavelle

REPORT:
The Pre-Draft Public Consultation Background Issues Papers identify that the population of communities in the established areas of the County have either stagnated or are declining and that the remaining communities are growing older. Such demographic changes are known to adversely impact on the viability of existing physical and community services, facilities and infrastructure including schools, community centres, public transport and shops.

Furthermore, the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and the latest CSO Regional Population Projections project significant population growth for the County and identify a need for between 32,132 and 39,649 additional homes within the County during the lifetime of the Draft County Development Plan. The Regional Planning Guidelines and the Core Strategy seek to direct such housing growth into the Metropolitan Consolidation Area and Consolidation Towns in order to counteract unsustainable growth patterns and unsustainable commuting patterns, make efficient use of finite land resources and support existing services and facilities.

Limited subdivision of large houses in established areas will help to address population decline, support the viability of existing physical and community services and infrastructure while also contributing to the housing needs of the County. The promotion of housing subdivision in established areas would also help to regularise any such unauthorised development and ensure that it is carried out in an appropriate manner including the provision of suitable parking.

All such development would be subject to the safeguards and standards identified in Chapter 11 Implementation. This includes a cap of 20% of the original housing stock of any one area in order to ensure for the protection of established character and amenities. All such development will need to comply with the car parking standards set out under the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted. 
It was AGREED to DEFER this Motion to the next Development Plan meeting scheduled for 25th June 2015.

DPM75/0615 Item ID:45066

Proposed by Councillor C. Brophy

That it is the policy of this Council not to promote the widespread division of the existing housing stock in the county

Co Sponsor Cllr. William Lavelle

REPORT:
Response
The Pre-Draft Public Consultation Background Issues Papers identify that the population of communities in the established areas of the County have either stagnated or are declining and that the remaining communities are growing older. Such demographic changes are known to adversely impact on the viability of existing physical and community services, facilities and infrastructure including schools, community centres, public transport and shops.

Furthermore, the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and the latest CSO Regional Population Projections project significant population growth for the County and identify a need for between 32,132 and 39,649 additional homes within the County during the lifetime of the Draft County Development Plan. The Regional Planning Guidelines and the Core Strategy seek to direct such housing growth into the Metropolitan Consolidation Area and Consolidation Towns in order to counteract unsustainable growth patterns and unsustainable commuting patterns, make efficient use of finite land resources and support existing services and facilities.

Limited subdivision of large houses in established areas will help to address population decline, support the viability of existing physical and community services and infrastructure while also contributing to the housing needs of the County. The promotion of housing subdivision in established areas would also help to regularise any such unauthorised development and ensure that it is carried out in an appropriate manner including the provision of suitable parking.

All such development would be subject to the safeguards and standards identified in Chapter 11 Implementation. This includes a cap of 20% of the original housing stock of any one area in order to ensure for the protection of established character and amenities. All such development will need to comply with the car parking standards set out under the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted. 
It was AGREED to DEFER this Motion to the next Development Plan meeting scheduled for 25th June 2015.

DPM76/0615 Item ID:45068

Proposed by Councillor C. Brophy

Replace 20% with 5% in Section IV of  11.3.2 and delete the remainder of the point.

Co sponsor Cllr. William Lavelle

REPORT:
The Pre-Draft Public Consultation Background Issues Papers identify that the population of communities in the established areas of the County have either stagnated or are declining and that the remaining communities are growing older. Such demographic changes are known to adversely impact on the viability of existing physical and community services, facilities and infrastructure including schools, community centres, public transport and shops.

Furthermore, the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 – 2022 and the latest CSO Regional Population Projections project significant population growth for the County and identify a need for between 32,132 and 39,649 additional homes within the County during the lifetime of the Draft County Development Plan. The Regional Planning Guidelines and the Core Strategy seek to direct such housing growth into the Metropolitan Consolidation Area and Consolidation Towns in order to counteract unsustainable growth patterns and unsustainable commuting patterns, make efficient use of finite land resources and support existing services and facilities.

Limited subdivision of large houses in established areas will help to address population decline, support the viability of existing physical and community services and infrastructure while also contributing to the housing needs of the County. The promotion of housing subdivision in established areas would also help to regularise any such unauthorised development and ensure that it is carried out in an appropriate manner including the provision of suitable parking.

All such development would be subject to the safeguards and standards identified in Chapter 11 Implementation. This includes a cap of 20% of the original housing stock of any one area in order to ensure for the protection of established character and amenities. All such development will need to comply with the car parking standards set out under the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted. 
It was AGREED to DEFER this Motion to the next Development Plan meeting scheduled for 25th June 2015.

DPM77/0615 Item ID:45256

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan

That the manager considers amending H4 objective 1  to Section 2.1.3 Housing (H) Policy 4 Student Accommodation to read " To support the development of student accommodation in the campus of a recognised 3rd level institution or at other suitable locations that are proximate to centres of third level education and that  priority is given to those proximate centres to develop suitable public transport to support the off campus accommodation locations"

REPORT:
The planning, development and operation of public transport networks and routes is beyond the function of the Planning Authority and the County Development Plan. A requirement for Educational Institutions to operate a public transport facility would also be difficult to condition and enforce under Planning and Development Legislation. The wording of the proposed motion would also remove the promotion of student accommodation that is proximate to existing public transport services.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

It was AGREED to DEFER this Motion to the next Development Plan meeting scheduled for 25th June 2015.

DPM78/0615 Item ID:44700

It was proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
That H1 (Housing) objective 1 - to apply a 15% social housing requirement be changed to 20% social housing requirement

REPORT:
The South Dublin County Council Interim Housing Strategy 2016 demonstrates that a Part V 15% social housing requirement is sufficient to meet the projected housing needs for the County (see Table 17 of contained in Schedule 3 of the Draft County Development Plan).

The Interim Housing Strategy and social housing requirements are based on the population and housing projections set out under the Core Strategy (Chapter 1) of the Draft County Development Plan and social housing need in the County. The Interim Housing Strategy and Core Strategy are also framed by the national policy set out under of Housing Policy Statement (DECLG, 2011), Housing Circular 11/2012 and Social Housing 2020 (2014).

It is considered that the increased burden on residential zone lands would adversely impact on the viability of new housing development within the County. This would in turn negatively affect the social housing output from private housing development within the County.

Subsequent to a review of Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) by the Housing Agency, the Planning and Development (No.1) Bill, 2014 proposes to reduce the Part V requirement to no more than 10% of residential development for social housing. The proposed motion is therefore not consistent with the current draft legislation or national policy.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors F. Timmons, P. Gogarty and K. Mahon, Mr E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.

Councillor F. Timmons AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion 

DPM79/0615 Item ID:45152

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Mayor F. Warfield
2.1.0 Housing Strategy:

In paragraph 5 of this section and on the third line end the sentence at the words "and other uses" removing the text "save in specified circumstances where a reduced element may be acceptable",

REPORT:
The reference to exceptional circumstances where a reduced Part V element may be acceptable reflects the provisions of Section 96 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended), which excludes developments of 4 or less houses and housing on land of 0.1 hectares, and circumstances where there should be a reduced or no social housing requirement including social housing developments, housing for older people and student accommodation.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following a contribution by Councillor C. King Mr E. Taaffe, Director Land Use, Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.

Councillor C. King AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion 

DPM80/0615 Item ID:45169

It was proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin and seconded by Councillor M. Devine 
Insert new H1 Objective 1 on p29 (are renumber remainder accordingly)

H1 Objective 1:

To significantly increase the stock of social housing in the direct control of South Dublin County Council in order to meet the long term housing needs of those households on the local authority housing list

REPORT:
The County’s social housing stock is managed by the Housing, Social & Community Development Department. The acquisition of social housing is beyond the strategic land use function of a County Development Plan. This motion therefore cannot be achieved through the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors M. Devine and C. King, Mr E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.

It was AGREED that the Chief Executive’s recommendation would not be accepted.  The Motion AS PUT was AGREED.

DPM81/0615 Item ID:45182

Proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin

Replace H1 Objective 6 on p29 with the following:

H1 Objective 6:

To meet the County's need for social housing  primarily though the direct provision of Council controlled social housing in new mixed income estates combining where appropriate social housing, cost rental housing and cost sale housing and to supplement this provision with additional social housing provided through such means as made available by the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government

REPORT:
H1 Objective 6 has been drawn up to reflect the provisions of the Interim Housing Strategy as contained in Schedule 3 of the written statement. It is a requirement for the Development Plan to be consistent with its Housing Strategy and to include objectives for its implementation.

The Interim Housing Strategy assesses the mix of house types and tenures that are required to serve the County’s forecast population and housing need. The strategy and sets out a range of measures to address segregation. This includes a 15% social housing requirements under Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for all sites that are zoned for residential development or a mix of uses that would include residential development. All areas of the County where new private housing development takes place will therefore be subject to the Part V requirement.

