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The Mayor, Councillor S. Holland, presided.

Apologies were received from Councillors V. Casserly, T. Gilligan and D. Richardson for their inability to attend.
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HEADED ITEM: P. Department
Chief Executive's Report on Recommended Edits
REPLY:
In addition to the changes required to implement the motions, the Chief Executive proposes the following changes to the Draft to correct errors:

Mapping Changes

Hatch Bar, Hazelhatch
Killinarden
Lucan Golf Club
	Map No.
	Description

	Map 1
	Lucan Golf Club - Open Space (OS) Zoning expanded to include the entire golf course

	Map 3
	Hatch Bar - Change coordinates on Map and in the Review of Record of Protected Structures 2014/15 document.

	Map 9
	Killinarden/ Kiltipper - Minor realignment of the OS & RES-N zoning to match the existing entrance road & housing constructed.  

	All Maps
	Minor amendments to mapping labels to improve legibility of Maps  


Written Statement Drafting Errors
1. General - Amend general typos, punctuation, grammatical errors & table inconsistencies.

2. Written text and graphic changes to correspond to the mapping changes 

3. Zoning Tables inconsistencies and errors

The listed land use classes in the Zoning tables in Chapter 11 should be consistent in text and should all appear in the 15 tables. Minor changes are required to correct drafting errors;

Examples:

a). In Table 11.5 ‘TC’, the land use ‘Crematorium’ is listed as ‘permitted in principle’ and ‘open for consideration’.

b). ‘Hotel/ Hostel’ is listed in most of the 15 zoning tables but is listed as ‘Hotel’ in some.

c). The text ‘Restaurant’ and ‘Restaurant/ Café’ are inconsistently listed in the tables.

d). The land use class ‘Live- Work Units’ is mistakenly omitted from some of the tables.

4. Record of Protected Structures  

Amendment to the description and address of protected structures on Main Street, Rathfarnham, as follows:

	Schedule 2 – RPS
	Draft Plan text
	Amendment

	Page 244
	10 Main Street, Rathfarnham
	11 Main Street, Rathfarnham (Review of Record of Protected Structures 2014/2015 has been amended to reflect this change).

	Page 244
	11 Main Street, Rathfarnham
	12 Main Street, Rathfarnham( Review of Record of Protected Structures 2014/2015 has been amended to reflect this change).

	Page 244
	12 Main Street, Rathfarnham
	12a Main Street, Rathfarnham (Review of Record of Protected Structures 2014/2015 has been amended to reflect this change).
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It was proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor M. Devine
The changes to the Draft as Recommended were AGREED.
Housing

Motions DPM21/0615 – DPM56/0615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
DPM57/0615 Item ID:45049

Proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
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:
Provision under Current Development Plan 2010 - 2016
The South Dublin County Council Development Plan (2010 – 2016) already provides for the subdivision of existing dwellings under Sections 1.2.33 and 1.2.34. Policy H19 of the current Plan states that the subdivision of houses into a number of units is acceptable in on large sites in suburban areas where populations are generally falling and which are well served by public transport. The Draft County Development Plan generally reiterates the current policy.

Aging Population & Limited Housing Choice
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 large houses 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.

Safeguards
Policy H3 Objective 2 of the Draft Plan would only allows for the subdivision of large houses within established areas. Such housing subdivision would be subject to the safeguards and standards set out under Chapter 2 Housing and Chapter 11 Implementation including those that relate to:

-          Residential consolidation – dwelling subdivision

-          Minimum floorspace standards

-          Minimum private open space standards

-          Car parking

-          Privacy

-          Architectural Conservation Areas

-          Protected Structures

The above standards will limit the circumstances in which housing sub-division can occur and will also help to ensure that, where such development does occur, that it is carried out to a high standard and in an appropriate manner.

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

To amend H3 Objective 2 to delete the "promotion of sub division" and replace with "to provide for sub division of large houses".

