COMHAIRLE CONTAE ÁTHA CLIATH THEAS

SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL
Minutes of South Dublin County Council Draft Development Plan Meeting held on 25th June 2015
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        OFFICIALS PRESENT

	Chief Executive
	D. McLoughlin

	Directors / Heads of Function
	E. Taaffe, L. Maxwell, 

	Senior Executive Officer
	L. Leonard

	Senior Planners
	P. Hogan 

	Senior Executive Planner
	A. Hyland

	Executive Planners
	J. Phelan, T. McGibbon, J. Taylor, N. Conlon

	Assistant Planners
	E. Burke
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	Senior Staff Officer
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	Clerical Officer
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The Mayor, Councillor F. Warfield, presided.

Apologies were received from Councillors V. Cassserly, N. Coules, B. Ferron and T. Gilligan for inability to attend.

Housing

Motions DPM1/0615 – DPM56/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15.


DPM57/0615 Item ID: 45049
It was proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
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.

Following contributions from Councillors C. Brophy, J. Lahart, P. Donovan, C. King, P. Kearns, M. Murphy, G O’Connell and B. Bonner. Mr D. McLoughlin Chief Executive, Mr E. Taaffe Director of Land Use Planning and Transportation and Mr P. Hogan Senior Planner responded to queries raised and it was AGREED to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.
Motions DPM58/0615 – DPM64/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15.


DPM65/0615 Item ID: 45111
It was proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:

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 Governement 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.

Councillor W. Lavelle agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM66/0615 Item ID: 45301
It was proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech:
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.

Restrictions in Draft Plan
Section 11.2.7 (Building Height) of the Draft County Development Plan contains a set of criteria for determining the appropriate building heights across the County, including:

- The prevailing building height in the surrounding area.

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

The above criteria will help to ensure that building heights will respond appropriately to their surrounding context.

Link Between Height, Density and Dwelling Mix
The careful prescription of residential densities and dwelling mix can directly impact on building heights and further help to ensure that building heights respond appropriately to their surrounding context.

The Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2009) prescribes low to medium density development for Outer Suburban/Greenfield sites such as the RES/N zoned lands located along the southern built edges of the County. Such densities would generally be suited to development of 2 to 4 storeys in height.

All lands zoned RES-N within the County are required to be subject to an approved area plan, such as a Local Area Plan. These plans determine appropriate building heights, dwelling types and densities at a local level following detailed appraisal and public consultation. Plans that envisage low density housing along the southernmost built edge of the County include the following:

The Ballycullen – Oldcourt Local Area Plan (2014) prescribes low density development and restricts development to no more than two storeys (approx 6 - 8 metres) at street level on the Mid Slope Lands and to no more than one storey (approx 4 metres) at street level on the Upper Slope Lands.

The Rathcoole Local Area Plan prescribes low to medium density development and general building heights of two storeys (approx. 6 - 8 metres) with a restriction to no more than 3 storeys (approx. 9 - 12 metres).

The Killinardin – Kiltipper Action Area Plan and Saggart Action Area Plan prescribe low to medium density development and general building heights of two storeys (approx. 6 - 8 metres) with a restriction to no more than 3 storeys (approx. 9 - 12 metres).

Impact on Dwelling Mix & Fortunestown LAP
The subject motion could adversely impact on the sustainable development of the lands that are suited to a mix of dwelling types and densities including apartments. This includes lands located around the Red Luas Line that are the subject of the Fortunestown Local Area Plan (2012). Under the Fortunestown LAP, residential consolidation is supported around Luas stops in accordance with the provisions of the Regional Planning Guidelines for Greater Dublin Area(2010 – 2022) and the Guidelines for Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas (2009).

The recent (April 2014) Housing Agency Report Housing Supply in Ireland’s Urban Settlements 2014 – 2018 projects that 57% of all required households in the Dublin Region will be for one person (25.4%) and two person (31.6%) households. Such household sizes are generally suited to medium density housing and apartment developments particularly in the case of one bedroom dwellings.

The Fortunestown LAP lands are subject to a general building height limit of 3 stories with further potential landmark opportunities identified adjacent to Luas stops. This flexibility allows for an appropriate mix of dwellings types and densities to be developed around transport interchanges including apartments, which are more suited to buildings of more than 3 storeys (9 - 12 metres).

It is a concern that addressing buildings heights in a general sense at the County Development Plan level could unintentionally amend the LAP density, dwelling mix and building height standards than have been developed to respond to local conditions in consultation with local communities. In almost all cases these are well within the proposed limit.

Within this context, the motion could be amended to restrict general building heights on RES-N lands to no more than 12 metres where not addressed by a current statutory Local Area Plan.

Recommendation
Include an objective under Housing Policy 9 to restrict general building heights on “RES-N” zoned lands south of the N7 to no more than 12 metres where not covered by a current statutory Local Area Plan. 

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.

Motions DPM67/0615 – DPM73/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15.


DPM74/0615 Item ID: 45051
It was proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:

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.

Councillor C. Brophy agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM75/0615 Item ID: 45066
It was proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:

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.

Councillor C. Brophy agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM76/0615 Item ID: 45068
It was proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:

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.
Councillor C. Brophy agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM77/0615 Item ID: 45256
It was proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:

That the manager considers amending H4 objective 1  to Section 2.1.3 Housing (H) Policy 4 Student Accomodation to read " To support the development of student accomodation 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 accomodation 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 amend the Motion as follows:

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 throughout the county proximate to public transport links.’
The Motion as AMENDED was AGREED.

Motions DPM78/0615 – DPM81/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15.


DPM82/0615 Item ID: 45187
It was proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor J. Graham:

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, K.Mahon, E O’Broin, M. Genockey, B.Leech, P.Kearns, D.Looney, W.Lavelle and P. Gogarty. Mr B. Coman, Director of Housing, Social and Community Development responded to queries raised and it was AGREED to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

Motion DPM83/0615 discussed at Development Plan Meeting on 18/06/15.

DPM84/0615 Item ID:45225

Proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin and seconded by Councillor C. King:
Insert a new H1 Objective 8 on p 29

H1 Objective 9:

To establish an arms length company-housing trust within South Dublin County Council administrative area or in partnership with other Dublin Local Authorities in order to access addition additional funding for the provision of local authority controlled social housing

REPORT:
The establishment of a company, housing trust or partnership in relation to the provision of housing is beyond the strategic land use function of a County Development Plan. The proposed motion therefore cannot be achieved through the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.
Following contributions from Councillors E. Ó Broin, M. Murphy, D. Looney B.Leech, K. Mahon and C.King, Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive responded to queries raised.

A show of hands vote on the Motion followed, the result of which was as follows:
FOR:               26(TWENTY SIX)

AGAINST:        3(THREE)

ABSTAIN:         1(ONE)

The Motion AS PUT was CARRIED.

DPM85/0615 Item ID:45229

Proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin and seconded by Councillor C. King
Insert a new H17 Objective 3 on p 38 and renumber the remainder accordingly.

H17 Objective 3:

To only consider infill development within existing social housing estates where no other suitable location for the provision of the proposed social housing is available and following proactive consultation with local communities and other stakeholders.

REPORT:
The consideration of specific sites and locations for social housing 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.

Councillor E. Ó Broin AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM86/0615 Item ID:45189

Proposed by Councillor B. Ferron 
H1 Objective 8

To add - The Council shall endevour to ensure that no person is forced to sleep rough on the streets within the County due to lack of accommodation.

REPORT:
It is an objective of the Draft Development Plan (H1 Objective 5 (as amended)) to facilitate the development of emergency accommodation for homeless individual and families. The County’s social housing list and social housing stock is managed by the Housing, Social & Community Development Department. The allocation of social housing and sheltered accommodation is beyond the strategic land use function of a County Development Plan. The proposed motion therefore cannot be achieved through the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.
It was agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM87/0615 Item ID:45070

Proposed by Councillor E. O'Brien and seconded by Councillor C. King:
Noting Housing Policy 17 (Residential Consolidation) and the objectives set out therein, this Development Plan acknowledges that development on lands at Mt. Bellew, Lucan bounded on the east by Lucan Educate Together National School and on the South and West by the housing estate known as Fforester is inconsistent with the objectives set out in the policy most notably objectives 1 and 5 and it shall be a Specific Local Objective of this Development Plan that these lands be used to support the existing infrastructure more particularly to use the same to provide and drop off zone for children entering and exiting Lucan Educate Together National School and that the current zoning be amended if necessary to facilitate this aim. 

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 as a Metropolitan Consolidation Town where population and housing growth should be directed. 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, services and retail and economic activity.

Based on existing surrounding densities, the site located between Fforster Square & Lucan Educate Together National School has capacity for approximately 25 houses and been factored into the Core Strategy contained in the Draft Development Plan (see Map 1.3) including the population and housing needs of Lucan as a Metropolitan Consolidation Town.

The subject site therefore represent a valuable infill site and the proposed rezoning would be contrary to meeting the statutory requirements of the Planning Authority in terms of meeting housing and populations targets and directing such growth into the appropriate designated areas of the County. The rezoning of the subject site would therefore require the identification of an alternative site for housing and/or increased densities to make up for the shortfall in housing capacity in Lucan.

Drop off spaces were proposed along Mt.   Bellew Way, Ballyowen Road and Willsbrook in the vicinity of Lucan Educate Together National School under a previous Part 8 proposal that went before the Council in June 2013.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 87 Location Map
It was AGREED that Motion DPM87/0615 would be taken with Motion DPM88/0615.

DPM88/0615 Item ID:45122

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
That Maps No. 1/2 be amended to rezone lands at Mount Bellew Way, located between Fforster Square & Lucan Educate Together NS, from zoning ‘RES’ to zoning ‘OS’.

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 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 Settlement Strategy contained within the Regional Planning Guidelines (RPGs) identifies Lucan as a Metropolitan Consolidation Town where population and housing growth should be directed. 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, services and retail and economic activity.

Based on existing surrounding densities, the site located between Fforster Square & Lucan Educate Together National School has capacity for approximately 25 houses and been factored into the Core Strategy contained in the Draft Development Plan (see Map 1.3) including the population and housing needs of Lucan as a Metropolitan Consolidation Town.

The proposed rezoning 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 populations targets and directing such growth into the appropriate designated areas of the County. The rezoning of the subject site would therefore require the identification of an alternative site for housing and/or increased densities to make up for the shortfall in housing capacity in Lucan.

Furthermore, it is considered that there are more than sufficient parklands and open space located within the vicinity of the subject site including Willsbrook Park, Hermitage Park and Griffeen Valley Park.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 88 Location Map
Following contributions from Councillors E. O’Brien, W. Lavelle. Councillor P.Gogarty proposed an amended wording as follows:

That a Specific Local Objective be placed on the lands on Maps 1/2 at Mount Bellew Way, located between Fforster Square & Lucan Educate Together NS to provide for a minimum of 10 visitor parking spaces, along with a turning point, on any primary access roadway off Mount Bellew Way provided for future residential development in these zoned lands, so as to facilitate better management of drop-offs and pick-ups at the neighbouring Lucan Educate Together NS.

Councillors D. O’Brien, G. O’Connell and L. O’Toole supported the amended wording to the Motion.
Councillor E. Higgins proposed an amendment to the proposed amended wording by deleting the word ‘residential’ from the last line and including zoning to ‘OS’ Zoning Objective.
A show of hands vote on AMENDED wording to Motion 87 followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               18(EIGHTEEN)

AGAINST:        8(EIGHT)

ABSTAIN:         2(TWO)

The AMENDED wording to the Motion was CARRIED.