The Interim Housing Strategy and Draft County Development Plan have been drawn up on the basis of current social housing practices, social housing need within the County and national policy including that set out under the Social Housing Strategy (2014), Housing Circular 11/2012 and the Housing Policy Statement (2011). This includes the national policy to stand down of all affordable housing schemes. The Housing Strategy sets out to meet the County’s needs for social housing provision through a range of mechanisms developed at a national level and set out under Planning and Development and Housing Legislation. This includes Part V, a social housing building programme, acquisition, Social Housing Leasing Initiative (SHLI), Housing Assistance Payment (HAP), Rental Accommodation Schemes (RAS) and the utilisation of existing housing stock,

The mechanisms proposed under the motion are either already provided for under the Draft Development Plan objectives and Interim Housing strategy or are at variance with national policy and current practices.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Councillor E. Ó’Broin AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion 

DPM82/0615 Item ID:45187

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin
2.3.2 Public Open Space - additional objective:

H12 Objective:

To develop agreed infill schemes throughout the County while ensuring no further infill schemes WITHIN existing Estates other than those agreed prior to the new Plan in the West Tallaght area with a view to the protection and enhancement of the small number of remaining green spaces in this area.

REPORT:
Agreement in relation to the development and location of infill schemes under the social housing building programme and on Council owned lands is beyond the remit of the County Development Plan and is a separate reserved function and public consultation (Part 8) procedure.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors C. King, W. Lavelle, B. Leech, D. Looney, G. O’Connell, Mr E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.

It was AGREED to DEFER this Motion to the next Development Plan meeting scheduled for 25th June 2015.

DPM83/0615 Item ID:45207

Proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan

P. 29 Housing (H) Policy 1 Housing Strategy.  Add H1 Objective 7: In response to the acknowledged national housing crisis, to insist on an immediate reinstatement of National Housing legislation which requires all developments to allocate a portion for social housing. Currently this is not effective and under review - thus is adding to the lack of supply for affordable and social housing.  

Co sponsored by  Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Paul Gogarty, Cllr. Francis Timmons, Cllr. Guss O'Connell 

REPORT:
The Draft Development Plan includes a 15% social housing requirements under Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) for all sites that are zoned for residential development or a mix of uses that would include residential development. All areas of the County where new private housing development takes place will therefore be subject to the Part V requirement.

Subsequent to a review of Part V of the Planning and Development by the Housing Agency, the Planning and Development (No.1) Bill, 2014 proposes to reduce the Part V requirement to no more than 10% of residential development for social housing. It is beyond the scope of a County Development Plan to direct this National Legislation.

A review of the Housing Strategy will be undertaken as part of the mandatory Two Year Development Plan Review by which time there will be clarity in relation to Part V of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended).

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Councillor D. O’Donovan AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion 

Motions DPM84/0615 – DPM88/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


Community Infrastructure

DPM89/0615 Item ID:45230

It was proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin and seconded by Councillor D. O’Brien:
Delete CI1 SLO1 and replace with the following:

CI1 SLO 1:

To support the need for a new community centre for the Balgaddy/South Lucan Area on the site of the existing Bush Centre and to ensure that any community centre developed on this site meets the needs of the community and is developed in partnership with existing service providers in the Balgaddy/South Lucan Area.

Report:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 89 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM90/0615 Item ID:44703

It was proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor E. Ó Broin:
That in CI1 SLO 1 That the Bush centre in Balgaddy be named and inserted into it.

Co signed by Dermot Looney

REPORT:
It is recommended that this motion is agreed using the wording as proposed in Motion Item no. 45230.

Recommendation
Refer to Motion Item no. 45230

M 90 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM91/0615 Item ID:44704

It was proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor E. Ó Broin:
That Balgaddy Community Garden in Balgaddy be in stated in the Plan

REPORT:
It is recommended that this motion is agreed using the wording as proposed in Motion Item no. 45230.

Recommendation
Refer to Motion Item no. 45230

M 91 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM92/0615 Item ID:44705

It was proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor C. King.
in CI 12 Objective 3 that ''Green space'' is added to open spaces

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors F. Timmons, C. King and M. Devine
The Motion was AGREED
DPM93/0615 Item ID:44979

It was proposed by Councillor S. Holland and seconded by Councillor L. Dunne:
Housing Policy 12: Public open space

Some new developments (e.g. Stockingwell Wood) were sold off plans with promises for playgrounds or planted green space which were subsequently scrapped.  Can we enter a provision in our development plan to insist that all new developments have some landscaped spaces?

REPORT:
The provision of open space within housing developments is a specific requirement of the County Development Plan and forms part of the Development Management assessment of planning applications. Where open space is not provided and is contrary to the planning permission on the site the Enforcement Section of the Planning Authority should be contacted and a file raised.

There are numerous policies and objectives contained within the County Development Plan to ensure that the highest standards of open spaces are provided in tandem with development such as housing. For example in Section 2.3.2 it is the policy of the Council to ensure that all residential development is served by a clear hierarchy of high quality public open spaces that provides for active and passive recreation and enhances visual character, identity and amenity of the area. It is the policy of the Council, set out in Section 3.13.0 that a hierarchical network of high quality open space is available to those who live, work and visit the County and Section 8.2.0 supports multifunctional parks and open spaces.  

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM94/0615 Item ID:44978

It was proposed by Councillor S. Holland and seconded by Councillor L Dunne
Housing Policy 12: Public Open Space

To endeavour to include a play space in every new development (except retirement units etc.) - this need not be a traditional playground, but just a more modern area for recreation, e.g. tricycle tracks 

REPORT:
The provision of open space within housing developments is a specific requirement of the County Development Plan. There are numerous policies and objectives contained within the County Development Plan to ensure that the highest standards of open spaces are provided in tandem with development such as housing. For example in Section 2.3.2 it is the policy of the Council to ensure that all residential development is served by a clear hierarchy of high quality public open spaces that provides for active and passive recreation and enhances visual character, identity and amenity of the area. Specific reference should be made to the Implementation Chapter, Section11.3.0 iii Public Open Space/Children’s Play which details how these objectives can be realised, in particular “Children should have access to safe and secure outdoor play opportunities that are accessible from their homes. Children’s play areas include traditional playgrounds with formal play equipment and natural play spaces with natural features that promote informal play. Furthermore, “Development of 50 units or over shall include formal provision for children’s play in semi-private or public open spaces through provision of a Young Children’s Area for Play (YCAP), or a Local Equipped Area for Play (LEAP or a Natural Play Area.  

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM95/0615 Item ID:44997

It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
To change the zoning of a four-sided green space on St Mel's Avenue, Greenhills (adjacent to Glendoo Close, Greenpark) from RES to OS.

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
The site has been in use as open space since the early 1970s and formed part of the residential development’s open space granted permission under Planning Reference D2402.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 95 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM96/0615 Item ID:45267

It was proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
3.3.0 new objective

To provide additional youth café’s in areas with high population of young adults and to utilise existing buildings which can be adaptable to youth programme facilities such as local libraries.

Co-sponsored by Cllrs Guss O Connell and Paul Gogarty

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM97/0615 Item ID:45026

It was proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
That a core objective of SDCC will be that youth cafes and safe meeting places for teenagers will be looked at being provided in Local Community centres and such facilities that may be unused in the evening times in an effort to provide much needed facilities for the 13-19 age group.

REPORT:
General policies set out throughout the County Development Plan support and facilitate the provision of recreational facilities for children of all ages at suitable locations. Policy CI1 Objective 6 specifically supports flexible and adaptable community buildings to incorporate uses such as youth programmes and youth cafes.  This motion is agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM98/0615 Item ID:45063

It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That table 3.1 Small Towns be amended to note the existence of a Community Centre (rather than a community hall) in Rathcoole

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM99/0615 Item ID:45165

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Development Plan recognises the need for post-primary school provision serving the Citywest area and reflects that it the identification of suitable sites.

REPORT:
The Council does recognise that there is a need for a post-primary school in the Citywest area through the Fortunestown Local Area Plan 2012. The Fortunestown LAP identifies potential sites to serve the Citywest area and these are included as part of the LAP phasing requirements.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DP100/0615 Item ID:45166

It was proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
3.10.0 C18 Objective 3: Amend to read: To support the provision of small scale childcare facilities in residential areas subject to appropriate safeguards to protect the amenities of the area, having regard to noise pollution and traffic management. 

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Paul Gogarty, Cllr. Francis Timmons, Cllr. Guss O’Connell

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM101/0615 Item ID:45179

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Development Plan recognises the demand and requirement for State-of-the-Art childcare facilities and adopts as an objective where and when possible, the co-location of pre- and after-school facilities on new primary school developments  

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM102/0615 Item ID:45188

It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor D. O’Brien:
In page 48, under Metropolitan Consolidation Towns, after “Planned Sports and Leisure Centre for Lucan”, add: “, including a public swimming pool”
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Liona O’Toole, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons.