Councillor C. Brophy outlined that he had engaged in discussion with Mr. E. Taaffe, Director, Land Use, Planning and Transportation prior to the meeting.  Mr. E. Taaffe, Director, Land Use, Planning and Transportation outlined the policies in relation to sub division in the County Development Plan 2010-2016.   

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED.
Motions DPM58/0615 – DPM64/0615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.  
DPM65/0615 Item ID:45111

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor C. Brophy
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 C. Brophy proposed an amended wording to the Motion seconded by Councillor E. Higgins as follows:

"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 50 metres or greater is achieved, and no more than four storeys in height unless a separation distance of 70 metres or greater is achieved, except in Town & Village Centres and at locations where landmark buildings are specifically designated as part of an Urban Design Framework contained in an approved plan."

Following contributions from Councillors C. Brophy, P Gogarty, F N Duffy, J Lahart, D Looney and C King. Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive responded to queries raised.  

A show of hands vote on the AMENDED wording to Motion 65 followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               4(FOUR)

AGAINST:        13(THIRTEEN)

ABSTAIN:         4(FOUR)

The AMENDED wording to the Motion FELL.

Motions DPM66/0615 – DPM73/0615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings on.

DPM74/0615 Item ID:45051

Proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
To remove the words " the promotion of housing subdivision" from H17objective 2

Co Sponsors Cllrs.Paula Donovan & William Lavelle

REPORT:
Provision under Current Development Plan 2010 - 2016
The South Dublin County Council Development Plan (2010 – 2016) already provides for the subdivision of existing dwellings under Sections 1.2.33 and 1.2.34. Policy H19 of the current Plan states that the subdivision of houses into a number of units is acceptable in on large sites in suburban areas where populations are generally falling and which are well served by public transport. The Draft County Development Plan generally reiterates the current policy.

Aging Population & Limited Housing Choice
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 large houses 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.

Safeguards
Policy H3 Objective 2 of the Draft Plan would only allows for the subdivision of large houses within established areas. Such housing subdivision would be subject to the safeguards and standards set out under Chapter 2 Housing and Chapter 11 Implementation including those that relate to:

-          Residential consolidation – dwelling subdivision

-          Minimum floorspace standards

-          Minimum private open space standards

-          Car parking

-          Privacy

-          Architectural Conservation Areas

-          Protected Structures

The above standards will limit the circumstances in which housing sub-division can occur and will also help to ensure that, where such development does occur, that it is carried out to a high standard and in an appropriate manner.

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

To amend H3 Objective 2 to delete the "promotion of sub division" and replace with "to provide for sub division of large houses".

The discussion on the motion was in conjunction with Motion 57. 

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED.
DPM75/0615 Item ID:45066

Proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
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
Provision under Current Development Plan 2010 - 2016
The South Dublin County Council Development Plan (2010 – 2016) already provides for the subdivision of existing dwellings under Sections 1.2.33 and 1.2.34. Policy H19 of the current Plan states that the subdivision of houses into a number of units is acceptable in on large sites in suburban areas where populations are generally falling and which are well served by public transport. The Draft County Development Plan generally reiterates the current policy.

Population Decline, Housing Need & Housing Affordability
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.

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) also advise that the availability and affordability of housing is a key planning issue facing Dublin.

Limited subdivision of large houses in established areas will help to address population decline, housing need and housing affordability while supporting the viability of existing physical and community services and infrastructure.

Safeguards
Policy H17 Objective 2 of the Draft Plan would only allow for the subdivision of large sites within established areas. Such housing subdivision would be subject to the safeguards and standards set out under Chapter 2 Housing and Chapter 11 Implementation including those that relate to:

-          Residential consolidation – dwelling subdivision

-          Minimum floorspace standards

-          Minimum private open space standards

-          Car parking

-          Privacy

-          Architectural Conservation Areas

-          Protected Structures

The above standards will limit the circumstances in which housing sub-division can occur and will also help to ensure that, where such development does occur, that it is carried out to a high standard and in an appropriate manner.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

It was AGREED to take Motion 75, in conjunction with Motion 76.  

DPM76/0615 Item ID:45068

Proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
Replace 20% with 5% in Section IV of 11.3.2 and delete the remainder of the point.