A show of hands vote on AMENDED wording to Motion 88 followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               18(EIGHTEEN)

AGAINST:        7(SEVEN)

ABSTAIN:         3(THREE)

The AMENDED wording to the Motion was CARRIED.
A Roll Call vote was called for the Amendment to the Amended wording to Motions 87 and 88 as proposed by Councillor E. Higgins, the result of which was as follows:
FOR:               9(NINE)

AGAINST:        19(NINETEEN)

ABSTAIN:         2(TWO)

The proposed Amendment to the Amended wording FELL.
Roll call vote link 87 & 88
Community Infrastructure

Motions DPM89/0615 – DPM118/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15


DPM119/0615 Item ID:45312

Proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor E. Ó Broin
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

Motion DPM120/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15


DPM121/0615 Item ID:45146

Proposed by Councillor V. Casserly and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins
To include a new section in the 'Implementation' chapter:

"11.3.16 Universally-Accessible Public Buildings
Development applications for all new public and civic building in the County shall be required to ensure the highest level of universal accessibility for all (including as defined by any future guidelines which this planning authority may prepare); and to further require all such development applications will be required to include a design statement indicating how this objective for universal accessibility is to be achieved."
Co Sponsored by Cllr Kenneth Egan, Cllr William Lavelle

REPORT:
It is agreed to include a new section in the 'Community Infrastructure' chapter (as per Item 45147). 

Item no. 45147 states

'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."
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment (i.e. as per Motion 45147) as follows: 

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."
 The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.
DPM122/0615 Item ID:45259

Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor D.Looney.
Table 3.2 Open Space Hierarchy:

To insert "and Community Angling Facilities" at the end of the middle Column entitled "Community Features".

REPORT:
Table 3.2 relates to the open space hierarchy within the County and a substantial number of these open spaces do not contain waterbodies such as rivers and fish filled ponds. However, additional wording can be added to Policy CI12 – Objective 6 to include ‘and community angling facilities’.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM123/0615 Item ID:45262

Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor S. Holland
C1 12 Objective 7:

To amend this objective to read "To retain lands with established recreational uses as open space" deleting the last three words "use where practicable".

REPORT:
There may be instances where it will be appropriate to develop areas within the County such as to consolidate the built environment to provide much needed homes which would be consistent with the Core Strategy.   The three words can be replaced with the following text “To retain lands with established recreational uses as open space unless proximate alternatives can be agreed by the Council’.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM124/0615 Item ID:45142

Proposed by Councillor L. Dunne and seconded by Councillor E. Ó Broin.
Community Infrastructure Policy 7 - sports facilities and centre's

Amendment to C17 Objective 4

To provide a framework for improvement, maintenance, upgrade & development of existing community based facilities, in response to current & future needs.

REPORT:
Agreed with an amendment.

To amend wording of Policy CI7 – Objective 4 as follows:

To support the improvement, maintenance, upgrade and refurbishment of existing community based facilities within the County to meet current and future needs.

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

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM125/0615 Item ID:45241

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor M. Devine
Under 3.9.0 add to CI7 Objective 1 to read;

"To support the provision of new or improved sports and leisure facilities in the County. To this end, a comprehensive study will be carried out in the lifetime of this plan to examine existing facilities, club structures, demographic data and other information in order to identify future needs for sports and leisure development in the County."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy and Cllr P Gogarty.

REPORT:
South Dublin County Council’s Community Department has carried out some preliminary work 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 (CI1 - 1) to carry out an assessment of community floorspace needs in the County.

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.

(Refer to response to Motion Item no. 45142)

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

It was AGREED that the Chief Executive’s recommendation would not be accepted. The Motion AS PUT was AGREED.
DPM126/0615 Item ID:45278

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell. 
Ref 3.3.0 Community Centre CI1 Objective 1 

To ask the Manager to consider on expanding this objective to read "To carry out a needs analysis of current & future Community Need, compare this with current floorspace and publish a strategy for how needs can be addressed as part of this analysis"

REPORT:
Some preliminary work has already been carried out 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 (CI1 - 1) to carry out an assessment of community floorspace needs in the County.

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.

(Refer to response to Motion Item no. 45142)

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

Councillor P. Donovan proposed an amended wording as follows:

‘To carry out a needs analysis of Current & Future Community Need across Communities in the county, compare this with current floorspace and publish a Community Buildings Strategy for the county which would include objectives under section 3.9.0 CI7 objective 4 regarding expansion & upgrade requirements for current community buildings that ensures they are accessible, fit for purpose and have the necessary floor space to support their future viability.’

Following contributions from Councillor P. Donovan Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive and Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.

Councillor P. Donovan amended the wording further to include ‘through the LECP process’ 

The amended motion was AGREED and it was AGREED to take Motion 126 in conjunction with Motion 127
 Councillor P. Donovan requested that we remove 127 as it has been consolidated into 126.
DPM127/0615 Item ID:45290

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor
3.9.0 CI7 Objective 4 that the Manager would consider expanding on this Objective to read

To assess, support and plan an upgrade and refurbishment program of existing community facilities to ensure they are accessible, fit for purpose and have the necessary floorspace capable of supporting their future viability.

REPORT:
Some preliminary work has already been carried out 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 (CI1 - 1) to carry out an assessment of community floorspace needs in the County.

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.

(Refer to response to Motion Item no. 45142)

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

Councillor P. Donovan AGREED to withdraw the Motion.

DPM128/0615 Item ID:45032

Proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor E. Ó Broin.
That a specific local objective is added that any new sports and leisure centre with swimming pool provide sufficient capacity for sports clubs to use, including the long term leasing of space for clubs that need to store equipment where they train, such as Esker Boxing Club

REPORT:
The County Development Plan supports the delivery of a sports facility, including a third public swimming pool in the County, in Lucan. This would be consistent with the Core Strategy which seeks to support district level community hubs in the County’s Metropolitan Towns of Tallaght, Lucan and Clondalkin and would deliver centralised sports facilities and rooms for hire where the critical mass of population exists. This facility will provide capacity for local clubs.

To include an objective which will ensure sufficient capacity is built into any new leisure centre with swimming pool to provide storage space for sports equipment from local clubs.

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

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM129/0615 Item ID:45001

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor M.Devine:
Re-insert SLO 59 from previous Plan.

"Investigate the provision of a community centre in the Cherryfield/Beechfield area of Dublin 12 in consultation with local residents."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
It is an objective of the plan to carry out an assessment of community floorspace needs in the County. This assessment will demonstrate whether there is case to be made for such a centre having regard to the existing Community Centre provisions adjacent to the area. The Studies will also assess the sustainability of such a proposal.   Amend the plan to include wording to investigate the provision of a community centre in the Cherryfield/Beechfield area as part of an overall countywide survey.

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

M 129 Location map
The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM130/0615 Item ID:45045

Proposed by Councillor P. Foley and seconded by Councillor E. O’Brien:
There is a need for a swimming pool in the Knocklyon / Firhouse area and this should be included in this Development Plan.

REPORT:
The need for a swimming pool in the Knocklyon/Firhouse area has not been fully established and requires further study and analysis. This analysis will demonstrate whether there is case to be made for such a facility in this area having regard to existing facility provision adjacent to the area. The analysis will also assess the sustainability of such a proposal.  

Amend the plan to include wording to investigate the provision of a swimming pool in the Knocklyon/Firhouse area.

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

It was agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM131/0615 Item ID:45046

Proposed by Councillor P. Foley and seconded by Councillor E. O’Brien:
There is a significant shortage of playing pitches in the county where past Development Plans have not estimated sufficiently future requirements. Given that obesity is such an issue we must be very mindful of this requirement and ensure that suitable quantities of parks / playing pitches are left for our communities.

REPORT:
There are over 90 playing pitches provided with the three County Metropolitan Consolidation Towns with additional private club facilities. There are 55 playing pitches distributed throughout the Consolidation Areas within the Gateway and 3-4 located within the Moderate Sustainable Growth Town and Small Towns with planned park provision in Newcastle. The Environment, Water and Climate Change Department is currently reviewing all the existing playing pitches within the County and analysing their usage such as frequency to establish how efficiently the space can be used in the future. This research is ongoing and it will highlight where supply is and where deficits are as well as inform future playing pitch provision where required.   The Plan to be amended to support the review of the County’s playing pitches.

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

It was agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM132/0615 Item ID:45293

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor K. Mahon.
That a site close to the Basketball arena be identified for a skate/biking park.

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

REPORT:
The Environment, Water and Climate Change Department suggest that a skate/biking park will be better located close to the proposed new play space in Tymon Park. A Masterplan of Tymon Park will be prepared by the Environment, Water and Climate Change Department during the lifetime of the County Development Plan. It would be premature to specify a site when investigations and analysis is ongoing. It is therefore recommended that an Action be included after CI7 to investigate a suitable location for a skate/biking park as part of the Tymon Park Masterplan preparation which will be prepared by the Environment, Water and Climate Change Department during the life of the Plan.  

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.
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The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM133/0615 Item ID:45040

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 3.4.0 (P 50) C Policy 2 given that a Digital Hub was the top priority in the Library Programme in the 2010 – 2016 Development Plan and given that the objective has not been realised: OBJECTIVE It shall be a Specific Local Objective as a matter of priority to provide a Digital Library Hub in Palmerstown.
Co-signed by Cllr. P. Gogarty, Cllr. L. O'Toole, Cllr. F. Timmons and Cllr. D. O'Donovan.

REPORT:
The South Dublin Library Development Plan 2012-2016 sets out a number of Actions for projects throughout the County. The securing of resources for a Digital Hub at Palmerstown is one of many priorities for this Plan. The County Development Plan 2016-2022 supports the County’s Library Services.

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

Policy 2 Objective CI2 – 1 To support the development of the County’s Library Services and the implementation of the Actions set out in the South Dublin Library Development Plan 2012-2016 (and any future Plan) which includes, amongst other actions, a Digital Hub at Palmerstown.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM134/0615 Item ID:45080

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins.
To add the following to the end of ‘CI5 Objective 1’: “recognising particularly the need for provision of a fire station to serve those parts of our County north of N7.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The proposed wording would prejudice consideration of this matter by Dublin Fire Brigade. A small amendment is proposed to the wording:

To support and facilitate the development of an efficient fire service in the Dublin Region, in cooperation with Dublin City Council and to reserve sites for the provision of a fire station where a need is identified by the Dublin Fire Brigade with particular reference to the area north of the N7.

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

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM135/0615 Item ID:45081

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor K. Egan.
To add a further objective under ‘(CI) Policy 7’: “To support the provision of permanent homes for well-established amateur boxing clubs in the County.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Egan

REPORT:
Agreed with an amendment to the wording “To support the provision of permanent space for well-established sports clubs in the County”.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted.

It was AGREED that the Chief Executive’s recommendation would not be accepted. The Motion AS PUT was AGREED.
DPM136/0615 Item ID:45274

Proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell
To support the development and promotion of Lucan Harriers athletics track to a National standard, which is located at the planned terminus of the RPA preferred Lucan Luas route.

3.1 (Include section under Athletics track) or 58 CI12 Objective 8 (page 72 ET8 include with objective 3)

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

REPORT:
Agree to motion with amendment:

To support the development and promotion of an athletics track, built to a National standard, at a location within the County which is situated close to a major public transport route.

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

M 136 Location Map
Following a contribution from Councillor C. King, Mr P. Hogan Senior Planner  responded it was AGREED to amend the Motion AS PUT with the omission of the word ‘Harriers’.  The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED.   
DPM137/0615 Item ID:45286

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech
SLO for the secondary school site in Kingswood: That this site is to be developed for educational facilities only.

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

REPORT:
The County Development Plan clearly notates that a Post-Primary School will be located on the lands zoned for Open Space situated off Ballymount Road. Educational use within this zoning is open for consideration. The proposed wording of the SLO is considered to be negative and restrictive as it would impede a full consideration of other uses on these lands such as proposals for open space, recreational facilities, sports club/facility, community centre and allotments, all of which are uses permitted in principle on lands zoned for open space.

It is recommended that an SLO be added to the plan with amended wording which omits the word ‘only’.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment.
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The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM138/0615 Item ID:44998

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor FN. Duffy
To change the zoning of a triangle-shaped piece of land in the laneway at the rear of the junction of St Peter's Rd and St James' Rd, Greenhills, currently the site of a community garden, from MU to OS.

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
The site is currently being used as a community garden and this use is well established. The Mixed Use zoning will not have an impact on the current use as it is not a requirement of the zoning to change the community use on the site. The zoning does, however, keep open possible opportunities for the site in the future.

Policies and objectives set out within the County Development Plan support community and recreational projects such as community gardens at suitable locations. Rather than change the zoning, it is recommended that an SLO be included within the Plan to support the community garden use at this location. 