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM103/0615 Item ID:45083

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty.
That the draft plan include verifiable details of school place needs projections justifying the list of new schools under section 3.14.0.

Co-sponsored by Cllrs Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

REPORT:
The list of schools, detailed in Section 3.14.0, was provided by the Department of Education and Skills (DES) arising from their latest projections on the need for school places and the provision of new schools within the County. A formal Report on these schools is not currently available but once provided by the Department will be referenced in subsequent versions of the Plan.  

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

Following contributions from Councillors W. Lavelle, C. King, M. Murphy, Mr P. Hogan, Senior Planner and Mr E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.  Councillor W. Lavelle proposed that a letter issue from the Mayor’s office to the Department of Education & Skills expressing disappointment on lack of school place needs projections from the Department.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM104/0615 Item ID:45144

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor D. Looney:
To amend ‘CI12 objective 5’ to read as follows: “To improve the provision for children’s play across the County, including the provision of appropriate facilities for both young children and older children/teenagers, ensuring that all new facilities are accessible to all children of that age cohort, irrespective of ability, and to include play equipment of features suitable for children with disabilities."
Co Sponsored by Cllr Kenneth Egan, Cllr William Lavelle

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that his motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM105/0615 Item ID:45232

It was proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin  and seconded by Councillor M. Devine:
Insert a new CI12 Objective 11 on p58

To develop specific plans to reclaim those parks that have been disproportionately affected by anti social-behaviour and vandalism through increasing the facilities available to the communities within the parks and in turn increasing the usage of the parks by local people

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM106/0615 Item ID:45250

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin:
3.9.0 Sports Facilities & Centres - Additional Objective:

C17 Objective 7:

To promote and support Communities and Clubs in developing Minority Sports in the County by providing indoor and outdoor spaces for pursuing these activities.

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM107/0615 Item ID:45252

It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor C. King:
Section 3.11.1 Primary and Post-Primary Facilities

Add to CI9 Objective 6 to read:

"To ensure schools are located so as to promote walking and cycling, including the provision of adequate secure bicycle storage in all schools."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy and Cllr P Gogarty.

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM108/0615 Item ID:45155

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Council agrees to begin forward planning for a regional playground serving the Knocklyon area at Cherryfield and prioritises this as an objective of the development plan

REPORT:
There is a provision in the Council’s Five Year Play Space Programme 2014 -2018 for a Neighbourhood Play Space in Cherryfield Park. The date for the construction of this is 2018. Consideration will be given to increasing the size of this play space to Regional on the basis that the park is situated within the Dodder Valley Regional Park when a review of the programme takes place later in the life of the programme itself.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 108 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM109/0615 Item ID:45243

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin:
3.9.0 Sports Facilities & Centres - Additional Objective:

C17 Objective 6:

To provide for the development and maintenance of a Cross Country (Olympic Code) BMX track at Tallaght Leisure Centre which complements and further expands this Sports Hub for Tallaght and beyond in keeping with Policy in this area of Community Development.

REPORT:
A review of the Masterplan for Jobstown Park, where the suggested BMX track would be located, will be undertaken within the next two years. This review is considered necessary to test the existing proposals against changing circumstances and needs. The proposal for a BMX facility can be included for consideration in this two year review.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 109 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM110/0615 Item ID:44980

It was proposed by Councillor S. Holland and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
Community Infrastructure Policy 9 - Primary & post-primary facilities

To undertake a review of local sports clubs and determine whether shared specialist facilities can be developed for use by local clubs in conjunction with the schools - boxing, tennis and cricket are all widely played and yet there is a dearth of facilities across the county

REPORT:
Some preliminary work has already been carried out by the council’s Community Department on this matter in conjunction with Public Realm.   This work will continue over the life time of the Plan.

It is an objective of the plan to carry out an assessment of community floorspace needs in South Dublin County (CI1 – 1) and to promote and support schemes that facilitate the shared use of school facilities, such as sports halls and ball courts for community use outside of school hours (CI9 – 7).

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM111/0615 Item ID:45313

It was proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
Section Community Infrastructure Policy 12 Open Space

That the manager considers a specific objective to develop a comprehensive Sports strategy which would work with Local clubs and groups to assess need, identify future growth plans so as to plan for additional requirements of these clubs

REPORT:
Response
South Dublin County Council’s Community Department has carried out some preliminary work on this matter in conjunction with Public Realm. The provision of additional facilities will require the availability of the necessary finances. Section 48 contributions will not finance all required facilities so financial assistance from national resources is essential.

The Council has fostered a partnership-type approach with the clubs in its administrative area and this was demonstrated during the recent call for funding under the Sports Capital Grants Scheme.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM112/0615 Item ID:45270

It was proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
3.6.0

That this council supports and promotes suitable locations for community centres and place of worship for our growing diverse communities. 

Co-sponsored by Cllrs Guss O’Connell and Paul Gogarty

REPORT:
Policy CI1 Community Centres and Policy CI4 Places of Worship seek to support and facilitate the development of community centres and places of worship. Motion agreed as stated in the Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM113/0615 Item ID:45277

It was proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
Section 3.11.1 change to objective 7

To promote the development of sufficient facilities required by modern schools particularly at planning stage and to promote the shared use of these school facilities, such as sports halls and ball courts and all weather pitches for community use outside of school hours.

Co-sponsored by Cllrs Guss O’Connell and Paul Gogarty

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that his motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM114/0615 Item ID:45281

It was proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
Consider amending 3.3.0 CI1 Objective 6 to read

To ensure that community buildings are "Accessible" to the entire community and built to meet both the Current "and Future needs of the Community they serve

REPORT:
Refer to response to Motion Item number 45147.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM115/0615 Item ID:45307

It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor K. Mahon:
That the Dodder Valley Park at the southern end of Bawnville, Newbawn and Seskin View estates be developed, in conjunction with local residents, as a passive recreation area.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
Agree the content of this motion and word an objective to form Part of Policy CI12.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted
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The Motion was AGREED
DPM116/0615 Item ID:45112

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
To amend section 11.3.1 (iii) relating to ‘children’s play’ to clarify that where publicly-accessible YCAP’s are to provide in development of 50 units or more, that such areas should be taken-in-charge by the local authority.

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM117/0615 Item ID:45128

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
That Map No. 2 be amended to clarify that existing areas of open space at Foxford estate (outlined on attached map) should be zoned ‘OS’; and to further include a Specific Local Objective: “To prepare and implement a master plan to regenerate the Cluain Rí Park and to enhance the boundary treatment to Grangecastle Road between Droim an Coille & Foxford estates”

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Although the land has been zoned for residential purposes since 1998, the triangular sites which are located at the end of the Foxford Estate road (and are only accessible from this road) are currently used as open space. The site is bounded by a well-established and mature hedgerow and adjoins existing parkland at Cluain Ri Park.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted
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The Motion was AGREED
DPM118/0615 Item ID:45358

It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
That the following Specific Local Objective be enshrined in the South Dublin County Council Draft Development Plan:

SLO Swimming Pool Location -To provide a swimming pool for Lucan on a new Sports and Leisure Centre campus at Griffeen; alternative locations to be sought as part of an extensive public consultation process but with Griffeen identified as the default site.

Co-sponsored by Cllrs Guss O’Connell, Liona O’Toole, Francis Timmons

 

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM119/0615 Item ID:45312

It was proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
3.9.0 or 3.1

That this council agrees to build the swimming pool for Lucan within Griffeen Park adjacent to the existing community centre which is in the heart of Lucan and on the RPA preferred rapid transport route.

Co-sponsored by Cllrs Paul Gogarty and Guss O'Connell

REPORT:
Refer to Motion 45358 for agreed text.

 Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.

M 119 Location Map
The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM120/0615 Item ID:45147

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
To include a new section in the 'Community Infrastructure' chapter:

"3.15.0 Universally-Accessible Community Facilities
Community Infrastructure (CI) Policy 13 Accessibility
It is the policy of this Council to promote the highest levels of universal accessibility in all community facilities.
CI 13 Objective 1:
To ensure the highest level of universal accessibility in all new community facilities.
CI 13 Objective 2:
To improve levels of universal accessibility in all existing community facilities
CI 13 Objective 3:
To promote the provision of 'changing spaces' in public community buildings in the County, including in all major new community buildings."
Co Sponsored by Cllr Kenneth Egan, Cllr William Lavelle

REPORT:
Motion agreed.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED

Motions DPM121/0615 – DPM138/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


M139/0615 Item ID:45268

It was proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
That the Manager agrees to undertake to update the current maps to reflect the that all current green spaces at the following location should be coded as green spaces: 

Boden Park, Rathfarnham

 REPORT:
Site B - Boden Park, Rathfarnham

The open space at this location represents a well-established public walkway connecting Ballyboden Way with the Scholarstown Road. The primary use of this sliver of land is a permeable route linking the two main roads.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 139 Location map
Following a contribution from Councillor P. Donovan.