Co sponsor Cllr. William Lavelle

REPORT:
Provision under Current Development Plan 2010 - 2016
The South Dublin County Council Development Plan (2010 – 2016) already provides for the subdivision of existing dwellings under Sections 1.2.33 and 1.2.34. Policy H19 of the current Plan states that the subdivision of houses into a number of units is acceptable in on large sites in suburban areas where populations are generally falling and which are well served by public transport. The Draft County Development Plan generally reiterates the current policy.

Population Decline, Housing Need & Housing Affordability
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.

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) also advise that the availability and affordability of housing is a key planning issue facing Dublin.

Limited subdivision of large houses in established areas will help to address population decline, housing need and housing affordability while supporting the viability of existing physical and community services and infrastructure.

Safeguards
Policy H17 Objective 2 of the Draft Plan would only allow for the subdivision of large sites within established areas. Such housing subdivision would be subject to the safeguards and standards set out under Chapter 2 Housing and Chapter 11 Implementation including those that relate to:

-          Residential consolidation – dwelling subdivision

-          Minimum floorspace standards

-          Minimum private open space standards

-          Car parking

-          Privacy

-          Architectural Conservation Areas

-          Protected Structures

The above standards will limit the circumstances in which housing sub-division can occur and will also help to ensure that, where such development does occur, that it is carried out to a high standard and in an appropriate manner.

The inclusion of a 5% cap would prevent subdivision from occurring along streets of 19 houses or less. Such a cap would be prejudicial to smaller estates and streets.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.
Following contributions from Councillor C. Brophy, Mr. E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use, Planning and Transportation, responded to queries raised.

Councillor C. Brophy AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motions.
Motions DPM77/0615 – DPM81/0615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings on.
DPM82/0615 Item ID:45187

Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. O’Broin
2.3.2 Public Open Space - additional objective:

H12 Objective:

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

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

Recommendation

It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors  C. King, K. Mahon, D. Looney, M. Murphy, B. Leech and N. Coules, Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive responded to queries raised. Councillor C. King proposed an amended wording by inserting "save for when a specific extraordinary need can be identified" and defined West Tallaght as identified in RAPID
A roll call vote on the Motion followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               22(TWENTY TWO
AGAINST:        4(FOUR)

ABSTAIN:         3(THREE)

The Motion AS AMENDED was CARRIED.
Roll call vote link 82
Motions DPM/83/0615 – DPM88/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting on 18/06/15.
Community Infrastructure

Motions DPM89/0615 – DPM129/0615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
DPM130/0615 Item ID:45045

Proposed by Councillor P. Foley and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart
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.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
DPM131/0615 Item ID:45046

Proposed by Councillor P. Foley

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.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED
Motions DPM132/0615 – DPM147/615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
DPM148/0615 Item ID:45044

Proposed by Councillor P. Foley and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart
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
Following contributions from Councillors P. Foley, C. Brophy, J. Lahart and D. Looney, Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive, Mr E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use, Planning & Transportation and Mr. P. Hogan, Senior Planner responded to queries raised.
Following a proposed amendment from Councillor P. Foley the wording of the motion was amended as follows:

“It should be an objective of this County Development plan that a secondary school be built in the Firhouse / Ballycullen area over the lifetime of this plan to cater for the school going children of that area. Having regard to the primary school developments on Carrigwood Green this objective should be met without further new school development on that site”. 

The motion as AMENDED was AGREED.
Motions DPM149/0615 – DPM151/615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
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

In the absence of Councillor B. Ferron the motion FALLS.
Motions DPM153/0615 – DPM158/615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
Economic Development & Tourism
Motions DPM159/0615 – DPM172/615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
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.