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

M 138 Location map
The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED

Motions DPM139/0615 – DPM140/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15
DPM141/0615 Item ID:45495

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
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 

Scholarstown Park, Scholarstown Road

REPORT:
Site A - Scholarstown Park, Scholarstown Road

The 1.06 hectare site is located to the rear of housing in Dargle Wood and Scholarstown Park.

The proposed motion would result in an inefficient use of long established residential zoned lands 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.

The land is not overlooked and there is no opportunity for passive surveillance of the site. Lessons from past experience indicate that parklands without passive surveillance or which are not easily accessible as through routes for members of the public can become associated with anti-social behaviour.   It is considered that this site is not suitable for rezoning to Open Space and should remain zoned for residential purposes.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.
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Councillor P. Donovan AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM142/0615 Item ID:45496

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor W. Lavelle:
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 

Wilbrook Estate, Whitechurch Road

REPORT:
Site D - Willbrook Estate, Whitechurch Road

The land has been zoned for residential purposes for at least 30 years; since before the 1993 Development Plan.  The land is currently in private ownership and forms part of the original Willbrook House Estate.  It is not considered appropriate or necessary to rezone this privately owned land with established residential zoning within the existing built up area.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted
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Councillor P. Donovan AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.

Motions DPM143/0615 – DPM144/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15
DPM145/0615 Item ID:45492
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 (outlined on attached map) at Balgaddy & Rosse Court should be zoned ‘OS’.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

Note: This motion relates to Site B on the Map to the South of Rosse Court Lane

REPORT:
Site B is located to the south of Rosse Court Lane and at the end of Lynches’ Lane. Planning permission was granted for a school (and associated playing facilities) on the site 10th February 2015 (Planning Reference SD14A/0269). The land therefore forms part of a school site and the existing zoning on the site is considered appropriate.    

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

M 145 Location Map
Councillor W. Lavelle AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM146/0615 Item ID:44706

Proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor P.Gogarty
CI12 objective 1 - to add that a list will be drawn up of green spaces that can't be built on

REPORT:
The Zoning Matrix (Table 11.15) positively details what is permitted in principle on lands zoned for open space and recreational amenities and what is not permitted. This Table guides the development of these lands. In certain circumstances development may be acceptable on lands zoned for open space. The proposed wording is considered to be negative and restrictive as it would impede a full consideration of other uses on these lands such as proposals for open space, recreational facilities, sports club/facility, community centre and allotments, all of which are uses permitted in principle on lands zoned for open space.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors F. Timmons, E. O’Brien, B. Leech, C. King and J. Graham. Councillor F. Timmons proposed an amended wording as follows:

‘CI12 objective 1 - to add that a list will be drawn up of green spaces that houses can't be built on’

A show of hands vote on AMENDED wording to Motion 146 followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               4(FOUR)

AGAINST:        16(SIXTEEN)
ABSTAIN:         6(SIX)

The AMENDED wording to the Motion FELL.

DPM147/0615 Item ID:44707

Proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor E. Ó’Broin
3.14.0 that a park in Newcastle is added

REPORT:
The zoned lands within Newcastle are in private ownership and the Council has no means to provide for a park on these privately owned lands other than through a requirement of an approved area plan. Section 48, therefore, is not an appropriate mechanism for the delivery of a park in Newcastle.

It is noted that the subject lands of the Newcastle Local Area Plan are zoned ‘RES-N’ with an objective ‘To provide for new residential communities in accordance with the approved area plans’.  Open space is a requirement of the Plan and will be provided at a minimum rate of 14% of the (RES-N) zoned lands with a specific requirement to deliver a Village Park and a number of Neighbourhood and Local Parks in tandem with the development of housing as part of the phasing requirements. It is considered that the Local Area Plan is the approved area plan for these zoned lands and that the development of the Village Park will be delivered through these means rather than a Section 48.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.
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Councillor F. Timmons AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM148/0615 Item ID:45044

Proposed by Councillor P. Foley and seconded by Councillor E. O’Brien:
A secondary school should be built in the area south of the Oldcourt Road, Ballycullen over the course of this County Development Plan to cater for the age of school going children in that area. These lands should be earmarked now so that there is no future development on the Carrigwood Green.

REPORT:
Potential school sites are to be identified as part of a site selection process, carried out by SDCC in conjunction with the Department of Education and Skills (DES). Where the DES has identified a demand for school accommodation in a catchment area, SDCC will identify a number of potential sites and an evaluation process will be carried out in order to select the best possible available site. A school will be required for the area but it would be premature to undertake the site selection process as part of the County Development Plan. The site selection remains a matter for the Council and will be determined after due process.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 148 Location Map
It was agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM149/0615 Item ID:45257

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor S. Holland.
Insert new Specific Local Objective:

"Site of St Peter's BNS, Limekiln Road, Dublin 12

To only permit development of educational or community facilities at this location."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
The proposed objective is considered to be unnecessarily restrictive and would undermine the zoning of the site which seeks to protect and/or improve residential amenity. The site is currently in use as a school and this use is well established. The residential zoning will not have an impact on the current use as it is not a requirement of the zoning to change the use on the site. However, the zoning does allow for future development opportunities on the site.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted
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Following contributions from Councillor D. Looney, Councillor C. King, Councillor M. Murphy, Councillor P. Kearns, Councillor M. Devine and Councillor P. Donovan, Mr E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use, Planning & Transportation responded. Councillor D. Looney proposed an amended wording as follows:
‘Insert new Specific Local Objective: Site of St Peter’s BNS, Limekiln Road, Dublin 12

To only permit development of educational, community facilities or housing for older people at this location’

The Motion as AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM150/0615 Item ID:45115

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins
To amend section 11.3.12 relating to ‘education facilities’ by adding a second paragraph as follows: “In addition, all applications relating to the development of new schools and/or school extensions shall include a statement on the local needs for accommodation for Special Education and ASD and provision shall be included where a demonstrated local need exists.”
REPORT:
The Council will continue to work with the Department of Education and Skills to provide much needed accommodation, including those for Special Education and ASD classes. The provision of specific classrooms for children’s needs is a matter that needs to be determined by the Department of Education and Skills prior to the submission of proposals for development and is therefore not a matter for the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

Councillor W. Lavelle AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM151/0615 Item ID:45082

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
To add a further objective under ‘(CI) Policy 9’ “To work in conjunction with the Department of Education & Skills to promote the provision for accommodation for Special Education and ASD classes in more schools; and to seek that applications relating to the development of new schools and/or school extensions should include provision for accommodation for Special Education and ASD classes where a demonstrated local need exists.”
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

REPORT:
The Council will continue to work with the Department of Education and Skills to provide much needed accommodation, including those for Special Education and ASD classes. The provision of specific classrooms for children’s needs is a matter that needs to be determined by the Department of Education and Skills prior to the submission of proposals for development and is therefore not a matter for the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

Following contributions from Councillors W. Lavelle, D O’Donovan, P. Gogarty, M. Devine, D. Looney, M. Duff, B. Bonner, K. Mahon and F.N Duffy, Mr. E. Taaffe Director of Land Use Planning and Transportation replied to queries raised. Councillor W. Lavelle proposed an amended wording as follows:
‘To promote the provision for accommodation for Special Education and ASD classes in more schools; and to seek that applications relating to the development of new schools and/or school extensions should include provision for accommodation for Special Education and ASD classes where a demonstrated local need exists, as confirmed with the Department of Education & Skills.’

The Motion as AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM152/0615 Item ID:45160

Proposed by Councillor B. Ferron 
C19 Objective 8

To support the development of schools which offer parents choice with regards to patronage and also education through the medium of the Irish language in the County.

REPORT:
The sentiment behind this motion is understood. However, the Planning Authority cannot decide on one patron over another. The patronage of schools and the choice of language is a matter for the Department of Education and Skills and cannot be addressed through the mechanism of a County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

It was agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM153/0615 Item ID:45309

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
Section Community Infrastructure (CI) Policy 12 Open Space

That the manager considers adding a specific Objective to formulate a strategy across the county for the roll out of Community Gardens which would include an ongoing investment plan for our current very successful Community Gardens.  

REPORT:
Some preliminary work has already been carried out 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.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

It was AGREED to amend the Motion as follows:
‘Section Community Infrastructure (CI) Policy 12 Open Space

That the manager considers adding a specific Objective to formulate a strategy across the county for Community Gardens.’

The Motion as AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM154/0615 Item ID:45273

Proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor F. Warfield:
3.9.0

That this council makes available suitable council owned brown land sites and buildings to sport and community groups on a temporary or permanent lease basis.

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

REPORT:
The Council has and will continue to make available, where practicable, facilities including lands and buildings for community and sporting use in terms of community centres, enterprise centres, sporting facilities incorporating dressing rooms etc. The use is normally subject to a licence. Each request is considered on its merits taking into account availability of suitable facilities, community need and the suitability of the proposed use at the identified location. It is anticipated that the LECP, currently under preparation, will further inform such analysis. 

As such, this is not a matter for the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

Following contributions from Councillors P. Gogarty, G. O’Connell, M. Devine, C. King, P. Kearns, M. Murphy, M. Duff, E. O’Broin, FN. Duffy and F. Warfield.  Mr E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use Planning & Transportation responded. It was AGREED to amend the Motion as follows:
‘3.9.0

That this council makes available suitable council owned brown land sites and buildings to sports, Arts and community groups on a temporary basis.’

A roll call vote on AMENDED wording to Motion 154 followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               16(SIXTEEN)

AGAINST:        7(SEVEN)

ABSTAIN:         4(FOUR)

The AMENDED wording to the Motion was CARRIED.
Roll call vote link 154
DPM155/0615 Item ID:45315

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
That the manager would consider an objective to work with local Running/athletic  clubs to prioritise the upgrade of footpaths, lighting  public realm maintenance and signage on public roads/paths that are being used by clubs who do not have access to running tracks

REPORT:
Public roads, lighting and pathways are provided for all users of the public realm. The contents of this motion have been considered and they are not appropriate to the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

It was AGREED to amend the Motion as follows:  

‘That the manager would consider an objective under section 8.1.0 Green Infrastructure in support of Health & Wellbeing  to prioritise the upgrade of footpaths, lighting & public realm maintenance and supporting signage on public roads/paths where a demonstrated needs exists for busy routes used by  Runners & Walkers’
The Motion as AMENDED was AGREED. 
 

 

DPM156/0615 Item ID:45285

Proposed by Councillor J. Graham and seconded by Councillor E. O’Broin:
That this Council includes Social Clauses in construction projects across the county that are funded by public monies

REPORT:
Part III, Section’s 48 and 49 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) sets out the legislative requirements for inclusion of conditions for requiring the payment of a contribution in respect of public infrastructure and facilities benefiting development and links the payment directly to permissions granted under section 34 of the Act.

The issue of contributions or bonds is not addressed in Part II of the Act and is not related to the making of a County Development Plan.

This is a not a matter for the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

Following contributions from Councillors J. Graham, C. King and E. Higgins, Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive responded.

It was AGREED to amend the Motion as follows: 
‘That this Council promotes Social Clauses.’ 

The Motion as AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM157/0615 Item ID:45027

Proposed by Councillor F. Timmons and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
That Clondalkin Equine Project be named in the Development Plan and given a permanent space and supported as much as resources allow

REPORT:
The South Dublin County Council Development Plan 2016-2022 supports all communities by supporting a range of sporting facilities which are fit for purpose, accessible and adaptable. Policy CI12 Objective 9 supports viable community recreational projects including horse projects at appropriate locations within the County. The allocation of premises and funding for specific named community clubs and groups is not a matter for the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

Following contributions from Councillors F. Timmons and J. Graham, Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive responded.

Councillor F. Timmons AGREED to WITHDRAW 

DPM158/0615 Item ID:45228

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor C. King:
Insert new Objective under 3.4.0 Libraries

CI2 Objective 4:

To carry out, during the lifetime of this plan, a comprehensive study to consider the delivery of a new public library in the Dublin 12/6w area of the County.

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
The delivery of public libraries within the County comes under the remit of the South Dublin Library Development Plan. The proposed objective would be premature pending the review of the next Library Development Plan. The County Development Plan (Policy 2 Objective CI2) supports the development of the County’s Library Services.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following a contribution from Councillor D. Looney, Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive responded.