Councillor P. Donovan AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM140/0615 Item ID:45494

It was proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor A.M. Dermody:
That the Manager agrees to undertake to update the current maps to reflect that all current green spaces at the following location should be coded as green spaces: 

Templeroan Estate, Knocklyon

REPORT:
Site C - Templeroan Estate, Knocklyon

The land in question is predominantly overlooked by housing in the Boden Estate and acts as an informal pedestrian route linking Ballyboden way with the eastern side of the estate. A significant tree stand and waterbody exists on the site.  

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 140 Location Map
Following a clarification from Councillor P. Donovan, the location of the zoning change should be Boden Park, Rathfarnham and not Templeroan Estate, Knocklyon. 
The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED

Motions DPM141/0615 – DPM142/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


DPM143/0615 Item ID:45129

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. O’Broin:
That Map No. 2 be amended to clarify that three existing areas of open space (outlined on attached map) at Balgaddy & Rosse Court should be zoned ‘OS’.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

Note: This motion relates to Site A on the Map at Rosse Court Resource Centre 

REPORT:
Site A is a rectangular shaped piece of land located to the front of Rosse Court Resource Centre. It has slivers of narrow grassed areas with planted trees and a small playground. Most of the site is hard surfaced and its primary purpose is for pedestrian movement between buildings and access to the car parking which surrounds it.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 143 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED

DPM144/0615 Item ID:45493

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. O’Brien:
That Map No. 2 be amended to clarify that existing areas of open space (outlined on attached map) at Balgaddy & Rosse Court should be zoned ‘OS’.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

Note: This motion relates to Site C on the Map at Balgaddy

REPORT:
Site C has been laid out for open space purposes and consists of a large Multi-Use-Games-Area and 5-aside pitch. It is considered appropriate to rezone this site to open space.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 144 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED

Motions DPM145/0615 – DPM158/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


Economic Development & Tourism
DPM159/0615 Item ID:45108

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
To rename Zoning Objective ’MU’ as ‘REGEN “To facilitate enterprise and/or residential-led regeneration”

REPORT:
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM160/0615 Item ID:45253

It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
That ET8 Objective 2 be amended to include reference to ‘aviation history’

Co-sponsor: Cllr Anne Marie Dermody, Cllr Paula Donovan

REPORT:
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM161/0615 Item ID:45221

It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
Amend Zoning Objective MU Not Permitted to read: Abattoir, Aerodrome/Airfield, Agriculture, Betting Office, Camp Site, Caravan Park-Residential, Cemetery, Concrete/Asphalt Plant in or adjacent to a Quarry, Conference Centre, Fuel Depot, Heavy Vehicle Park, Industry-Extractive, Industry-Special, Nightclub, Outdoor Entertainment Park, Refuse Landfill/Tip, Refuse Transfer Station, Rural Industry-Food, Scrap Yard, Shop-Major Sales Outlet, Transport Depot, Commercial Wind Farm.
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Liona O’Toole, Deirdre O Donovan, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy

REPORT:
Motion response to be read in conjunction with Item no. 45219.

This motion proposes to amend the land uses ‘Not Permitted’ as follows:

Boarding Kennels – Omit (moved to Open for Consideration)

Nightclub – Include

Refuse Transfer Station – Include

Betting Office – Include

It is considered that the proposed changes to use classes in Table 11.4 are acceptable.

The motion also includes the inclusion of ‘Commercial’ in the Wind Farm definition. This is considered acceptable and aligns with the ‘Wind Farm – Commercial’ definition contained in Schedule 5 of the CE Draft Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM162/0615 Item ID:45219

It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
Amend Zoning Objective MU Open For Consideration to read: Allotment, Bed & Breakfast, Boarding Kennels, Car Park, Crematoria, Cultural Use, Doctor/Dentist, Embassy, Funeral Home, Garden Centre, Guest House, Hospital, Industry-General, , Nursing Home, Off-Licence, Place of Worship, Primary Health Care Centre, Public House, Recycling Facility, Retail Warehouse, Retirement Home, Service Garage, Shop-Neighbourhood, Social Club, Veterinary Surgery, Warehousing, Wholesale Outlet.
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Liona O’Toole, Deirdre O Donovan, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy

REPORT:
The CE Draft Plan introduces the ‘Mixed Use (MU)’ Zoning Objective - To facilitate enterprise and/or residential led development’.

The Council seeks to support and facilitate the regeneration of underutilised industrial lands that are proximate to town centres and transport nodes to provide for a more intensive mix of enterprise and / or residential led development. Many of these areas have high levels of vacancy, poor environmental quality and fragmented land ownerships. The incremental development of sites will result in transition areas between residential uses and enterprise uses. Given the transitional nature of the zone, precautions will be taken to ensure that the potential for noise pollution, air pollution or other nuisance from established industrial uses will not exceed acceptable environmental standards for any future occupants. Furthermore, any new enterprise land uses should generally be more compatible to residential amenity. As such, the Land Use tables are of particular importance in this hybrid zone where a combination of enterprise and residential uses are envisaged.

The land use tables for ‘MU’ are largely derived as a mix of the ‘EE’ and ‘RES’ zoning tables.

The motion proposes to amend the land uses ‘Open for Consideration’ as follows:

Boarding Kennels - Include

Nightclub – Omit

Refuse Transfer Station – Omit

Betting Office – Omit

It is considered that the proposed changes to use classes in Table 11.4 are acceptable.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM163/0615 Item ID:45162

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That this Development Plan affirms the continued public ownership of the Bohernabreena Reservoir in perpetuity; recognises it as a major natural, local and touristic resource for the benefit of the county and the nation; seeks to work more closely in partnership with its key stakeholders to sensitively protect and enhance its use by the public.

REPORT:
The Bohernabreena Reservoir is currently under the jurisdiction of Irish Water. The content of the motion is generally recommended to be included as South Dublin County Council will co-operate with Irish Water and other key stakeholders in identifying and promoting the tourism assets of the County.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 163 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM164/0615 Item ID:45193

It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
In page 65 add ET5 Objective 5: To support the development of a visitor facility in or adjacent to Liffey Valley Special Amenity Area, utilising existing buildings that may become available, subject to an appropriate scale of development having regard to the pertaining environmental conditions and sensitivities, scenic amenity and availability of services.
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Liona O’Toole, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy, Deirdre O’Donovan

REPORT:
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED

Motions DPM165/0615 – DPM1176/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


Urban Centres & Retailing

DPM177/0615 Item ID:45085

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
To add a further objective under ‘(R) Policy 1’: “To support, subject to identified need, the development of smaller and medium sized supermarkets in preference to superstore and hypermarket outlets, development of which should be generally limited.”
REPORT:
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM178/0615 Item ID:45186

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Development Plan recognises all the Villages (those historically established and those that have emerged over time) in the County, and implements measures in consultation with the community to enhance these villages

REPORT:
The Chef Executive’s Draft Plan recognises the value of the County villages in Chapter 5 Urban Centres & Retailing and outlines that the County has grown based on nine traditional villages of Clondalkin, Lucan, Newcastle, Palmerstown, Rathcoole, Rathfarnham, Saggart, Tallaght and Templeogue.

In Section 5.1.2, the CE Draft Plan outlines the policy of the Council and a range of Objectives to enhance these villages.

The CE Draft Plan also provides the following actions:

‘to encourage and support proposals from local communities to draw up Village Design Statements for their local village in accordance with the Heritage Councils Community-Led Village Design Statements in Ireland Toolkit (2012)’

‘Pursue all avenues of funding to secure resources for the enhancement, renewal and regeneration of the public realm of the county’s towns and villages.’

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM179/0615 Item ID:45308

It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor K. Mahon:
That the zoning VC for Tallaght Village be extended east between the N81 and Main Rd as far as but not including the Lidl site.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon. 

REPORT:
The extension of the VC zoning at Tallaght Village in accordance with the motion would include the apartment developments at New Bancroft and Priorsgate (above and behind Bank of Ireland). The Chief Executive considered that these developments have different characteristics to the area and buildings included within the village centre zoning, however, having regard to the mix of land uses and the proximity of the developments to the village centre zoning, the extension of the VC zoning as proposed is generally acceptable.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted.

M 179 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM180/0615 Item ID:45123

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. O’Brien:
That Map No. 1 be amended to clarify that existing local shops and commercial units at Dodsboro (outlined on the attached map) should be zoned ‘LC’ so as to preserve the ongoing sustainability of neighbourhood-level commercial activity at this centre, serving the surrounding residential community.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
It is recommended that the motion be adopted.

M 180 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM181/0615 Item ID:45199

It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
Amend page 90 5.6.4 District Centres R6 Objective 3 to read: To support and facilitate the development of new District Centres of an appropriate high density urban scale at Adamstown and Clonburris in accordance with approved Planning Schemes which should provide a sustainable retail mix including department stores and shopping centres that facilitates walking and use of public transport and reduces car journeys outside the SDZ for many retail needs.