The Chief Executive’s recommendation was AGREED.
Motions DPM174/0615 – DPM176/615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
Urban Centres & Retailing

Motions DPM177/0615 – DPM185/615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
DPM186/0615 Item ID:45216

Proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor P. Foley
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.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

Motions DPM187/0615 – DPM194/615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
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
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

Motions DPM196/0615 – DPM204/615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
Transport & Mobility
Motions DPM205/0615 – DPM231/615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
DPM232/0615 Item ID:45203

Proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor P. Foley
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.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

DPM233/0615 Item ID:45135

Proposed by Councillor E. O'Brien and seconded by Councillor M. Devine
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.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

DPM234/0615 Item ID:45137

Proposed by Councillor E. O'Brien and seconded by Councillor M. Devine
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.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

Motions DPM235/0615 – DPM245/0615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meeting.
DPM246/0615 Item ID:45254

Proposed by Councillor C. King

3.11.1 Primary & Post Primary Facilities - Additional Objective:

C19 0bjective 8:

To ensure all proposals for new schools make adequate and sufficient provision for both "drop off" & parking spaces for staff, students & parents with a view to safe and manageable traffic flows.

REPORT:
Section 11.4.5 of the Chief Executives Draft requires Transport and Traffic Assessments (TTA) for all major traffic generating development as defined by the Transport Assessment Guidelines (2014) published by the National Roads Authority. The Planning Authority may also require a TTA where a particular development may have a significant impact on the county road network. The TTA will identity the need for school drop off facilities.

Section 11.3.11 Early Childhood and Education also states:

The Planning Authority will have regard to the following in the assessment of proposals for childcare facilities:

‘Access, car parking and drop off facilities for staff and customers’.

The proposed Policy Objective is consistent with Section 11.3.11, however a reference to parking for students is not recommended however. This would not be relevant for primary school students or required/desirable for secondary school students. Section 11.3.11 should also be expanded for further clarity in regard to education facilities.

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

That the reference to parking for ‘students’ be omitted.

And that paragraph one of Section 11.3.11 be amended as follows:

‘The Planning Authority will have regard to the following in the assessment of proposals for childcare and educational facilities’

Following contributions from Councillors C. King, P. O’Donavan, D. Looney, Mr P.Hogan, Senior Planner responded to queries raised.
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

DPM247/0615 Item ID:45266

Proposed by Councillor L. O'Toole and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
6.3.2 to be added into this section

That this council ensures that road safety and traffic management systems outside existing and planned schools are to the highest standard across the county.

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

REPORT:
Section 6.3.2 - Local Permeability Projects of the Chief Executives Draft outlines the process that is undertaken in regard to retrofitting pedestrian./cycle links within existing areas. Section 6.3.3 of the Chief Executives Draft refers to the Green Schools which is directly concerned with:

‘ works to improve pedestrian and cycle facilities and improve pedestrian and cycle links in order to improve safety and make cycling and walking more attractive and desirable’.

This applies to both existing and new schools. Additional text can be added to this section, linked to 6.4.3 Road and Street Design and Policy 6 Road and Street Design which 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.

See also Item 45302.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to the second sentence of paragraph 2, Section 6.3.3 Green Schools.

This project will explore methods for implementing a programme of works to improve pedestrian and cycle facilities and ensure that safety and traffic management systems outside existing and planned schools are to the highest standard across the county (see also Section 6.4.3 Road and Street Design) in order to improve safety and make cycling and walking more attractive and desirable.

The Motion AS PUT was AGREED.
DPM248/0615 Item ID:45302

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor C. Brophy
Ref 3.11.1 Primary & Post Primary facilities

That the manager considers a specific objective to ensure New school design incorporates safe drop off and collection and designated priority for pedestrian and cycling traffic for schools and that a retrospective assessment of current schools be undertaken to assess And address any potential risks to children accessing their school

REPORT:
Section 6.3.3 of the Chief Executives Draft refers to the Green Schools which is directly concerned with:

‘ works to improve pedestrian and cycle facilities and improve pedestrian and cycle links in order to improve safety and make cycling and walking more attractive and desirable’.

This applies to both existing and new schools. Additional text can be added to this section, linked to 6.4.3 Road and Street Design and Policy 6 Road and Street Design which 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.

See also Item 45266.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment to the second sentence of paragraph 2, Section 6.3.3 Green Schools.