Councillor D. Looney AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
Economic Development & Tourism

Motions DPM159/0615 – DPM164/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15.
DPM165/0615 Item ID:45074

Proposed by Councillor E. O'Brien and seconded by Councillor D. O'Brien:
Consistent with (ET) Policy 5 it shall be a Specific Local Objective of this Development Plan to create easily accessible links between the Liffey Valley and the Grand Canal noting the importance of both amenities to the stated aim of fostering tourism in the County.

REPORT:
The content of the motion is agreed, however, a Specific Local Objective is not the appropriate mechanism as locations for the links are not identified.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to remove reference to a SLO and to insert an objective to under Policy ET5:

To support and facilitate the development of accessible links between the Liffey Valley and the Grand Canal.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM166/0615 Item ID:45175

Proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
4.5.0 ET6: Objective 2: Amend to read, ‘and make such trails interactive, with the development of an app.  

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

REPORT:
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to change the wording as follows:

4.5.0 ET6: Objective 2: amend to read, 'and seek to make such trails interactive, e.g. through the possible development of an app.'

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM167/0615 Item ID:45134

Proposed by Councillor R. McMahon and seconded by Councillor D. Looney:
Referece Section 4.5.0

To seek to refurbishing or restoring a working historic mill on the River Dodder, and would envisage that it would be a tourist amenity and educational centre – to include an interpretative centre for the River Dodder valley, a café and ancillary services to support such a venture.

REPORT:
The refurbishment and development of a working mill is beyond the strategic land use function of the County Development Plan. The proposed motion cannot be achieved through the County Development Plan and should be directed to the South Dublin Tourism Strategy.

Restorative works have taken place around Firhouse Weir following the preparation of a Conservation Plan under the South Dublin County Heritage Plan and the draw down of funding from the Department of the Environment, Community and Local Government. Such an area could provide a more viable location for a tourist amenity and educational/interpretive centre. It is within this context that a more flexible motion is advised.

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

Include an objective under HCL Policy 10 (Liffey Valley and Dodder Valley) to promote and support the development of a tourist amenity and educational/interpretive centre, such as a demonstration mill for the Dodder Valley.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AMENDED by replacing the word ‘demonstration’ with ‘working’. The Chief Executives recommendation as AMENDED was AGREED.

DPM168/0615 Item ID:45318

Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
ET Policy Leisure Facilities - Additional Objective:

ET7 Objective 3:

To promote the Development of Tourist Friendly attractions such as Angling Villages where possible with appropriate Lodge Style accommodation for overnight Holidays and "club house" in close proximity to appropriate water Courses at an appropriate scale of Development having respect for the pertaining environmental Conditions and sensitivities, scenic amenity and availability of Services.

REPORT:
The CE Draft Plan outlines a range of objectives in relation to Tourism Infrastructure in Section 4.5.0 Tourism and Leisure including;

ET 5 Objective 1:

To support the development of tourism infrastructure, attractions, activities and facilities at appropriate locations subject to sensitive design and environmental safeguards

The quoted objective above supports the development of tourism infrastructure, attractions, activities and facilities at appropriate locations. It is considered that infrastructure for angling is an example of such a tourism relation development. Furthermore, the ET 5 Objective 1 outlines that such tourism related development is ‘subject to sensitive design and environmental safeguards’.

It is considered that an objective for an example of tourist related development is not required as the content of the motion is included in ET5 Objective 1. However, it is noted that ET 5 Objective 3 and ET 5 Objective 4 provide for objectives that relate to support the development of tourist infrastructure but provide a general location.

Additionally, the term ‘close proximity’ is recommended to be removed from the motion. A biodiversity protection zone from the top of the bank of all watercourses in the County is a requirement of the Plan as a result of Environmental legislation (minimum 10m) with the full extent of the protection zone to be determined on a case by case basis by the Planning Authority, based on site specific characteristics and sensitivities. Furthermore, a number of the waterbodies and watercourses in the County are within designated Natura 2000 sites and/or pNHAs sites, which may require greater separation.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

To support the development of angling infrastructure and facilities for tourism in proximity to appropriate water courses or water bodies, subject to an appropriate scale of development having regard to the pertaining environmental conditions and sensitivities, scenic amenity and availability of services.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM169/0615 Item ID:45271

Proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
4.5.0

That this council develops heritage centres/tourist information centres for the county villages including Lucan village. Centres could be manned voluntarily.

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

REPORT:
The CE Draft Plan outlines a range of objectives in relation to Tourism Infrastructure in Section 4.5.0 Tourism and Leisure including;

ET 5 Objective 1:

To support the development of tourism infrastructure, attractions, activities and facilities at appropriate locations subject to sensitive design and environmental safeguards

ET 5 Objective 2:

To direct tourist facilities into established centres where they can support the wider economic vitality of urban centres.

The quoted objectives above support the development of tourism facilities such as heritage centres/ tourist information centres in the County and direct such facilities into established centres.  

It is recommended that ET 5 Objective 2 be amended to include a specific reference to the Village Centres.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to change the wording in ET5 Objective 2 as follows:

ET 5 Objective 2:

To direct tourist facilities into established centres, in particular the Village Centres, where they can support the wider economic vitality of urban centres.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM170/0615 Item ID:45171

Proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor F.Timmons:
4.5.0 ET5: Objective 2: - Amend to read ‘with the establishment of Tourism office on Red Line Luas beside Square to facilitate visitors from the City Centre. 

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Francis Duffy, 

REPORT:
South Dublin Tourism Strategy 2015 outlines that South Dublin will need to provide on the ground visitor facilities services as visitor volumes grow. Tallaght is stated as the logical location and it is stated that ‘a detailed feasibility will be required to scope the optimum location, services and scale of this intervention.’

The CE Draft Plan outlines a range of objectives in relation to Tourism Infrastructure in Section 4.5.0 Tourism and Leisure including;

Policy ET 5  

It is the policy of the Council to support the development of a sustainable tourism industry that maximises the recreational and tourism potential of the County, through the implementation of the South Dublin Tourism Strategy 2015.

The provision of a visitor centre in Tallaght is generally supported in the Tourism Strategy subject detailed feasibility will be required to scope the optimum location, services and scale of this intervention. The CE Draft Plan supports the development of a sustainable tourism industry through the implementation of the South Dublin Tourism Strategy 2015

It is recommended that ET 5 Objective 2 be amended to include a specific reference to Village Centres but that the reference to a specific site be removed as the South Dublin Tourism Strategy 2015 outlines that a detailed feasibility will be required to scope the optimum location, services and scale of this intervention

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to change the wording in ET5 Objective 2 as follows:

ET 5 Objective 2:

To direct tourist facilities into established centres, in particular the Village Centres, where they can support the wider economic vitality of urban centres.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AMENDED as follows:
‘To direct tourist facilities into established centres, in particular the Village and Town Centres, where they can support the wider economic vitality of urban centres.’

The Chief Executives recommendation as AMENDED was AGREED.

DPM171/0615 Item ID:45239

Proposed by Councillor E. Ó Broin and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
Insert a new ET1 Objective 10 on p 66:

ET1 Objective 10

To ensure a spatially balanced distribution of new economic and tourism opportunities by promoting areas of high unemployment and socio-economic disadvantage as viable locations for sustainable enterprise and employment growth in South Dublin County Council.

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

ET1 Objective 10

To support a balanced distribution of economic and tourism opportunities throughout the County by promoting areas of high unemployment and socio-economic disadvantage as viable locations for enterprise and employment growth in the County.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM172/0615 Item ID:45276

Proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
Section 3.11.1 Add in new objective or 3.11.2 CI10 Objective 3 to be added in

That this Council supports and promotes satellite hubs of Tallaght IT located in Lucan.

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

REPORT:
The content and intention of the motion is recommended for inclusion. It is considered that the scope of any new objective be extended to include a satellite hub from any Third and Fourth Level Education Facility and the location of the hub should be extended to countywide. Other policies and objectives in the CE Draft Plan encourage the provision of such regional catchment facilities into appropriate levels of the Urban Hierarchy.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

To support the development of satellite hubs for Third and Fourth Level Education Facilities in the County.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM173/0615 Item ID:45261

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor P Gogarty:
Section 4.3.3 EE Zoned Lands

Under ET3 Objective 5 add a new sentence after the final full stop, stating,


"All business parks and industrial areas will promote walking, cycling and public transport for those working in and visiting them, and adequate provisions will be required for secure bicycle storage, cycle and pedestrian paths and other facillities to promote this modal shift."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy and Cllr P Gogarty.

REPORT:
The content and intention of the motion is recommended for inclusion. It is considered that the content should be inserted into Section 4.3 and Section 11.2.5 Enterprise and Employment Areas.

Recommendation
Proposed amended wording:

Insert wording in 11.2.5 Enterprise and Employment Areas

The design and layout of business parks and industrial areas should promote walking, cycling and the use of public transport for those working in and visiting these areas, including adequate provision of secure bicycle storage and cycle and pedestrian linkages.

Add a new objective ET3 Objective 6:

To ensure that business parks and industrial areas are designed to promote walking, cycling and public transport.

It was agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM174/0615 Item ID:45191

Proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor D. Looney:
Amend ET3 Objective 5, page 68 to read: To ensure that all business parks and industrial areas are designed to the highest architectural, landscaping and environmental standard; that natural site features, such as watercourses, trees and hedgerows are retained and enhanced as an integral part of the scheme, that also allows for the provision or retrofitting of suitable electricity and heat micro-generation and storage equipment, such as photovoltaic and water-heating solar panels and wind turbines.

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

REPORT:
Agree with the content and intention of the motion, it is recommended to adopt with amendment.

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

New objective:

To support the provision or retrofitting of suitable electricity and heat micro-generation and storage equipment, such as photovoltaic and water-heating solar panels and small scale wind turbines within business parks and industrial areas.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AMENDED as follows:
‘To support the provision or retrofitting of suitable electricity and heat micro-generation and storage equipment, such as photovoltaic and water-heating solar panels and small to medium scale wind turbines within business parks and industrial areas.’

The Chief Executives recommendation as AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM175/0615 Item ID:45311

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan:
That the manager considers a specific objective to support Food Science as a core strategy  under Section 4 of the Development Plan and publish supporting strategies and objectives in tandem with our Tourism Strategy  (and with reference to ET Policy 1 Objective 8)

REPORT:
It is recommended that this motion is adopted and a specific reference to the supporting of food science is added to the Plan. It is considered that the reference should be included in ET Policy 3.

ET Policy 3 states

‘It is the policy of the Council to support and facilitate enterprise and employment uses (high-tech manufacturing, light industry, research and development and associated uses) in business parks and industrial areas.

Recommendation
It is recommended to amend the motion to

‘Provide a specific reference to Food Science in the wording of ET Policy 3’

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM176/0615 Item ID:45263

Proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
That the Development Plan acknowledges the importance of enterprise in the county and actively encourage the availability for facilities to be managed by the council or an appointed enterprise board;

· That the requirement of enterprise centres in the main towns in the county will be reviewed.

· That the option of live to work enterprise centres be looked at as a condition of large residential developments

· That an allocation of enterprise facilities be made in a condition in all future grants of permission commercial developments.

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

REPORT:
The CE Draft Plan seeks to emphasis the importance of enterprise in the County and supports and facilities the provision of enterprise centres and incubation hubs, in accordance with actions identified by the Local Enterprise Office (LEO).

The Local Economic and Community Plan (LECP) will set out objectives and actions to promote and support economic activity in the County. South Dublin County Council commenced preparation of the LECP in November 2014 and it will be adopted by South Dublin County Council in 2015. The LECP will include analysis of the economic, local and community profile of the County. Actions may include business support initiatives such as the delivery of Incubation Hubs at appropriate locations based on needs analysis.

The CE Draft Plan supports the provision of live-work units as part of mixed use developments in appropriate locations in Chapter 4 Economic Development & Tourism (Policy 4 pg 68). Furthermore, the Plan is generally positive towards the provision of small scale home based economic activities in existing dwellings.

It is considered that imposing a condition on all grants of permission for commercial development to allocate enterprise facilities would adversely impact on the economic development and competitiveness of the County. It is recommended that this section of the motion is not adopted.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to alter ET1 Objective 7 and ET4 Objective 2 to state:

ET1 Objective 7:  To support and facilitate the provision of enterprise centres and incubation hubs at appropriate locations, in accordance with actions identified by the Local Enterprise Office, through the Local Economic and Community Plan or by other enterprise support initiatives.