Co-sponsored by Cllrs Liona O’Toole, Deirdre O Donovan, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy

REPORT:
It is recommended that the motion be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM182/0615 Item ID:45090

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
To amend ‘UC6 Objective 1’ by adding the following words to the end: “while maintaining the general restriction on the development of buildings of an excessively taller nature next to two-story housing”
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

REPORT:
It is recommended that the motion be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM183/0615 Item ID:45320

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor S. Holland:
UC6 Objective 2:

Amend to read: " To ensure that higher buildings in established areas take account of and respect the surrounding context.

REPORT:
It is recommended that the motion be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM184/0615 Item ID:45056

It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle.
That R10 Objective 1 be amended to include reference to appropriate proximity to schools as per 11.3.6iii

REPORT:
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM185/0615 Item ID:45088

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
To add a further objective under section 5.8.0 (Fast Food/Takeaway Outlets): “To restrict the opening of new fast food/takeaway outlets in close proximity to schools so as to protect the health and wellbeing of school-going children.”
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

REPORT:
It is recommended that the motion be adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
Motions DPM186/0615 – DPM204/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


Transport & Mobility

DPM205/0615 Item ID:45061

It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
That an objective be included in the TM6 set of objectives to demonstrate the Council’s prioritisation of safety at rural junctions.

Co Sponsor: Cllr. Paula Donovan

REPORT:
This issue was addressed at the Development Plan Meeting on 12 February 2015.

Motion 231 stated:

‘That this Council directs the Development Plan to prioritise safety at rural junctions and on minor roads’

This was addressed noting:

‘The provision of a safer road environment is a priority on all roads throughout the County. This can be reflected by a number of Policy Objectives relating to the design of roads and streets. South Dublin County Council is also committed, via its Corporate Plan 2015-2019 to implement an annual road safety strategy’.

The motion was adopted and is addressed is reflected Policy/Policy Objectives within the Chief Executives Draft Development Plan relating to the design of all roads and streets within the County, namely:

TM Policy 6 Road and Street Design: It is the policy of Council to ensure that streets and roads within the County are designed to balance the needs of place and movement, to provide a safe traffic-calmed street environment, particularly in sensitive areas and where vulnerable users are present.

TM6 Objective 1: To appropriately apply speed limits taking into account the characteristics of the surrounding area, the design of the street environment and the presence of vulnerable users.

TM6 Objective 2: To ensure that all streets and street networks are designed to passively calm traffic through the creation of a self-regulating street environment.

TM6 Objective 3:To advance national and local initiatives in relation to road design and safety.

These objectives can be added to/expanded to further demonstrate the Planning Authorities the prioritisation of safety at rural junctions.

See also item 204.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM206/0615 Item ID:45079

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
That Map No. 1 be amended to provide for an additional link, as part of the ‘Griffeen Valley Greenway’ from Lucan-Newlands Road (just north of N4 footbridge) to Adamstown Road through both parkland at Vesey Park and along an alignment similar to that required under planning permission grant SD10A/0031.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The Greater Dublin Area Strategic Cycle Network identifies a ‘Minor Greenway’ that links the Griffeen Valley Greenway to Adamstown Road via Vesey park. This can also be added to Table 6.4 – Six Year cycle programme.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

Note: SD10A/0031 relates to the development of an Industrial site adjacent to Old Naas Road, Clondalkin. SD10A/0331 relates to the development to the south of the Esker burial grounds adjacent to Cherbury and Vesey Parks.

M 206 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM207/0615 Item ID:45091

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
That both Table 6.4 (Six Year Cycle Network Programme) and Map No. 2 be amended to provide for a new Green Route from the Old Lucan Road to Council-owned land along the Liffey by way of the right-of-way through lands at Hermitage Clinic, with a further extension to be shown to cross the Liffey in the vicinity of the Wren's Nest Weir.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The Greater Dublin Area Strategic Cycle Network includes a Primary Route (NO5) and Greenway that links the Old Lucan Road to Blanchardstown via the Hermitage Clinic and a new bridge adjacent to Wren's Nest Weir.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 207 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM208/0615 Item ID:45170

It was proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin:
3.13.0 Table 3.2: Community Features including walkways, can we ensure such walkways are wide enough to facilitate two people walking together and that they are as smooth as possible so that elderly people will be encouraged to use them. 

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Guss O’Connell, Cllr. Dermot Richardson

REPORT:
The design of roads and streets within Ireland is overseen by the Design Manual for Urban Roads and Streets (DMURS). The minimum width of a path under DMURS is 1.8m, which is sufficient to allow two wheelchairs or pushchairs to pass each other (wider footpath widths are recommended for busier areas, such as town centres). There are several reference to DMURS within the Chief Executives Draft CDP, including an Action of TM Policy 6 Road and Street Design which states;

‘New roads and streets within urban areas shall be designed in accordance with the principles, approaches and standards contained within the DMURS.’

Further details in this regard are also outlined in Section 6.4.3(I) – Design of Streets and Roads in Urban Areas.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM209/0615 Item ID:45095

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
To add the following words to end of objective ‘TM3 Objective 2’: “while seeking to minimise opportunities for anti-social behaviour and respecting the wishes of local communities.”
REPORT:
A number of walking/cycling routes throughout the County have been constructed in Darglewood, Grange Road, Clondalkin Park and Dodder Valley Park (including a new bridge). To reduce the possible occurrence of anti-social behaviour (including pre-existing issues) various design interventions were implemented, the primary deterrent being the increase in passive surveillance occasioned by increased usage. During all permeability projects carried out to date in order to fully understand and take into consideration the views and wishes of the local communities, consultation was undertaken at a very early stage to allow the findings to be considered before final decisions were made and enabled consultees to be informed about other processes that were used to inform the eventual decision. In relevant cases Consultees were also informed of other opportunities that were available to influence the decision; for example, some schemes were subject to a Part 8 planning process during which statutory consultation was also undertaken

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM210/0615 Item ID:45198

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Plan reflects the needs of cyclists in new commercial centre developments by ensuring that indoor bicycle parking facilities are provided as a condition of planning

REPORT:
Section 11.4.1 of the Chief Executives draft CDP outlines requirements for bicycle parking according to land use. The rates are divided into two main categorises.

Long Term: These are to be designed for use by residents and employees. Such spaces should be located in a secure area that is not freely accessible to the general public.

Short Stay: These are to be designed for ease of use by the general public. Such spaces should be located in highly visible areas that are easy to access.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM211/0615 Item ID:45235

It was proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
Page 99 –

Additional point of focus: > Cycling is a healthy mode of transport.

Co-signed by Cllrs Paul Gogarty, Deirdre O'Donovan, Guss O'Connell, Dermot Richardson, Francis Timmons, Liona O'Toole & Ronan McMahon.

REPORT:
The health benefits of cycling are well established. To emphasise this point within the Development Plan the following amendment can be made to paragraph 2 of Section 6.3.0 Walking and Cycling.

In order to encourage walking and cycling for travel and as a health benefit it is necessary to focus on the delivery of:

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM212/0615 Item ID:45288

It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor K. Mahon:
The lands along Whitestown Stream should be developed as a pedestrian and cycling link between Sean Walsh Park, Tymon Park and Dodder Linear Park which would hugely assist non road users to assess whole swaths of the County and City.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
Table 6.4 Six Year Cycle Network Programme includes a ‘Minor Greenway’ from the Old Bawn crossroads, alongside the N81, to link with the other Slí na Sláinte- Dodder Park. This will provide a pedestrian and cycle link from Sean Walsh Park to Tymon Park and Dodder Linear Park.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 212 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM213/0615 Item ID:45226

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Development Plan reflects the need to provide more looped as opposed to linear walk and cycleways along Dodder Linear park

REPORT:
The proposed Dodder Valley Greenway will intersect with a number of other routes indentified within Table 6.4 Six year Cycle Network Programme. The Greenway will also intersect with a number of minor paths that already exist within the park. This will provide opportunities for looped journeys within the park and through adjoining neighbourhoods.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM214/0615 Item ID:45299

It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech:
The County Development plan to include a Proposed Local Cycle / Pedestrian Link from the City West Shopping Centre Roundabout to the Belfry Roundabout to the Cloonmore roundabout along Jobstown Road and then to follow the Whitestown Stream as far as Killinarden Way and then back to the N81 and on to the Oldbawn road via Firhouse Road West. 

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
The Cycle network Plan for the Greater Dublin Area includes a number of routes that provide linkages between these areas, namely:

9D linking City West Shopping Centre Roundabout to the Belfry Roundabout.

A ‘Feeder Link’ from the Belfry Roundabout to Fourtunestown lane via Jobstown Road.

A ‘minor Greenway’ from Jobstown Road to Sean Walsh Park, following in part the Whitestown Stream.