This project will explore methods for implementing a programme of works to improve pedestrian and cycle facilities and ensure that safety and traffic management systems outside existing and planned schools are to the highest standard across the county (see also Section 6.4.3 Road and Street Design) in order to improve safety and make cycling and walking more attractive and desirable.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM249/0615 Item ID:45172

Proposed by Councillor J. Lahart 
Given the proximity of the Institute of Technology and its lands in Tallaght to Tallaght Village, that the Development Plan reflects the objective of strengthening the connections of the Institute and its student population with the village through pedestrian links

REPORT:
Direct access from the Institute of Technology Tallaght (ITT) and Tallaght Village is provided along the ‘Zip’, from the east via the Old Blessington Road and from the west via the Greenhills Road. Greater levels of pedestrian and cycle access between the ITT and Tallaght village would be desirable, however is highly problematic.

This issue was examined during the production of the Tallaght Town Centre Local Area plan. The only possible routes of access between the IT lands and Tallaght village would be via the Priory lands. The Draft LAP sought to increase public access to these lands. This was objected to by the Dominican Order. In response to the objection, the following was added to the LAP, Section 4.10.4, as adopted:

‘Full public access to the Priory Lands may conflict with the current activities and needs of the Dominican Order. Public access is desirable, at least, on a controlled basis. This issue shall be further considered in relation to any significant development proposal for the site’.

An SLO can be added to Draft plan reflecting the requirements of the LAP.

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

That an SLO be added to TM Policy 3 Walking and Cycling.

‘To strengthen connections from the Institute of Technology Tallaght to Tallaght Village via the Priory Lands, provided this does conflict with the current activities and needs of the Dominican Order in relation to the Priory.’
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In the absence of Councillor J. Lahart, the motion FALLS.
DPM250/0615 Item ID:45118

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
To amend Table 11.24 outlining ‘Maximum Parking Rates (Residential Development)’ to remove the column for ‘Zone 2’ and to apply the ‘Zone 1’ rates to all residential development.

Co-sponsored by Cllr’s Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

REPORT:
The current County Development Plan permits parking at the rate of a minimum of 1-2 spaces per dwelling.  This figure is given as a guideline only, with the Planning Authority determining the final rate based on a number of criteria such as the number of bedrooms/design of dwelling and the proximity to services (i.e. public transport, local shops, employment).  In areas well served by public transport or alternative means of access the car parking standards are taken to be the maximum.

The approach proposed within the Chief Executives Draft is not likely to differ significantly in practice from that of the current development plan.  The proposed approach within Section 11.4.2 offers a more comprehensive level of guidance and add greater certainty to the planning process by defining the lower rate (zone 2) as applicable to:

‘town and village centres, within 800 metres of a Train or LUAS station and within 400 meters of a high quality bus service(including proposed services that have proceeded to construction)’.

There is a long established link between the availability of parking, car ownership and car use.  The removal of the Zone 2 rates raises concerns that the application of more generous parking rates in areas serviced by public transport will reduce the viability of such services and result in increased traffic congestion throughout the road network. 

It is also of concern that the application of excessive car parking standards will seriously undermine the function of the County's Town and Village Centres, where it isn't possible to provide high levels of car parking and car parking space is more expensive to provide.  In particular, retail and employment development will be forced to the periphery resulting in unsustainable travel demand.

This would also conflict with the several Policy/Policy Objectives within the draft Plan, namely:

TM Policy 7 Car Parking:  It is the policy of Council to take a balanced approach to the provision of car parking with the aim of meeting the needs of businesses and communities whilst promoting a transition towards more sustainable forms of transportation.

TM2 Objective:  To generate additional demand for public transport services through integrated land use planning and

maximising access to existing and planned public transport services throughout the network.

TM5 Objective 1:  To effectively manage the flow of through traffic along the strategic road network and maximise the efficient use of existing road resources.

TM5 Objective 3:  To minimise the impact of new development on the County road and street network.