ET4 Objective 2: To support and encourage the provision of ground floor live-work units as part of mixed-used and residential developments in appropriate locations, as a means of enlivening streets and to provide flexible accommodation for small businesses.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

Urban Centres & Retailing

Motions DPM177/0615 – DPM185/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15.
DPM186/0615 Item ID:45216

Proposed by Councillor J. Lahart 
That the Development Plan seeks to ensure that commercial developments in residential areas (so-called local centres) incorporate a community space appropriate to the needs of the local community

REPORT:
The intention of the motion is noted. The CE Draft Plan seeks to ensure that an appropriate range of community facilities are provided in all communities at an appropriate scale for the catchment.

Specific policies and objectives are included in Chapter Urban Centres and Retailing, including in relation to Local Centres as follows:

UC5 Objective 2: To support and facilitate the location of small scale community facilities within accessible local centres, subject to adaptable design for a variety of uses.

It is considered that the proposed requirement for commercial developments to incorporate community floorspace in Local Centres would be onerous and impact on the viability of developing of commercial development in Local Centres. It is recommended that the inclusion of ‘large scale’ in describing commercial developments is required to protect the viability of the development and that these facilities will only be required where a deficiency is demonstrated.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted with amendment.

Amend UC 5 Objective 2:

UC5 Objective 2: To support and facilitate the location of small scale community facilities within accessible local centres and as part of large scale commercial development where a deficiency in community space is demonstrated, subject to adaptable design for a variety of uses.

Councillor J. Lahart agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM187/0615 Item ID:45114

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
To amend section 11.3.6 (iii) relating to ‘Fast Food/Takeaway Outlets’ by replacing the words “should address the following:” with “will be strictly controlled and all such proposals will be vigorously assessed particular reference to:”
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

REPORT:
The principle of the motion to strengthen the text is recommended to be adopted. It is considered that the motion should include an amendment to remove the words ‘vigorously’ and ‘strictly’. All development proposals for Fast Food/ Takeaways will be assessed on their merits having regard to the policies, objective and criteria of the Development Plan and the proper planning and sustainable development of the area. The words ‘vigorously’ and ‘strictly’ are incompatible with a uniform balanced approach towards planning assessments that the Council aims to carry out for all proposals.

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

To amend section 11.3.6 (iii) relating to ‘Fast Food/Takeaway Outlets’ by amending the sentence ‘Development proposals for fast food / takeaway outlets should address the following:’

with

Development proposals for fast food / takeaway outlets will be controlled and all such proposals are required to address the following:

The Chief Executives recommendation was AMENDED as follows:
‘To amend section 11.3.6 (iii) relating to ‘Fast Food/Takeaway Outlets’ by amending the sentence ‘Development proposals for fast food / takeaway outlets should address the following:’

with

Development proposals for fast food / takeaway outlets will be strictly controlled and all such proposals are required to address the following:’

The Chief Executives recommendation as AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM188/0615 Item ID:45030

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor D. O’Donovan:
Page 75 –

Add UC1 Objective 8: Develop a retail strategy by October 2016 that has investigated the existing footfall of each retail centre, informing planning policy to protect and encourage new footfall.

Co-signed by Cllrs Paul Gogarty & Francis Timmons

REPORT:
The principle of the motion is acceptable as the Council recognises the need to update the Retail Strategy for the County after the relevant regional reviews are completed. It is a requirement of the Retail Planning Guidelines for Planning Authorities (Department of Environment, Community and Local Government 2012) that the Greater Dublin Area Planning Authorities prepare a multi-authority Retail Strategy for the GDA to replace the Retail Strategy for the GDA 2008 - 2016, which is outdated.

The central objectives of the regional strategy will be to identify requirements for additional retail floor space in the GDA to support the settlement hierarchy; to outline quantity and type by county and to guide the location and function of retail activity.

The Chief Executive’s Draft Plan includes the following objective on the update of the County Retail Strategy as follows:

R1 Objective 2: To update the Retail Strategy for South Dublin County following completion of a review of the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 - 2022 and the Retail Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area 2008 - 2016.

The provision of a date in the Plan for the County Retail Strategy is not recommended as the preparation of the strategy is premature pending the completion of the regional reviews of the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 - 2022 and the Retail Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area 2008 – 2016 prior to the County Strategy.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted with amendment to remove the reference to ‘October 2016’ and to amend R1 Objective 2 as follows

R1 Objective 2: To update the Retail Strategy for South Dublin County within the lifetime of this Plan following the completion of the reviews of the Regional Planning Guidelines for the Greater Dublin Area 2010 - 2022 and the Retail Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area 2008 – 2016 and include for analysis of footfall, vacancy and expenditure.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM189/0615 Item ID:45087

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor M. Devine:
To delete ‘R2 Objective 2’ and to amend ‘R2 Objective 3’ by adding the following words in bold to the start “To direct new major retail floorspace in the County to designated centres of the appropriate level; and to further direct retail development in designated centres….
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Donovan

REPORT:
The motion proposes the deletion of R2 Objective 2’ and the amalgamation of most of the content into R2 Objective 3.

The 2 objectives in the Chief Executive’s Draft state:

R2 Objective 2:    

To direct new major retail floorspace in the County to identified Retail Opportunity Sites at Tallaght, Liffey Valley Shopping Centre and Clondalkin.

R2 Objective 3:

To direct retail development in designated centres into the Core Retail Area of designated centres and restrict retail development outside of the Core Retail Area to an appropriate level and form of retail development.

The proposed new objective will state:

To direct new major retail floorspace in the County to designated centres of the appropriate level; and to further direct retail development in designated centres into the Core Retail Area of designated centres and restrict retail development outside of the Core Retail Area to an appropriate level and form of retail development.

The key difference between the existing Chief Executive’s objectives and the amalgamated proposed objective is the omission of the reference to the Retail Opportunity Sites.

Section 3.3 of the Retail Planning Guidelines 2012 (prepared by the Department of Environment, Community and Local Government) outline a number of minimum requirements for inclusion in the County Development Plan in relation to retail development. One such requirement is ‘to identify sites which can accommodate the needs of modern retail formats in a way that maintains the essential character of the shopping area’

The Chief Executive’s Draft Plan has mapped these sites as ‘Retail Opportunity Sites’ in the main retail centres of Tallaght (sites adjacent to/including Square & former Woodies site), Clondalkin (site adjacent to/including Mill centre) and Liffey Valley (Tesco application site and adjoining lands).

The intention of R2 Objective 2 is to promote these sites as the preferred location for retail development in the County and strengthen the application of the sequential test for assessing retail developments.

It is considered that the reference to the Retail Opportunity Sites in objective R2 Objective 2 should be retained.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted with amendment

To delete R2 Objective 2 and for R2 Objective 3 to state:

To direct new major retail floorspace in the County to designated centres of the appropriate level and the identified Retail Opportunity Sites; and to further direct retail development in designated centres into the Core Retail Area of designated centres and restrict retail development outside of the Core Retail Area to an appropriate level and form of retail development.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM190/0615 Item ID:45195

Proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
On page 82, amend the South Dublin County Retail Hierarchy, splitting Level 3 into Level 3(a) and Level 3(b). Level 3(a) to include “Adamstown SDZ District Centre (planned)” and “Clonburris Major District Centre (planned), with the Categories and Types of Services to read as follows: “These SDZ District Centres will reflect the higher density SDZ urban centre environment and will cater for a varied range of comparison shopping, including the possibility of anchor department stores on main shopping streets, some leisure activities and a range of cafés and restaurants and other mixed uses. They should contain at least one supermarket and ancillary foodstores alongside financial and other retail services. Major District Centres should generally cater for a settled population of 20,000-45,000 people.”

The new Level 3(b) to replicate the existing Level 3 description, but without the SDZs already transferred to Level 3(a).

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

REPORT:
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.

The Chief Executive does not recommend the subdivision of Level 3 into 3(a) and 3(b). The subdivision would indicate that the Level 3(a) centres are above the Level 3(b) centres in the County and this contradicts the overall aim of the retail policies in the CE Draft Plan.

The CE Draft Plan establishes Clondalkin Town Centre as a primary urban centre in the Urban Hierarchy and as a Level 3 retail centre in the Retail Hierarchy (only below Tallaght and Liffey Valley) with a policy (and supporting objectives) to enhance the retailing function.

The inclusion of the SDZ centres as a specific Level 3(a) would enable the development of the Clonburris and Adamstown SDZ District Centres to a scale and type that would supersede Clondalkin. It is considered that the design, quality and density of the SDZ centres are addressed in R2 Objective 3 and the approved Planning Schemes and do not require an additional new Level in the retail hierarchy, which is not provided for in the Regional Retail Strategy.

The motion proposes the following text:

“The SDZ District Centres will reflect the higher density SDZ urban centre environment and will cater for a varied range of comparison shopping, including the possibility of anchor department stores on main shopping streets, some leisure activities and a range of cafés and restaurants and other mixed uses. They should contain at least one supermarket and ancillary foodstores alongside financial and other retail services. Major District Centres should generally cater for a settled population of 20,000-45,000 people.”

The text outlined in the motion above is generally recommended for inclusion in the plan in Section 5.3.0 Additional Retail Floorspace.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted with amendment and the following text be inserted in Seciton 5.3.0 Additional Floorspace

The SDZ District Centres will reflect the higher density SDZ urban environment and will cater for a varied range of comparison shopping, including the possibility of anchor department stores on main shopping streets, some leisure activities and a range of cafés and restaurants and other mixed uses. They should contain at least one supermarket and ancillary foodstores alongside financial and other retail services. SDZ District Centres should generally cater for a local population catchment of 10,000-40,000 people and be developed in accordance with the approved Planning Scheme.

It was AGREED to take Motion 190 in conjunction with Motion 191.
DPM191/0615 Item ID:45196

Proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
Amend page 85 5.3.0, paragraph 4 to read: The South Dublin County Retail Hierarchy incorporates the Level 3 centres identified by the Retail Strategy for the GDA 2008 – 2016, but also reflects the unique nature of the highest density urban areas of the Strategic Development Zones at Adamstown and Clonburris. The South Dublin County hierarchy also identifies the established shopping centres of Ballyowen, Firhouse, Knocklyon and Palmerstown as Level 3 centres. The level of activity, range of uses and population catchment of these centres, aligns strongly with the description of a Level 3 centre in the Retail Strategy for the GDA and the Retail Planning Guidelines. The Level 3 (b) designation of these centres reflects their existing function and provides opportunities for revitalisationand growth in tandem with population growth in the catchment. The status of the centres is reflected in the hierarchy of urban centres though a District Centre Zoning Objective.”

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

REPORT:
The motion proposes the following text in Section 5.3.0

(additions to CE Draft emphasised in bold)

‘The South Dublin County Retail Hierarchy incorporates the Level 3 centres identified by the Retail Strategy for the GDA 2008 – 2016, but also reflects the unique nature of the highest density urban areas of the Strategic Development Zones at Adamstown and Clonburris. The South Dublin County hierarchy also identifies the established shopping centres of Ballyowen, Firhouse, Knocklyon and Palmerstown as Level 3 centres. The level of activity, range of uses and population catchment of these centres, aligns strongly with the description of a Level 3 centre in the Retail Strategy for the GDA and the Retail Planning Guidelines. The Level 3 (b) designation of these centres reflects their existing function and provides opportunities for revitalisation and growth in tandem with population growth in the catchment. The status of the centres is reflected in the hierarchy of urban centres though a District Centre Zoning Objective.’

This motion should be considered in tandem with the related motion (Item No. 45195) and the proposed text for insertion is to implement/ reiterate the retail hierarchy changes proposed under that motion.

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.

The Chief Executive does not recommend the subdivision of Level 3 into 3(a) and 3(b). The subdivision would indicate that the Level 3(a) centres are above the Level 3(b) centres in the County and this contradicts the overall aim of the retail policies and objectives in the CE Draft Plan.

The CE Draft Plan establishes Clondalkin Town Centre as a primary urban centre in the Urban Hierarchy and as a Level 3 retail centre in the Retail Hierarchy (only below Tallaght and Liffey Valley) with a policy to enhance the retailing function.