The routes can be added to Table 6.4 Six Year Cycle Network Programme.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 214 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM215/0615 Item ID:45305

It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins
That a pedestrian and bicycle link be developed linking Bohernabreena and Kiltipper.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
The Cycle network Plan for the Greater Dublin Area identifies a ‘Feeder Link’ from Kiltipper Way to the Dodder Valley Greenway. This route can be added to Table 6.4 Six Year Cycle Network Programme.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 215 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM216/0615 Item ID:45092

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
To include two further paragraphs under section 6.1.0 ‘Overarching Policies & Objectives’ as follows:

“The Council recognises that new development, both residential and commercial, permitted in line with this Plan will lead to additional trips generated The Council will work with the relevant agencies to seek to ensure that that as high a proportion as possible would be conducted by sustainable means. However it is accepted that a residual proportion of the trips generated will be taken by private vehicle. This has the potential to add to existing levels of congestion or saturation of the road network.
The Council will seek to positively and constructively promote, facilitate and where) require the enhancement of both public transport carrying capacity and road capacity to support sustainable future development.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Brophy

REPORT:
It is acknowledged within the Chief Executives Draft that Council will need to work with the NTA to secure new and improved public transport services in order to facilitate the sustainable development of the County, namely :

Policy 2 Public Transport: It is the policy of the Council to promote the sustainable development of the County by supporting and guiding national agencies in delivering major improvements to the public transport network and to ensure existing and planned public transport services provide an attractive and convenient alterative to the car.

TM2 Objective 1: To secure the implementation of major public transport projects as identified within the relevant public transport strategies and plans for the Greater Dublin Area.

TM2 Objective 2: To establish future public transport routes that will support the County’s medium to long term development, in particular orbital routes.

The Chief Executives draft also acknowledges that, notwithstanding the above, the development within the County will put additional strains on the road and street network, notably:

 6.4.0 Road and Street Network

Continued investment in the County’s road network is necessary to ensure the efficient movement of people and goods within the County, to provide access to developing areas and to support economic activity. It is also acknowledged that the creation of more road space to cater for traffic, particularly in existing areas, is expensive and may serve to attract more cars to the network. Managing travel demand and freeing up road space will be one of the key challenges that the Council will face during the lifetime of this Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM217/0615 Item ID:45093

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
To add a further objective under ‘(TM) Policy 1’: “To support the delivery of sufficient public transport and road capacity to facilitate sustainable new development in the County.”
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Brophy &. Donovan

REPORT:
See Item 45092

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM218/0615 Item ID:45094

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
To add the following words to the end of ‘(TM) Objective 3’: “… while ensuring sufficient road capacity exists for the residual proportion of the trips which will continue to be taken by private vehicle.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Brophy                 

REPORT:
See Item 45092

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM219/0615 Item ID:45116

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
To amend section 11.4.5 relating to Traffic and Transport Assessments to add two further sentence as follows:

“Traffic Impact Assessments will be required to demonstrate that sufficient, realistic and verifiable levels of public transport carrying capacity and road capacity will be provided for, in a sustainable, phased manner, so as to cater for all new trips to be generated by the development.
Traffic Impact Assessments will be required to take account of up-to-date traffic surveys (within six months of date of application) and of the cumulative quantum of traffic to be generated as a result of planned developments (which are subject to current planning applications or have been granted permission and not yet developed or which may be permitted in line with an approved plan) which would result in traffic using the same immediate road network and junctions as the development which is the subject to the Traffic Impact Assessment.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Donovan

REPORT:
It is current Development Plan policy to require proposals for major developments to be supported by a Traffic and Transport Assessment (TTA). A TTA, as defined by Transport Assessment Guidelines (2014), addresses the impact of a proposed development on the surrounding street network, including the existing and potential availability of public transport services in the area. The TTA Guidelines also promote an integrated approach to development, which ensures that proposals promote more efficient use of investment in transportation infrastructure, reduce travel demand, promote road safety.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM220/0615 Item ID:45130

It was proposed by Councillor E. O'Brien and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Consistent with (TM) Policy 4 that it shall be a priority of this Development Plan to examine the re opening of exits at Tandy's Lane and Esker Lane onto the N4.

REPORT:
Table 6.6 Medium to Long Term Road Objectives includes proposals to reopen the junctions the junctions of Tandy’s Lane and Esker Lane onto the N4.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 220 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM221/0615 Item ID:45180

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Development Plan prioritises the objective of completing the re-alignmnet of the Knocklyon Road

REPORT:
The re-alignment of the Knocklyon Road is included within the Chief Executives Draft CDP as part of the Six Year Road Programme (Table 6.4).

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 221 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM222/0615 Item ID:45043

It was proposed by Councillor P. Foley and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan:
Significant investment is required over the course of this County Development plan to install a traffic alternative in the Ballycullen area from the Parklands area to the Oldcourt area. Residential estates of Beechdale, Oakdale and Ferncourt are currently suffering from large volumes in traffic which will only get worse as development takes place South of the Oldcourt Road. A viable alternative to these residential routes must be a priority in this area to facilitate this future development.

REPORT:
A bridge has been proposed linking lands at Bohernabreena to Kiltipper. This road will service the Ballycullen-Oldcourt LAP lands and will divert traffic away from the Beechdale, Oakdale and Ferncourt areas.

It should be noted that this item, should it be adopted, will conflict with Item 45304.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 222 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM223/0615 Item ID:45269

It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan:
Section 6.4.1 Table 6.5

In the "function" column associated with "Greenhill[s] Road upgrade and links," change to "To provide improved access to/between employment lands within Tallaght, Ballymount and Robinhood and to provide improved access to and from the Greenpark, Limekiln and Greenhills area."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
Part of the function of the proposed links to Greenhills Road, as shown on Map 5, is to provide improved access to and from the Greenpark, Limekiln and Greenhills area.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM224/0615 Item ID:45314

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the objective to realign the Whitechurch Road be removed from the County Development plan

REPORT:
Table 2.2.6: Long Term Roads Objectives of the current County Development Plan includes an objective for improvements to Whitechurch Road between Sarah Curran Avenue and Taylors Lane. This objective is not proposed for retention in the revised Draft Plan as it does not form part of the strategic road network.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 224 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM225/0615 Item ID:45231

It was proposed by Councillor A-M. Dermody and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
To amend Map No. 10 in keeping with that which was agreed in the Ballycullen/Oldcourt LAP, that there be no access through Stockingwood.  From the map it would appear that a new road linking Stockingwood Drive and the western roundabout is part of the 6 year road proposal for the area. 

REPORT:
Map 10 shows a route linking into the Stocking Wood estate from undeveloped lands to the south. This is a mapping error. The link is illustrative of the route presented within the draft LAP, not the LAP as adopted. Map 10 will be amended to reflect the adopted LAP.

See also items 45028 and 45214.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 225 Corrected Map
M 225 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM226/0615 Item ID:45214

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Development Plan copperfastens the decisions taken in the Ballycullen-Oldcourt area action plan regarding roads access in Stocking Wood estate but possibly contradicted in draft maps

REPORT:
Map 10 shows a route linking into the Stocking Wood estate from undeveloped lands to the south. This is a mapping error. The link is illustrative of the route presented within the draft LAP, not the LAP as adopted. Map 10 will be amended to reflect the adopted LAP.

See also items 45028 and 45231.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 226 Corrected Map
M 226 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM227/0615 Item ID:45028

It was proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan:
Development Plan Map 10 (and associated documentation) –

Amend the Development Plan Map 10 reverting back to the road layout (LAP) agreed in the last sitting Council, where the Stocking Wood Estate is not used as a through road to the zoned land RES/N, south of same.

REPORT:
Map 10 shows a route linking into the Stocking Wood estate from undeveloped lands to the south. This is a mapping error. The link is illustrative of the route presented within the draft LAP, not the LAP as adopted. Map 10 will be amended to reflect the adopted LAP.

See also item 45214 and 45231.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

M 227 Corrected Map
M 227 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM228/0615 Item ID:45097

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
That Table 6.5 (Six Year Road Programme) be amended to include:

N4 (westbound)

Junction upgrades at the Junction 2 off-ramp at Liffey Valley/Hermitage Clinic

To improve traffic flow and alleviate tailbacks onto the N4

With the relevant accompanying designation to be provided on Map No. 2.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Table 6.6 contains a proposal to Upgrade the Fonthill Road/N4 junction (Junction 2) as follows:

Proposal

Description

Function

Fonthill Road/N4

Junction upgrade.

Upgrade to provide greater access/ egress to Liffey Valley Shopping Centre and South Lucan.

These objectives could be combined as a single roads objective and moved to 6.5 (Six Year Road Programme).

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM229/0615 Item ID:45145

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor S. Holland:
"That no vehicular access be considered through Deerpark Estate from the Development of Elder Heath/Park or from any future Development in the Killinarden and Kiltipper areas.

REPORT:
The lands to the west of Deerpark are currently zoned A1 for the development of new residential communities. This zoning is proposed for retention within the Chief Executives Plan (as Res-N). There is no LAP currently applicable to these lands.