The application of more generous parking rates may also result in conflicts with Items 45043, 45072, 45073, 45254, 45266 which seek to reduce the impacts of traffic within the county road network.

To address concerns related to the lower rate, the Zone 2 requirements could be revised for residential development to only include those areas within town and village centres and within 400m (i.e. 5 minutes walk) of high quality public transport services (i.e. luas, train, high frequency bus)

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

That Section 11.24 be amended to define Zone 2 rates as being applicable to residential development within:

‘town and village centres, within 400 metres of a high quality public transport service (includes a train station, LUAS station or bus stop with a high quality service)’.

The Chief Executive recommendation was AGREED

DPM251/0615 Item ID:45328

Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor M. Duff
11.4.2 Car Parking Standards. Table 11.23 Maximum Parking rates:

Enterprise & Employment (offices & manufacturing). revert to current standards of 4per 100sqm or 2 per 50sqm to ensure the retention of the competitive edge for the County that currently exists in attracting this form of employment to the area.

REPORT:
Table 11.4.2 of the Chief Executives draft proposes that parking for offices and manufacturing be at a maximum rate of:

1 space per 1 per 50 sqm (general) or 1 per 100 sqm (within close proximity to public transport).

The current County Development Plan permits parking at the rate of:

1 space per 35 sqm of gross floor area for manufacturing and

1 space per 40 sqm of gross floor area for offices. 

The rates contained within the current Development Plan are a guideline only, with the Planning Authority determining the final rate based on a number of criteria.  In areas well served by public transport or alternative means of access, the car parking standards provided are taken to be the maximum provision.

The approach proposed within the Chief Executives Draft is not likely to differ significantly in practice from that of the current Development Plan.  The proposed approach will however offer a far greater level of guidance, and therefore add a greater level of certainty to the planning process. 

The proposed parking rates where also developed with regard to those applied in adjoining local authorities within the Dublin Metropolitan Area, for example:

· The draft Dun Laoghaire CDP 2016-2022 contains a maximum of 1 space per 50 sqm of gross floor area (general) or 1 space per 75 sqm of gross floor area (within a public transport corridor) for offices.

· The Fingal CDP 2011-2017 contains a maximum of 1 space per 25 sqm of gross floor area for offices

· Dublin City council at maximum rates of 1 per 400 sqm, 1 per 200 sqm and 1 per 100 sqm (all gross floor area) depending on proximity to the city centre and/or public transport.

The proposed standards are also based on those recommended within the Draft Greater Dublin Area Transport Strategy 2011-2030.

There is also a concern that application of more generous parking rates will reduce the viability of public transport services, result in increased traffic congestion throughout the network and conflict with several Policy/Policy Objectives within the Chief Executives Draft (see Items 45118 and 45177).

To address concerns related to the competiveness of the County, the proposed parking rates for offices could be amended to match those within the draft Dun Laoghaire CDP 2016-2022

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

That Table 11.4.2 be amended so that parking for offices is applied at the rate of:

1 space per 1 per 50 sqm (general) or 1 per 75 sqm (within close proximity to public transport).

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED
DPM252/0615 Item ID:45138

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 6.4.2 (P 109) TM Policy 5 and Policy 6, given the proximity of the Liffey Valley Town Centre to Palmerstown, North Clondalkin and South Lucan and the fact that the road network serving the Town Centre is very inadequate leading to the need to “retro-fit” the area for the increasing level of traffic generated by the Town Centre, which will become even more acute when the Town Centre reaches its potential for development: OBJECTIVE A Local Area Plan for the Liffey Valley Town Centre that also incorporates the Palmerstown, North Clondalkin and South Lucan communities and that takes full account of the need to regulate motorised traffic within these communities relative to the Liffey Valley Town Centre will be conducted no later than two years after the 2016- 2022 County Development Plan is approved.
Co-signed by Cllr. P. Gogarty, Cllr. L. O'Toole, Cllr. F. Timmons and Cllr. D. O'Donovan.