The inclusion of the SDZ centres as a specific Level 3(a) above Clondalkin would enable the development of the Clonburris and Adamstown SDZ District Centres to a scale and type superseding Clondalkin.

It is considered that the design, quality and density of the SDZ centres are addressed in R2 Objective 3 and the approved Planning Schemes and do not require an additional new Level in the retail hierarchy.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the amended motion (Item no. 45195) be adopted inserting the following text into Section 5.3.0 Additional Floorspace

The SDZ District Centres will reflect the higher density SDZ urban environment and will cater for a varied range of comparison shopping, including the possibility of anchor department stores on main shopping streets, some leisure activities and a range of cafés and restaurants and other mixed uses. They should contain at least one supermarket and ancillary foodstores alongside financial and other retail services. SDZ District Centres should generally cater for a local population catchment of 10,000-40,000 people and be developed in accordance with the approved Planning Scheme.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED in respect of Motions 190 and 191
DPM192/0615 Item ID:45197

Proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell: 
Amend R6 Objective 2 to read: To ensure that the scale and type of retail offer in District Centres is sufficient to serve a district catchment, without adversely impacting on or drawing trade from higher order retail centres, the exception being SDZ highest density urban areas, (see below)
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Liona O’Toole, Deirdre O Donovan, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy

REPORT:
Related Motion – Item no. 45199 states:

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.
This motion (item no. 45197) proposes the following objective:

To ensure that the scale and type of retail offer in District Centres is sufficient to serve a district catchment, without adversely impacting on or drawing trade from higher order retail centres, the exception being SDZ highest density urban areas
This motion reads that the SDZ centres are exempted from adversely impacting on or drawing trade from higher order retail centres. This may be an unintended meaning.

Having regard to the proposed amendment to R6 Objective 3 above and the Chief Executive’s recommendation to adopt Motion (Item no. 45199), it Is considered that the inclusion of the text

‘exception being SDZ highest density urban areas’ in R6 Objective 2 contradicts the overall aim of the retail policies in the CE Draft, undermines the retail hierarchy and impacts on the application of the sequential test to new development.

The CE Draft Plan establishes Clondalkin Town Centre as a primary urban centre in the Urban Hierarchy and as a Level 3 retail centre in the Retail Hierarchy (only below Tallaght and Liffey Valley) with a policy to enhance the retailing function.

The inclusion of ‘the exception being SDZ highest density urban areas’ would enable the development of the Clonburris SDZ District Centre to a scale and type to compete for the existing trade in Clondalkin and Tallaght.

It is considered that the design, quality and density of the SDZ centres is addressed in R2 Objective 3 and the approved Planning Schemes.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted with amendment.

To ensure that the scale and type of retail offer in District Centres is sufficient to serve a district catchment, without adversely impacting on or drawing trade from higher order retail centres,

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM193/0615 Item ID:45055

Proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor M. Devine:
That Figure 5.2 be amended to include Brittas as Level 5 enterprise

Co sponsor: Cllr. Dermot Richardson

REPORT:
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 the motion be adopted with amendment to rename the title of Figure 5.2 and the legend to clarify that the Figure does not include the entire retail hierarchy in the County.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM194/0615 Item ID:45319

Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff:
Urban Centres and Retailing - Additional Objective:

UC1 Objective 8: To improve access to the Village, District and Local Centres of the County by "Disability proofing" all access and exit routes to and from these areas.

REPORT:
The purpose and intention of the motion is accepted. It is proposed to amend the motion to alter the existing UC1 Objective 6 in the CE Draft Plan to include this issue.

UC1 Objective 6 states:

UC1 Objective 6: To improve access to the village, district and local centres of the County with particular emphasis on public transport provision and improvements to walking and cycling infrastructure.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted with minor amendment.

UC1 Objective 6: To improve access to the village, district and local centres of the County with particular emphasis on public transport provision and improvements to walking and cycling infrastructure, including disability proofing.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM195/0615 Item ID:45220

Proposed by Councillor A-M. Dermody and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan:
To amend Map No. 10 so as to include in the Urban Hierarchy (Figure 5.1) the district centre (level 4) included in the Ballycullen/Oldcourt LAP. 

REPORT:
The Ballycullen/ Oldcourt Local Area Plan 2014 includes for a Local Centre, which is Level 4 on the retail hierarchy. The phasing requirements of the LAP require the Local Centre to be developed in tandem with the new residential units in the area. The Urban Hierarchy (Figure 5.1) and the Retail Hierarchy (Figure 5.2) of the CE Draft Plan do not include the Level 4 retail centres in the County (apart from the traditional Village Centres) as they are so numerous. It is considered that the proposed local centre in the Ballycullen/ Oldcourt LAP should not be an exception.

The subject lands of the Ballycullen/ Oldcourt Local Area Plan are zoned ‘RES-N’ with an objective ‘To provide for new residential communities in accordance with the approved area plans’

It is considered that the prepared LAP is the approved area plan for these zoned lands and that the development of the local centre is a phasing requirement of the LAP.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

To zone the proposed retail centre specified in the Ballycullen/ Old Court LAP on the relevant zoning map as Local Centre (LC)

M 195 Location Map
It was agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM196/0615 Item ID:45289

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor K. Mahon:
The development of small local shops which have been a big success inside local authority estates should be encouraged in all estates as a local service and as a local contact point for elderly people who find it difficult to use road transport.

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

REPORT:
It is considered that the provision of a local shop in residential areas where there is a deficiency of retail provision in the catchment is desirable. There are some concerns relating to the impact of the provision of local shops in residential areas on a widespread basis on the viability of existing local centres and residential amenity.

In terms of text, R1 Objective 8 in the Chief Executives Draft Plan states:

‘To facilitate the provision of local small scale convenience shops in residential areas where there is a clear deficiency of retail provision in the catchment, subject to protecting residential amenity.’

It is considered that this objective allows for a balance between the provision of additional local shops in deficient areas whilst protecting the viability of the existing local shops.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to alter R1 Objective 8 of Chief Executives Draft Plan to

‘To encourage and facilitate the provision of local small scale convenience shops in residential areas where there is a deficiency of retail provision in the catchment, subject to protecting residential amenity.’

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM197/0615 Item ID:45120

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
For the purposes of consistency, that Map No. 1 be amended to provide for an extension of the new Village Centre ‘VC’ zoning to include the remaining section of Main Street/Chapel Hill in Lucan Village, outlined in red on the attached map, which includes commercial premises which form a key part of Village life.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The extension of the VC zoning to include the section outlined is recommended. The zoning should be contiguous to the existing ‘VC’ zoning (see attached map)

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted

M 197 Location map
M 197 Proposed amended zoning
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM198/0615 Item ID:45086

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
To add a further objective under ‘UC Policy 3 Village Centres’ as follows: “To recognise the pre-eminence of our County’s traditional villages as the preferred location in considering applications for non-retail civic, public service and community developments; and to apply a sequential approach as appropriate for such applications. 
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

REPORT:
The principle of the motion is recommended to be adopted. The Chief Executive’s Draft includes a complementary objective under UC Policy 3 stating;

UC3 Objective 7:

To reinforce village centres as a priority location for new mixed use development and to promote and support new development that consolidates the existing urban character with quality of design, integration and linkage as important considerations.

It is considered that the motion should include a minor amendment to include a reference to the town centres of the County for clarity (i.e Clondalkin and Tallaght which overlap as village centres)

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with minor amendment to include the town centres in the text as follows:

To recognise the pre-eminence of our County’s town centres and traditional villages as the preferred location in considering development proposals for non-retail civic, public service and community developments; and to apply a sequential approach as appropriate for such proposals.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM199/0615 Item ID:45089

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
To add the following sentence to the end of section 5.2.2 (Retail Hierarchy): “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 Cllrs Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

REPORT:
The principle of the motion is recommended to be adopted. The Chief Executive’s Draft includes a complementary objective under UC Policy 3 stating;

UC3 Objective 7:

To reinforce village centres as a priority location for new mixed use development and to promote and support new development that consolidates the existing urban character with quality of design, integration and linkage as important considerations.

It is considered that the motion should include a minor amendment to include a reference to the town centres of the County for clarity (i.e Clondalkin and Tallaght which overlap as village centres)

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with minor amendment to include the town centres in the text as follows:

To recognise the pre-eminence of our County’s town centres and traditional villages as the preferred location in considering proposals for non-retail civic, public service and community development; and to apply a sequential approach as appropriate for such proposals.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM200/0615 Item ID:45113

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
To amend section 11.3.6 (v) relating to ‘Retail Warehousing’ by deleting the words “and such space should be clearly delineated on the planning application drawings to facilitate future monitoring and enforcement.”
REPORT:
The wording proposed for deletion is transposed from Section 4.11.2 ‘Retail Parks and Retail Warehouses’ of the Retail Planning Guidelines 2012 (prepared by the Department of Environment, Community and Local Government).

The text ‘and such space should be clearly delineated on the planning application drawings’ is included to inform potential applicants that the total net retail floorspace for ancillary products is required to be shown on the planning application maps to enable assessment and reduce the need for Further Information.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion be adopted with amendment and the following text be deleted from the CE Draft Plan

‘to facilitate future monitoring and enforcement.’

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM201/0615 Item ID:45131

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
To amend Map No. 2 to rezone lands at the former Foxhunter pub (including carpark) in Lucan as ‘RW’ (similar to the ‘Avoca site in Rathcoole).

REPORT:
The Foxhunters pub site is zoned ‘RES’ in the CE Draft Plan, consistent with most public houses outside a designated centre in the County.

Permission was granted for a residential development under SD05A/0409 and an Exempt Development Declaration was issued in 2014 to Avoca Handweavers Ltd for the change of use of the premises to a local amenity ‘Artisan Food and Craft Shop’ and maintenance of the existing restaurant and ancillary facilities in their existing use. Avoca Handweavers Ltd has not implemented this exempted change of use to date.

It is considered that the RES zoning is less restrictive than the RW zoning and allows greater flexibility for the re-development of the site and protects the residential amenity of the adjoining dwellings.

For example, a ‘RW” zoning ‘permits in principle’ the following land uses:

Refuse Transfer Station

Industry – Light

Motor Sales Outlet

Petrol Station

And the following are ‘not permitted’:

Community Centre

Education

Hotel/Hostel

Public House

The zoning objective for the site will not impact on the status of the Exempt Declaration issued to Avoca Handweavers Ltd.

The zoning objective ‘RW’ is ‘to provide for and consolidate retail warehousing’. The Retail Planning Guidelines (2012) defines a Retail Warehouse as

‘a large single-level store specialising in the sale of bulky household goods such as carpets, furniture and electrical goods, and bulky DIY items, catering mainly for carborne customers.’

Furthermore, the Retail Planning Guidelines 2012 outline that, in general, there should be a presumption against further development of out-of-town retail warehousing. It is considered that the subject site is not an appropriate location for the provision of retail warehousing by virtue of traffic impact and the impact of an intensification of the site on the residential amenity of the adjoining dwellings.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion not be adopted

M 201 Location Map
Following contributions from Councillors P. Gogarty, G. O’Connell and E. O’Brien, The Motion as PUT was AGREED.
DPM202/0615 Item ID:45132

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
To amend Map No. 2, along with the settlement & retail hierarchies, so as to preserve the existing ‘LC’ zoning and ‘Local Centre’ designation of lands at Ballyowen Castle, but to further examine this proposal on foot of the public consultation on the draft plan.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The CE Draft Plan provides for a District Level ‘DC” zoning at Ballyowen Castle Shopping Centre ‘To protect, improve and provide for the future development of District Centres’  

The GDA Retail Strategy 2008-2016 outlines that district centres vary both in terms of the scale of provision and the size of catchment, due to proximity to a major town centre. Where the centre is close to existing major centres, the scale of retail and mixed provision is lower, with the centre range of shops meeting more basic day to day needs and only small scale range of comparison units trading. Such centres would generally cater for a population of 10,000- 40,000.