It is anticipated that a new LAP will be prepared for these lands over the lifetime of the CDP 2016-2022. Access arrangement will be further examined at this time, however it is not anticipated that vehicular access from Elder Heath/Park to Deerpark will be necessary. It should be noted that there are several permissions on the lands to the immediate west of Deerpark the two most recent of which are SD12A/0168 and SD15A/0010. No vehicle links were permitted under these applications, with connections limited to pedestrian/cyclist movement only.

An SLO can be added to these lands requiring access to the Deerpark Estate from the Heath/Park or from any future Development in the Killinarden and Kiltipper areas be limited to pedestrians and cyclists only

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 229 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM230/0615 Item ID:45255

It was proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin and seconded by Councillor S. Holland:
To add the following at the end of TM7 Objective 4:

through a significant increase in the provision of clearly and exclusively designated electric car charging points on public and private land in partnership with ESB and other relevant stakeholders and land owners

REPORT:
TM7 Objective 4 of the Chief Executives Draft states:

To make provisions for the use of electric vehicles

Further requirements in regard to Car Parking for Electric Vehicles are also contained in Section 11. This includes a requirement to:

‘facilitate the use of electrically operated cars and bicycles in line with National Policy, non-residential developments shall provide facilities for the charging of battery operated cars at a rate of up to 10% of the total car parking spaces. The remainder of the parking spaces should be constructed to be capable of accommodating future charging points, as required’.

The proposed wording is consistent with the above requirement.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM231/0615 Item ID:45265

It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor C. King:
Section 6.2.1 Park and Ride Facilities

Table 6.3

Delete final row "Walkinstown Roundabout" and associated comments.

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
The proposal for a park and ride facility at Walkinstown Roundabout is current Development Plan policy (refer to Table 2.2.3). It is understood that this was linked to a development proposal within the vicinity of the roundabout.

It is acknowledged that establishment of a park and ride facility at this location is not warranted.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion adopted.

The Motion was AGREED 
Motions DPM232/0615 – DPM262/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


Infrastructure & Environmental Quality

DPM263/0615 Item ID:45192

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Development ensures that all new residential developments make provision for concealed/covered wheelie bin areas in individual houses and communal developments

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM264/0615 Item ID:45102

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded E. Higgins
To include a new objective under section 7.1.0 (Water Supply & Wastewater): “To work in conjunction with Irish Water to seek to provide new public drainage system to serve houses at Old Lucan Road (between Hermitage Clinic and The King’s Hospital)”.
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 264 Location Map
Following contributions Councillor D. O’Brien proposed an amendment to remove the words ‘Irish Water’ from the Motion, Councillor P. Gogarty proposed to replace ‘Irish Water’ with ‘relevant authority’.
The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED
DPM265/0615 Item ID:45060

It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
That the language in Section 11.3.8 is strengthened to show the Council’s commitment to planning enforcement at extractive sites.

Co Sponsor: Cllr. Paula Donovan

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM266/0615 Item ID:45104

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor D. O’Brien:
To include two new objectives under section 7.8.2 (Weston Aerodrome) as follows:

· - To restrict any further effective lengthening of the operational runway or over-run areas;
· - To seek to develop a common protocol with Kildare County Council to guide the consideration of application for development spanning the functional areas of both planning authorities.
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 266 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM267/0615 Item ID:45210

It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
In the name of Paul Gogarty, Liona O’Toole, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons
 In 7.8.2 Weston Aerodrome add IE9 Objective 5: To consolidate the development of the aerodrome within its existing setting, but to restrict further growth given its proximity to Casement Aerodrome, Dublin Airport and neighbouring suburban residential areas.
REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 267 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM268/0615 Item ID:45208

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Development Plan reflects the need for enhanced noise pollution measures along the narrowest residential corridors of the M50

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM269/0615 Item ID:45323

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor R. McMahon:
7.4.0 Information and Communications technology - Additional Objective:

IE4 Objective 5:

To actively discourage the proliferation of above ground utility boxes throughout the County and promote soft planting around existing ones and any new ones that cannot be installed below the surface with a view to a much lessened impact on the surrounding aesthetics of an area.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM270/0615 Item ID:45327

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor D. O’Brien
Infrastructure and environmental quality policy 8 (Casement Aerodrome). Deletion of IE8 Objective 6:

That IE8 Objective 6 be deleted from the, having regard to the proposal to retain the existing employment land use zoning at Baldonnell Business Park (see previous Motion) on lands within the Department of Defence Security Zone, and instead revert to the relevant existing text which forms part of Variation No 2 in the 2010-2016 County Development Plan with specific reference to the Security Zone.

The inclusion of this relevant text, as included in the current Development Plan through Variation No. 2, will allow for a clear balance to be struck between allowing the Planning Authority to consider appropriate development on existing zoned land, and the maintenance of appropriate security at Casement Aerodrome, which will allow for the future proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

This motion to be considered in the context of Variation No 2 of the 2010-2016 County Development Plan in relation to the security zone at Baldonnell Aerodrome being drafted with the participation and considerations from the Elected members, Department of Defence and the Minister of Defence and indeed considered by the Citizens of the County through the Consolation process in that Plan.

REPORT:
The content of the motion is recommended. The relevant sections of the Infrastructure and Environmental Quality and Implementation chapters will be amended to include the relevant content as included in the current Development Plan through Variation 2.

 Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM271/0615 Item ID:45238

It was proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan:
Page 118 –

Include additional IE4 Objective 5: Existing Public Rights of Way and established walking routes will be identified prior to any new telecommunication developments (including associated processes) which will be prohibited if they impinge thereon or on recreational amenities, public access to the countryside or the natural environment

Co-signed by Cllrs  Paul Gogarty, Deirdre O'Donovan, Guss O'Connell, Dermot Richardson, Francis Timmons, Liona O'Toole & Ronan McMahon.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
Motions DPM2721/0615 – DPM283/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


Green Infrastructure

DPM284/0615 Item ID:45002

It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
Re-insert SLO 60 from previous Plan.

"Ensure the appropriate development of the former Burmah Garage site on Wellington Lane, Dublin 6W, and the surrounding area adjoining the River Poddle. Such development will ensure that the river remains overground and will provide an attractive vista towards Tymon Park for nearby residents and passers by."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
The land is zoned for residential use and planning permission has been granted for 8 dwellings on the site (15th May 2015).  The design retains the river and views towards Tymon Park. The SLO can be inserted however if the application is fully granted prior to the completion of the plan then the objective will become irrelevant.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 284 Location map
The Motion was AGREED

Motions DPM285/0615 – DPM286/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


Heritage, Architectural Conservation & Landscapes

DP287/0615 Item ID:44708

It was proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
That St Finians well in Newcastle is added (p220)

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 287 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM288/0615 Item ID:45036

It was proposed by Councillor G. O'Connell and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
The following objective to be inserted in the 2016 - 2022 County Development Plan ref 9.1.6 (P143) HCL Policy 6 and HCL Policy 10 given that the historic former mills and other buildings on Mill Lane Palmerstown are protected buildings and have been on the market for some time: OBJECTIVE To actively promote the restoration of the former Mills and other Buildings in Mill Lane Palmerstown and to explore their use as residential and/ or commercial purposes.

Co-signed by Cllr. P. Gogarty, Cllr. L. O'Toole, Cllr. F. Timmons and Cllr. D. O'Donovan.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted under HCL 4 SLO1 (Palmerstown Mill Complex) of the Draft Development Plan.

M 288 Location map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM289/0615 Item ID:45050

It was proposed by Councillor S. Holland and seconded by Councillor C. King
HCL1 Objective 3

To enhance and protect our rural traditions by preserving traditional common grazing grounds in Bohernabreena

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted as an objective under HCL Policy 9 (Dublin Mountains) of the Draft Development Plan.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM290/0615 Item ID:45057

It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
That HCL3 Objective 4 be amended to state ‘prevent’ rather than ‘discourage’

Co sponsor: Cllr. Paula Donovan

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM291/0615 Item ID:45106

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
To include a further objective under ‘HCL Policy 10 (Liffey Valley)’ as follows: “To work in collaboration with the owners of lands at St. Edmundsbury, Lucan to seek to provide appropriate public access to these lands in the Liffey Valley.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 291 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM292/0615 Item ID:45125

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
That a Specific Local Objective be included: “To facilitate provision of both a viewing area and more attractive backdrop to St. Johns Bridge in Griffeen Valley Park.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 292 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM293/0615 Item ID:45156

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:
That the Development Plan includes the objective of bringing our mountain amenities closer to residential communities through the establishment of a network of formal footpaths where possible; off-road mulch or gravel paths; cycleways and separated margins to facilitate casual walkers and cyclists on the access routes to the mountains.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM294/0615 Item ID:45158

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. Gilligan:

Mindful of the visibility of the Dublin mountains from all areas of this county, the Development Plan continues, as in previous development plans, to preserve the rural character of the mountains; its access roads and residential character in our rural mountain communities.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM295/0615 Item ID:45297

It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and S. Holland:
That the waterfall on the Dodder at Oldbawn Bridge be designated a visual amenity.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.
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The Motion was AGREED
DPM296/0615 Item ID:45306

It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
That the Dodder Valley at the southern side of Bawnville, Newbawn and Seskin View estates be allocated “protect and preserve significant views”.