REPORT:
A Local Area Plan (LAP) is a statutory document that are required to prepared in accordance with the Local Area Plans Guidelines for Planning Authorities, issued as Ministerial Guidelines under section 28 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) and its companion document the Manual for Local Area Plans.  LAPs are generally prepared lands identified for major urban residential expansion.  LAPs may also be developed in respect to significant employment lands, town and village centres and more established communities. 

 LAPs are required to provide detailed guidance in relation to a range of planning related matters such as access and movement, open space, land uses and densities and the built form.  Although issues relating to traffic and transport are core part of an LAP, the scope of issues that must be considered within an LAP is far greater.  The level of detail required in relation to traffic management would also be too great for a broad planning document such as an LAP. 

The management of traffic within a large area better addressed via a more focused transport studies, as outlined in Section 6.1.2 of the Draft Plan. In addition, junction capacity on the N4 is currently being examined under NTA funded schemes for cycle access.  

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.
Following contributions from Councillors G. O’Connell, P. Gogarty, E. Higgins, E. O’Brien, B. Bonner, D. LooneyC. Brophy, P. Kearns, D. O’Brien and D. Looney Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.

It was AGREED to amend the Motion as follows:
‘Prepare a Local Access Plan for the Liffey Valley Town Centre that also incorporates the Palmerstown, North Clondalkin and South Lucan communities and that takes full account of the need to regulate motorised traffic within these communities relative to the Liffey Valley Town Centre will be conducted no later than two years after the 2016- 2022 County Development Plan is approved.’

The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED

DPM253/0615 Item ID:45064

Proposed by Councillor C. Brophy and seconded by Councillor P. Kearns
That all proposed road developments take into equal account the impact of design changes on existing road users,the primary current vehicle type using the road and the surrounding communities recognosing the outer suburban nature of our county and the need for car transport

Co-sponsor Cllr Willian Lavelle

REPORT:
The need to balance the transport and mobility requirements of different users within the County is acknowledged throughout Chapter 6 of the Chief Executives Draft, notably 

Section 6.0:  Introduction
‘One of the major challenges facing the County during the life of this Plan is the need to promote and provide for sustainable transport options, whilst maintaining the effectiveness of the County’s road network’

‘The social, economic and environmental wellbeing of South Dublin County and the Dublin Region is dependent on the efficient and sustainable movement of people and goods within and through the County. This can be achieved by providing for a range of transport options that are safe, reliable and offer value for money’

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

This is further reflected throughout various Polices/Policy Objectives contained within the Draft.

This approach takes into account the widely varying characteristics of the County and the need for different approaches to be taken in different areas.  For example the transport needs in peripheral villages, such as Newcastle, differ significantly from those in outer suburban areas, such as Oldbawn, which differ significantly again from those areas within the M50, such as Templeogue.  

Concerns are also raised in regard to any requirement that may be interpreted as seeking to maintain the dominance of the private car within the County.  Any such policy would contravene national and regional transportation polices, including Section 28 Ministerial Guidelines, as well as several Policies and Policy Objectives within the draft Plan, namely: 

TM1 Objective 3: To focus on improvements to the local road and street network that better utilise existing road space and encourage a transition toward more sustainable modes of transport.

TM1 Objective 5:  To balance the needs of road users with the need to support the development of a sustainable transportation network.

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.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors C. Brophy, P. Kearns, D. O’Brien, D. Looney, J. Lahart and F. Warfield Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive and Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.
Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation suggested additional wording to amend existing TM1 Objective 5 of the Chief Executive’s Draft to include:

 ‘To balance the need of road users and the local community with the need to support the development of a sustainable transportation network.’
The AMENDED wording was AGREED.
Motion DPM254/0615 discussed at Draft Development Plan meeting.
DPM255/0615 Item ID:45140

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 6.4.1. (P104) TM Policy 4, given the need to provide relief for both the M50 and the N4 and to alleviate traffic congestion in the greater Lucan/Clondalkin/Palmerstown areas: The proposal to provide a bridge and associated road across the Liffey Valley at Cooldrinagh will be deleted from the draft plan and instead, South Dublin County Council in association with the NRA and Kildare County Council, will provide a relief road West of Grangecastle and Adamstown linking the N7 and the M4 west of Leixlip.
Co-signed by Cllr. P. Gogarty, Cllr. L. O'Toole, Cllr. F. Timmons and Cllr. D. O'Donovan.