The Retail Planning Guidelines (2012) defines a District Centre as follows:

‘Provides a range of retail and non-retail service functions (e.g. banks, post office, local offices, restaurants, public houses, community and cultural facilities) for the community at a level consistent with the function of that centre in the core strategy. They can be purpose built as in new or expanding suburbs or traditional district centres in large cities or town’

Ballyowen centre is located in a suburban environment, geographically located between Tallaght, Liffey Valley, Lucan and Clondalkin. The Census 2011 population of the Lucan - Esker Electoral District, within which Ballyowen is centrally located was 29,820 people. The established centre at Ballyowen has a substantial catchment within walking distance and is the location for 2 supermarkets, a public house, leisure, childcare, medical and other services. It is considered that the level of activity, range of uses and population catchment aligns with that of a District Centre in a suburban context. The centre is also established as a district focal point for the community.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion not be adopted

M 202 Location Map
Following contributions from Councillors W. Lavelle, P. Gogarty and E. O’Broin, Mr P.Hogan, Senior Planner responded and the Motion AS PUT was AGREED.
DPM203/0615 Item ID:45185

Proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty:
5.8.0 Fast Food Outlets/Takeaways – Amend to include cafes given the rise in sugar addiction. 

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

REPORT:
Fast food and takeaways outlets have specific policy references due to their planning impacts and the potential to cause disturbance, nuisance and detract from the amenities of an area and as such, proposals for new or extended outlets require careful consideration.

Concerns in relation to the rise of sugar addiction are acknowledged. However, it is considered that land use planning through the County Development Plan is not the appropriate mechanism to address this issue.

The distribution of sugar in society is widespread from many sources and land uses, including shops, supermarkets, petrol stations, vending machines etc. and not solely from cafes.

The addition of cafes to Section 5.8 is not recommended.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion not be adopted

Following contributions from Councillors D. O’Donovan, P. Gogarty, M. Duff and E. Higgins Councillor D. O’Donovan AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion

DPM204/0615 Item ID:44999

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor F. Warfield:
Re-insert SLO 57 from previous plan;

"Promote and facilitate appropriate development at the former McHugh’s Shopping Arcade site on St. James’ Road, Greenhills to provide for both community and commercial services for local residents."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
The subject site has a Land Use Zoning Objective ‘LC’: ‘To protect, improve and provide for the future development of Local Centres’ in the CE Draft Plan.

As part of the review of the existing County Development Plan 2010 - 2016, the content of SLO 57 was considered in the shaping of the local centre policies and objectives in the CE Draft Plan.

The CE Draft Plan contains the following policies and objectives for Local Centres:

Urban Centre (UC) Policy 5 Local Centres 
It is the policy of the Council to encourage the provision of an appropriate mix, range and type of uses in Local Centres, including retail, community, recreational, medical and childcare uses, at a scale that caters predominantly for a local level catchment, subject to the protection of the residential amenities of the surrounding area.

UC5 Objective 1:To support the improvement of Local Centres, and encourage the use of upper floors, with due cognisance to the quality of urban design, integration, linkage, accessibility and protection of residential amenity.

UC5 Objective 2:                 To support and facilitate the location of small scale community facilities within accessible local centres, subject to adaptable design for a variety of uses.

UC5 Objective 3:                 To improve walking and cycling infrastructure within the local catchment of centres.

Retail (R) Policy 8 Local Centres 
It is the policy of the Council to maintain and enhance the retailing function of Local Centres.

R8 Objective 1:     To support the development of Local Centres as sustainable, multifaceted, retail led mixed use Local Centres.

R8 Objective 2:     To ensure that the scale and type of retail offer in Local Centres is sufficient to serve a local catchment, without adversely impacting on or drawing trade from higher order retail centres.

It is considered that the content of Specific Local Objective 57 from the 2010 – 2016 Plan is subsumed in the local centres policies and objectives in Chapter 5 Urban Centres and Retailing of the CE Draft Plan and a SLO is not required to promote and facilitate appropriate development for both community and commercial services for local residents at a local centre zoned site.

Recommendation

It is recommended that this motion not be adopted.
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Following contributions from Councillor D. Looney, D. O’Brien, P. Kearns, P. Foley and R. McMahon, Mr P.Hogan, Senior Planner responded and the Motion AS PUT was AGREED.
Transport & Mobility

Motions DPM205/0615 – DPM231/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15
DPM232/0615 Item ID:45203

Proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor E. O’Brien:
That the development Plan reflects those well-worn and used pedestrian and cycle ways along local, national and rural roads in the county and adopts a county-wide warning signage scheme for motorists

REPORT:
There are several Policy/Policy Objectives in the Chief Executives Draft that seek to improve pedestrian and cycle facilities on all streets and roads within the County, namely:

TM3 Objective 1: To create a comprehensive and legible County-wide network of cycling and walking routes that link communities to key destinations, amenities and leisure activates.

TM3 Objective 3: To ensure that all streets and street networks are designed to prioritise the movement of pedestrians and cyclists within a safe and comfortable environment for a wide range of ages, abilities and journey types.

Further Actions are also contained within the Draft requiring SDCC to:

Work with the NTA to assist and secure funding for the ongoing implementation of the County Strategic Cycle Network.

Ensure facilities for pedestrians and cyclists are designed in accordance with the principles, approaches and standards contained within the Design Manual for Urban Roads and Streets and the National Cycle Manual

Further develop a footpath repair and assessment system where members of the public can report maintenance issues and instigate repairs, and implement a public lighting renewal, improvement and maintenance strategy

 The provision of signage is guided by the Traffic Signs Manual (2010).

There are several Policy/Policy Objectives in the plan that seek to improve pedestrian and cycle facilities on all streets and roads within the County, namely:

TM3 Objective 1: To create a comprehensive and legible County-wide network of cycling and walking routes that link communities to key destinations, amenities and leisure activates.

TM3 Objective 3: To ensure that all streets and street networks are designed to prioritise the movement of pedestrians and cyclists within a safe and comfortable environment for a wide range of ages, abilities and journey types.

Further Actions are also contained within the plan requiring SDCC to: 

Work with the NTA to assist and secure funding for the ongoing implementation of the County Strategic Cycle Network.

Ensure facilities for pedestrians and cyclists are designed in accordance with the principles, approaches and standards contained within the Design Manual for Urban Roads and Streets and the National Cycle Manual

Further develop a footpath repair and assessment system where members of the public can report maintenance issues and instigate repairs, and implement a public lighting renewal, improvement and maintenance strategy

With regard to the provision of signage, SDCC is guided by the Traffic Signs Manual (2010).  This includes the provision of warning signs.  A separate strategy for such signs is not warranted, and the requirement for signage on each route can be assessed on a case-by-case basis.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment

The Development Plan reflects those well-worn and used pedestrian and cycle ways along local, national and rural roads in the County and provides warning signage for motorists in accordance with the Traffic Signs Manual.

Councillor J. Lahart agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM233/0615 Item ID:45135

Proposed by Councillor E. O'Brien and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart:
Consistent with (TM) Policy 2 it shall be a Specific Local Objective of this Development Plan to encourage all relevant national agencies to provide regular and high quality public transport linking the centres of Lucan, Clondalkin and Tallaght. 

REPORT:
Several Policy/Policy Objectives within the Chief Executives Draft CDP seek to work with national agencies to establish routes for higher frequency public transport services over the medium to long term, namely:

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

TM1 Objective 1: To support and guide National agencies in delivering major improvements to the transport network.

Two orbital routes are proposed. One route is well defined, following the alignment of the Metro-west (linking Tallaght, Clondalkin and Liffey Valley). The other is more indicative, but would link Tallaght, Citywest, Grange Castle and Lucan.

It should be noted that Special Local Objectives (SLO) are location specific, generally relating to a specific site or restricted geographical area.   The provision of a public transport route is a strategic issue with broader geographical application.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted, subject of the removal of the requirement for an SLO.

Councillor E. O’Brien agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM234/0615 Item ID:45137

Proposed by Councillor E. O'Brien and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart:
Consistent with (TM) Policy 2 it will be a Specific Local Objective of this Development Plan that this Council uses all resources available to it to ensure that projects Metro West and Luas Lucan are facilitated to improve access to and from the County and foster economic growth within the County.

REPORT:
Several Policy/Policy Objectives within the Chief Executives Draft seek to work with national agencies to establish routes for higher frequency public transport services over the medium to long term, namely:

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

TM1 Objective 1: To support and guide national agencies in delivering major improvements to the transport network.

It should be noted that Special Local Objectives (SLO) are location specific, generally relating to a specific site or restricted geographical area.   The provision of a public transport route is a strategic issue with broader geographical application.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted, subject of the removal of the requirement for an SLO.

Councillor E. O’Brien agreed to DEFER the Motion until the Development Plan meeting on Monday 29th June 2015.

DPM235/0615 Item ID:45190

Proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan and seconded by Councillor F. Timmons:
6.4.1 Amend to include – Upgrade of R115 to facilitate development of 1,000 residential units.  

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Francis Duffy, Cllr. Francis Timmons, Cllr. Guss O’Connell, Cllr. Liona O'Toole

REPORT:
The R115 forms part of the regional road network, linking Rathfarnham to the Dublin Mountains via Willsbrook, Ballyboden (Ballyboden Road) and Woodtown (Stocking Lane). A number of improvements were undertaken on these routes. As noted at the Rathfrnham Area committee Meeting 14 January 2014:

‘Significant congestion along these routes experienced prior to the installation of signals in replacement of roundabouts as the roundabouts had become dominated by one approach and did not allow equitable traffic flow. These signals are demand responsive but also provide for pedestrian and cycle movements.’

The route also passes adjacent to a number of large development sites to the north of the Ballyboden Waterworks and on the Ballycullen-Oldcourt LAP lands. A number of improvements to the route were proposed/required as part of a development application for 317 dwellings on the site to the north of Ballyboden Waterworks (SAD15A-0017. The application is currently the subject of an appeal to An Bord Pleanala.

The impact of any additional development on this route from major development sites will need to be addressed as part of a TTA (see Item 45116). Such an assessment will address the need for any additional works to accommodate development within the vicinity of this route.

Notwithstanding the above the scope for additional improvements along the route is very limited. The route is highly constrained with the lower half of the road routed through established residential areas of Rathfarnham. Any improvements are more likely to be suited to the movement of pedestrians and cyclists. The upper half services a limited population catchment, although it is an important scenic/tourist route, providing access to the Hell Fire Club and the Dublin Mountains.

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

That the following be added to Table 6.6 Medium to Long Term Road Objectives

Proposal

Description

Function

Ballyboden Road/Stocking Lane (R115)

Upgrade of existing road

To enhance pedestrian and cycling facilities and exploit the tourist potential of the route.  
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The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM236/0615 Item ID:45033

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 6.4.0 & 6.4.1. (P 103/4) TM Policy 4 so as to maximise the capacity and enhance the efficiency of the R148 and in recognition of its strategic location as a main National transport artery in relation to the M50 (N & S), to the N4, to Chapelizod, Islandbridge, Inchicore and City Centre as well as to the Palmerstown Community: OBJECTIVE to seek funding for and provide a segregated junction at the R148/Kennelsfort Road during the lifetime of the Plan. 
Co-signed by Cllr. P. Gogarty, Cllr. L. O'Toole, Cllr. F. Timmons and Cllr. D. O'Donovan.

REPORT:
It is current Development Plan policy for the provision of ‘fly-over or a traffic roundabout’ at the junction of Kennelsfort Road and the R148. The R148, formally the N4, was recently declassified by the National Roads Authority (NRA), and has since come under the charge of South Dublin County Council. Whilst under the charge of the NRA no formal support was forthcoming from with regard to the Development Plan Policy.

The provision of a segregated junction, or flyover, on the N4 would require substantial commitment of resources. A project of this scale could not be funded by SDCC alone and would require funding from the NRA or other government body such as the Department of Transport Tourism and Sport (DTTAS). A strong case for such funding would need to be made, supported by a feasibility study and strong cost/benefit analysis. Such a study would also need to look at a range of options for upgrading the junction with regard to other mobility improvements in the area.

See also Item 45098 and 45202.

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

That the following be added to Table 6.6 Medium to Long Term Road Objectives

Proposal

Description

Function

Kennelsfort Road and the R148.

Upgrade of existing junction

To enhance the efficiency of the junction, particularly for buses on the N4/Lucan Road QBC and ensure safe crossing facilities are provided for all users.  