Co-signed by Cllr. B. Leech and Cllr. K. Mahon.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

M 296 Location Map
The Motion was AGREED
DPM297/0615 Item ID:45109

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell
To amend Table 11.13 which sets-out the zoning matrix for zoning objective ‘HA-LV’ by moving ‘Traveller Accommodation’ from ‘open for consideration’ to ‘not permitted’ so as to ensure consistency given that NEW residential is effectively not permitted.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors W. Lavelle, C. King, G. O’Connell, P. Gogarty, E. Ó’Broin, K. Mahon and M. Murphy, Mr. E. Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.

A show of hands vote on the Motion AS PUT was called for, the result of which was as follows:

FOR
 
12 (TWELVE)
AGAINST
16 (SIXTEEN)

ABSTAIN
 4 (FOUR)

The Motion FELL.


DPM298/0615 Item ID:45110

It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
To amend Table 11.13 which sets-out the zoning matrix for zoning objective ‘HA-LV’ be amended to apply the following footnote to the ‘Public Services’ use class: “Subject to acceptable landscape impact assessment”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED

Motions DPM299/0615 – DPM310/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


Energy

DPM311/0615 Item ID:45159

It was proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
10.2.2 E4 Objective 1: Amend to include, ‘including the installation of rain water harvesting systems.’ 

Co sponsored by Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Guss O'Connell, Cllr. Paul Gogarty

REPORT:
Rain water harvesting systems provide for the re-use of rain water for domestic and commercial purposes, for example heating and irrigation purposes. The use of rainwater harvesting systems can assist in reducing water costs.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted and the wording of E4 Objective 1 be revised as follows:

To ensure that medium to large scale residential and commercial developments are designed to take account of the impacts of climate change, including the installation of rain water harvesting systems and that energy efficiency and renewable energy measures are incorporated in accordance with national building regulations, policy and guidelines.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM312/0615 Item ID:45211

It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillors E. Ó’Broin and J. Graham:
On page 169 10.2.8, Amend first paragraph to read: The Council will encourage small to medium scale wind energy developments in industrial and business parks and small scale developments for domestic purposes, in appropriate locations to serve on-site energy use (auto-consumption) and feedback of surplus to the grid. The Council recognises advances in technologies in this area and the potential for such development to be designed to suitably integrate with the built fabric of these areas. There has been Government support for this since 2007, as set out in the various planning exemptions provided for under the Planning and Development Regulations 2007 and 2008.

Co sponsored by Liona O’Toole, Deirdre O Donovan, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy, Dermot Looney

REPORT:
Small scale wind turbines are classified in the context of those used in the domestic and commercial sense for on site energy use (also known as auto-production). Under existing planning exemptions provided for under the Planning and Development Regulations 2007 and 2008, wind turbines with an overall height of 13 metres are allowable in the domestic case and 20 metres in the commercial case. There are also specific requirements relating to distances from boundaries, overhead cables and electricity distribution lines.

In Ireland, grid connection rules state that a wind turbine used for auto-production purposes, can supply power back to the National Grid up to a limit of 500kW. Such ‘medium scale’ wind turbines that could cater for both on-site consumption and feeding a proportion of energy produced back onto the national grid vary in height, depending on site location and available wind speeds, but could reach a standard total height of between approximately 50 and 70 metres in total height. Figure 1 attached shows the varying height of typical wind turbines relative to the amount of energy produced. The height of the turbines is shown relative to the height of Liberty Hall, Dublin, which is approximately 59 metres in height.

The intention of the motion is accepted, medium scale wind turbines of between approximately 50 - 70 metres in total height and capable of generating 500kW installed capacity (as shown on Figure 1), could be considered in industrial and business parks. However, such medium scale wind turbines would require an adequate ‘falling height’ which would require careful consideration, given the layout and design of existing industrial and business parks across South Dublin County, together with other planning, aviation and environmental constraints that may exist.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 312 Wind Turbine Image
The Motion was AGREED
DPM313/0615 Item ID:45217

It was proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan:
Amend Energy (E) Policy 10 Small Scale Wind Energy Schemes to read:

It is Council policy to encourage small to medium-scale wind energy developments within industrial or business parks, and support small community-based proposals in urban areas provided they do not negatively impact upon the environmental quality, and visual or residential amenities of the area.
Co sponsored by Liona O’Toole, Deirdre O Donovan, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy, Dermot Looney

REPORT:
Small scale wind turbines are classified in the context of those used in the domestic and commercial sense for on site energy use (also known as auto-production). Under existing planning exemptions provided for under the Planning and Development Regulations 2007 and 2008, wind turbines with an overall height of 13 metres are allowable in the domestic case and 20 metres in the commercial case. There are also specific requirements relating to distances from boundaries, overhead cables and electricity distribution lines.

In Ireland, grid connection rules state that a wind turbine used for auto-production purposes, can supply power back to the National Grid up to a limit of 500kW. Such ‘medium scale’ wind turbines that could cater for both on-site consumption and feeding a proportion of energy produced back onto the national grid vary in height, depending on site location and available wind speeds, but could reach a standard total height of between approximately 50 and 70 metres in total height. Figure 1 attached shows the varying height of typical wind turbines relative to the amount of energy produced. The height of the turbines is shown relative to the height of Liberty Hall, Dublin, which is approximately 59 metres in height.

The intention of the motion is accepted, medium scale wind turbines of between approximately 50 - 70 metres in total height and capable of generating 500kW installed capacity (as shown on Figure 1), could be considered in industrial and business parks. However, such medium scale wind turbines would require an adequate ‘falling height’ which would require careful consideration, given the layout and design of existing industrial and business parks across South Dublin County, together with other planning, aviation and environmental constraints that may exist.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

M 313 Wind Turbine Image
The Motion was AGREED

Motions DPM314/0615 – DPM316/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


Implementation

DPM317/0615 Item ID:45324

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E Ó’Broin:
Implementation 11.2.8 Signage:

Insert: "That no neon signs will be permissible within the context of our Historical Traditional Villages of Tallaght, Clondalkin, Lucan etc".

REPORT:
Table 11.19 of the Chief Executives Draft provides detailed guidance in relation to specific form of signs. The following can be added to the table.

Type of Sign

Restrictions on Use

Design Criteria

Neon Signs
Generally not appropriate.

Should not be displayed in historic village centres.    

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM318/0615 Item ID:45325

It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
11.2.8 Signage (Implementation)

Insert: All signage and advertisement within the traditional historical villages of the County must be respectful and enhance the historical context of the Architectural environment of these villages of Tallaght, Clondalkin, Lucan etc.

REPORT:
Section 11.2.8 Signage – Advertising, Corporate and Public Information contains a number of criteria relating to the positioning and form of signs. This text can be added as an additional bullet point under paragraph one.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted

The Motion was AGREED
DPM319/0615 Item ID:45059

It was proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
That Section 11.2.8 include a policy / guideline on the use of directional signage for businesses

Co sponsor: Cllr. Paula Donovan

REPORT:
Directional signage for businesses is issued by Licence in accordance Section 254 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended). Subsection 5 states:

In considering an application for a licence under this section a planning authority, or the Board on appeal, shall have regard to—

(a) the proper planning and sustainable development of the area,

(b) any relevant provisions of the development plan, or a local area plan,

(c) the number and location of existing appliances, apparatuses or structures on, under, over or along the public road, and

(d) the convenience and safety of road users including pedestrians.

As such the provisions above and Section 11.2.8 of the Chief Executives Draft, which applies to all signs erected on the exterior of buildings, within windows or as stand alone structures, will need to be considered in regard to the licensing of directional signage. For further clarification the term ‘public utility’ can be added to applicable structures.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
Miscellaneous

DPM320/0615 Item ID:45029

It was proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan
Page 21 –

Typo  ‘The’ at beginning of paragraph.

Page 59 –

Typo  ‘South’ lower paragraph.

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED
DPM321/0615 Item ID:45218

It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor S. Holland:
All sections of the plan directing readers to "see also" must direct to the exact section in which further information is stated, e.g. rather than "see also Chapter 5 and Chapter 11," have "see Chapter 5.4.3 and Chapter 11.2.17."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
Following the completion of the public consultation process and the changes to the Draft, the Plan will include more detailed cross referencing.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted.

The Motion was AGREED

Motions DPM322/0615 – DPM326/0615 to be dealt with at Draft Development Plan meeting on 25/06/15.


The meeting concluded at 10.00pm

Signed: ______________________

             Mayor

Date: _________________________

734