M 236 Location map
It was AGREED to take Motion 241 in conjunction with Motion 236. 
DPM241/0615 Item ID:45202

Proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
On page 106, Table 6.5 Six Year Road Programme, after Road Heading “Greenhill Road” insert new road heading: “Kennelsfort Road/R148 junction”; insert new description “Kennelsfort Road Upper and Lower intersected by the R148; insert new Function: “Provision of grade separated junction”.

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

REPORT:
It is current Development Plan policy for the provision of ‘fly-over or a traffic roundabout’ at the junction of Kennelsfort Road and the R148. The R128, formally the N4, was recently declassified by the National Roads Authority (NRA), and has since come under the charge of South Dublin County Council. Whilst under the charge of the NRA no formal support was forthcoming from the NRA in support of the proposal.

The provision of a segregated junction, or flyover, on the N4 would require substantial commitment of resources. A project of this scale could not be funded by South Dublin County Council alone and would require funding from the NRA or other government body such as the Department of Transport Tourism and Sport (DTTAS). A strong case for such funding would need to be made, supported by a feasibility study. Such a study would also need to look at a range of options for upgrading the junction with regard to other mobility improvements in the area. Such a requirement could be reflected by a medium to long term road proposal.

See also Item 45098.

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

That the following be added to Table 6.6 Medium to Long Term Road Objectives.

Proposal

Description

Function

Kennelsfort Road and the R148.

Upgrade of existing junction

Enhance the efficiency of the junction and ensure safe crossing facilities are provided for all users whilst improving priority for buses on the N4/Lucan Road QBC.

M 241 Location map
Following contributions from Councillors P. Gogarty and G. O’Connell, Mr E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use, Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.
The Motions AS PUT were AGREED
DPM237/0615 Item ID:45098

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)/ R148

Bus priority improvements between N4 Junction 2 and boundary with Dublin City

To provide improved priority for buses on the N4/Lucan Road QBC

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

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Eastbound and Westbound Quality Bus Corridors exist on the N4 (west of the M50) and R148 (east of the M50). These cater for a number of bus routes that provide high frequency services with a high level of service between the Lucan, Palmerstown and the city centre.

The R148 is under the management of South Dublin County Council. There are limited opportunities for the improvement of the levels of services along this link. The focus of any future improvements would likely centre around the junction of the R148 and Kennelsfort Road. This should be considered with a range of options for upgrading the junction with regard to other mobility improvements in the area.

See also Item 45033 and 45202.

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

That the following be added to Table 6.5 (Six Year Road Programme):

Proposal

Description

Function

Kennelsfort Road and the R148.

Upgrade of existing junction

To enhance the efficiency of the junction, particularly for buses on the N4/Lucan Road QBC and ensure safe crossing facilities are provided for all users.  

M 237 Location Map
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM238/0615 Item ID:45099

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

R120 (Newcastle Road)

Junction upgrades at SuperValu roundabout, Hillcrest Road and N4 overbridge.

To improve traffic flow and alleviate traffic congestion

With the relevant accompanying designation to be provided on Map No. 1.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
SDCC have engaged consultant engineers AECOM to review traffic movements and traffic flows at the R120/N4 junction, along with a review of traffic movements along the R120 Newcastle Road including the Supervalu Roundabout, Hillcrest Road and Tandys Lane Junctions. Once a study of all traffic movements has been completed recommendations will be brought forward aimed at delivering improved accessibility for the area across all modes of transport.

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

That the following be added to Table 6.5 Six Year Road Programme.

Proposal

Description

Function

R120 (Newcastle Road)

Junction upgrades at SuperValu roundabout, Hillcrest Road and N4 overbridge.

Enhance the efficiency and safety of these junctions for all users.

M 238 Location Map
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM239/0615 Item ID:45100

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

Griffeen Avenue

Junction upgrades at the Griffeen Road roundabout, widening of road corridor between roundabout and Grangecastle Road; and recessing of bus-stops.

To improve traffic flow and alleviate traffic congestion

With the relevant accompanying designation to be provided on Maps No. 1/2.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
SDCC are currently conducting a study of the Lucan area “Lucan Access Study” which includes a review of all access points to the Outer Ring Road (Grangecastle Road). As part of the review an upgrade to the Griffeen Roundabout Junction was identified. While the NTA have recently completed a bus network review for the Lucan area they remain open to further suggestions to improving the bus movements through this area, and improved phasing and or signalling could be beneficial for journey times through the Griffeen Road / ORR junction. Any proposed designs should be developed with a view to maximising the efficiently of these junction and balancing movement priorities between all users.

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

That the following be added to Table 6.5 Six Year Road Programme

Proposal

Description

Function

Griffeen Avenue

Improvements at junctions with Griffeen Road, Outer Ring Road and the link between them.

Enhance the efficiency and safety of these junctions for all users.

M 239 Location Map
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM240/0615 Item ID:45126

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins:
That a Specific Local Objective be included: “To seek to reconfigure the road layout and traffic management arrangements so as to improve flow around Lucan Village Green, including at the junctions of Lucan/Celbridge Road with Adamstown Road and Main Street.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
A one way system is currently in operation on the western and eastern sides of the Village Green.  This optimises vehicle moment by maximising stacking space adjacent to the signalised junction of Lucan/Celbridge Road and Adamstown Road for south bound traffic along Main Street.  Further opportunities to increase flow are limited without reducing existing car parking and/or the width of pedestrian footpaths.  Signal timings at the junction of Lucan / Cellbridge could be reviewed, however the scope for vehicle optimisation is limited given the high levels of pedestrian activity which occur around the Green. 

The optimisation of movement within Lucan village should be examined at a broader level, which takes into account surrounding street network and the needs of all users.  An Area Access Study is currently under preparation for Lucan and its environs.  As part of the next phase of this Study movements within/around Lucan Village and its environs will be examined. The study should also have regard to the impacts of traffic on the character of the village. 

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

To add the following as an Action to TM Policy 1. 

The Lucan Area Access Study will examine traffic movements within Lucan Village and its environs. 

M 240 Location map
It was AGREED that the Chief Executives recommendation would not be accepted. The Motion AS PUT was AGREED.
DPM242/0615 Item ID:45204

Proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
On page 107 Amend 6.6 Esker Lane N4 Function to read: Reopening of former junction to alleviate local traffic congestion, through the provision of a dedicated slip road to the Newcastle Road Interchange, subject to cost analysis and public consultation prior to any statutory procedure being initiated.
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Guss O’Connell, Liona O’ Toole, Francis Timmons

REPORT:
Table 6.6 Medium to Long Term Road Objectives states with regard to Esker Lane:

Reopening of former junction to alleviate local traffic congestion. The junction will include upgrade works to ensure that safe access/egress can be made.

A range of design options will need to be considered with regard to providing ‘safe access/egress’ from Esker Lane to the N4. All options will be subject to cost analysis. The provision of a slip lane would require public consultation under Part 8.

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

That the following be added to Table 6.6 Medium to Long Term Road Objectives.

Proposal

Description

Function

Esker Lane/N4

Junction re-opening and upgrade.

  Reopening of former junction to alleviate local traffic congestion. The junction will include upgrade works to ensure that safe access/egress can be made. A range of options will be considered including a dedicated slip road to the Newcastle Road Interchange.  

M 242 Location map
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM243/0615 Item ID:45209

Proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor G. O’Connell:
That Map 1 referring to 6.6 Western Dublin Orbital Route (north), Major regional link between the N7 to N4. be amended to read: Road objective (long term) with tunnel crossing of Liffey.
Co-sponsored by Cllrs Liona O’Toole, Deirdre O Donovan, Guss O’Connell, Francis Timmons, Francis Noel Duffy

REPORT:
The Maps do not illustrate the form or design of any future road proposals. Further options for consideration can be added to Table 6.6 Medium to Long Term Road Objectives.

See also Items 45140 and 45206.

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

That the following be added to Table 6.6 Medium to Long Term Road Objectives. 

Proposal

Description

Function

Western Dublin Orbital Route (north)
New high capacity road from Tootenhill to the Leixlip Interchange (with a provision to make a further connection to the N3).

Major regional link between the N7 to N4. Any further connections, and a possible alternative route to the west of Leixlip and/or Celbridge, will be determined in consultation with Kildare and Fingal County Councils, the National Roads Authority and the National Transport Authority. The primary objective of South Dublin County Council in this regard shall be to protect the scenic Liffey Valley parklands and amenities at Lucan Demesne and St Catherine’s through consideration of the environmental impact any road bridge at this location whilst also giving consideration to the possibility of a tunnel.  

M 243 Location Map
Following contributions from Councillor P. Gogarty, W. Lavelle and G. O’Connell , Mr E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use, Planning & Transportation responded to queries raised.
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED.
It was AGREED to WITHDRAW Motion 254
DPM244/0615 Item ID:45321

Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor D. Looney:
Transport & Mobility:

To amend TM3 SLO 1 to read " To provide for a pedestrian Bridge over the N7 at the Barney's Lane junction to improve access to the Saggart Luas Terminus and to retain the six year Road Objective to Link Baldonnell Road to the Citywest interchange".

REPORT:
Table 6.5 Six Year Road Programme of the Chief Executives Draft includes a proposed road linking the north of the Citywest Road (N82) and Naas Road (N7) junction at Brownsbarn, to provide improved access between / to the Baldonnell employment area. This link should have been included on Map 8 but was omitted by error. Once corrected an SLO will not be necessary.

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

That map 8 be corrected to show the six year road proposal to linking Baldonnell Road to the Citywest interchange.

M 244 Location Map
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM245/0615 Item ID:45322

Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor D. Looney:
TM Policy 6 Road and street design - additional Objective:

TM6 Objective 4:

That "Jakes Law" be enforced which restricts vehicular speed limits to 20km in all built up residential areas with a view to ensuring the protection of vulnerable Road users particularly child pedestrians.

REPORT:
Policy 6 Road and Street Design of the Draft Plan states:

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.

This is underpinned by TM6 Policy Objective 1 which states:

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.

And the following Action:-

Speed limits in urban areas will be set in accordance with the Guidelines for Setting and Managing Speed Limits in Ireland, DTTAS (2015) and the Road Traffic Act 2004 (as amended), including the provision of Special Speed Limits (ie 30 km/h and 40 km/h zones) within town and village centres, residential areas and around schools (see also Section 6.4.3(II) – Special Speed Limits).

The 2004 Road Traffic Act provides the legislative basis for the application of speed limits. This includes of default speed limits for various road types. Default speed limits can be varied by making Special Speed Limit bye-laws. The minimum legally enforceable speed limit which can be applied to any street is 30 km/h. Any posted speed limits below 30 km/h can only be applied for advisory purposes.

Further guidance in regard to the application of Special Speed Limits is provided within the Guidelines for Setting and Managing Speed Limits in Ireland (2015). Under these guidelines, Road Authorities are required to ensure streets with a Special Speed Limit are self-regulating. Should the existing street network not be suited to a Special Speed Limit, the Roads Authority is required to implement a programme of traffic calming works (such as raised platforms, ramps and pinch points).

The implementation of ‘Jakes Law’ is generally supported, however there is a concern that the inclusion of a blanket requirement for the enforcement of 20 km/h speed limits within the Development Plan will unduly raise community expectations. The imposition of Special Speed Limits also needs to be incrementally applied on a case-by-case basis, subject to the Guidelines for Setting and Managing Speed Limits in Ireland. This may require a programme of works to ensure the selected street network is self-regulating.

Recommendation
That the following Action be added to Policy 6 Road and Street Design.

That the design of street networks in new residential estates shall facilitate the implementation of Special Speed Limits, including the lowest speed limits applicable under current legislation.

And Section 6.4.3(II) – Special Speed Limits to be amended as follows.

The making of Special Speed Limits is a reserve function of the Elected Members by the making of a Bye Law under the Road Traffic Act 2004 (as amended) and is subject to the requirements of by the Guidelines for Setting and Managing Speed Limits in Ireland (2015). This includes the application of Special Speed Limits in lieu of the default limits, such as 30 km/h and 40 km/h zones in areas such as housing estates, town and village centres and around schools.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED 

The meeting concluded at 10.00pm

Signed: ______________________

             Mayor

Date: _________________________
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