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

Motion 194 stated: 

‘It shall be an objective of the 2016 - 2022 County Development Plan, in association with the NRA and Kildare County Council to provide a relief road West of Grangecastle and Adamstown linking the N7 and the N4 west of Leixlip’.

The was addressed as follows:

‘It is current development plan policy for a long term road objective for North-South Road – west of Adamstown SDZ linking N7 to N4 and on to Fingal. The analysis process undertaken as part of the preparation the County Development Plan (2016-2022 reaffirmed the need for both orbital road and public transport routes within the County. This includes a demand for movements between employment and population centres to the west of the Outer Ring Road, such as Citywest, Grangecastle and Lucan. Such a route would effectively link the N4 and N7 and would be extended north of the County boundaries to further employment/population centres such as Leixlip and beyond.’

The motion was amended and adopted as follows:

‘It shall be an objective of the 2016 - 2022 County Development Plan, in association with the NRA  to provide a relief road west of Grangecastle and Adamstown linking the N7 and the N4 west of Leixlip subject to consultation with Kildare County Council’.

To address the Motion the following was 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 Lexlip 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, will be determined in consultation with Kildare and Fingal County Council’s, the National Roads Authority and the National Transport Authority.

The proposed deletion of the proposal to provide a bridge and associated road across the Liffey Valley at Cooldrinagh is not considered appropriate. 

The orbital route is long established, having been agreed with Kildare and Fingal County Councils and having been reflected in subsequent South Dublin County Development Plans since 1998.  The route has also been examined as part of the N4/N7 Corridor Study currently being undertaken by the NRA. 

It should also be noted that any proposal for a river crossing will be subject to environmental appraisals (such as an Environmental Impact Statement).  This process will require a range of alternatives to be considered.

See also Item 45206 and 45209

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Councillor G. O’Connell AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM256/0615 Item ID:45031

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
Page 97 –

TM2 Objective 4: To establish a future public rail transport corridor between Saggart and Hazelhatch, linking the greater Tallaght area to the west via Saggart/Citywest, Greenogue/Baldonnell & Newcastle, facilitating future sustainable development.

Co-signed by Cllrs FN Duffy, Paul Gogarty, Francis Timmons & Dermot Looney

REPORT:
The provision of public transport services within the County is the responsibility of national agencies such as the National Transport Authority (NTA) and Railway Procurement Agency and is overseen by strategic planning documents such as the NTA Integrated Implementation Plan 2013-2018 and (Draft) Greater Dublin Area Transport Strategy 2011-2030.  There are no current plans to provide a link between Saggart and Hazelhatch. 

South Dublin County Council can, via the County Development Plan, identify and guide the development of future routes where there is, or will be, a strong demand for such services due to population and employment growth.  Two orbital routes have been proposed within the draft Plan.  One route following the alignment of the Metro-West (linking Tallaght, Clondalkin and Liffey Valley) and another linking Tallaght, Citywest, Grange Castle and Lucan. 

There is a concern that the inclusion of a route between Saggart and Hazelhatch could not be delivered in the foreseeable future and would unduly raise community expectations as: 

· The route has not been identified within a national/regional plan.

· The surrounding area does not have the population (existing or projected) to sustain a rail service and is not serviced to facilitate growth.

· A supportive cost/benefit analysis is highly unlikely.

Identification of the route would also increase pressure to zone land for development in an area that has not been identified for growth within the core strategy.

It should also be noted that the National Transport Authority is in the process of reviewing the Draft Transport Strategy for the Greater Dublin Area 2011-2030, and preparing a new Transport Strategy for the period 2015 to 2035.  It is anticipated that this plan will be put to public exhibition in the coming weeks.  This will provide an opportunity to make direct representations on public transport related matters.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.
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Following contributions from Councillors FN. Duffy, P. Gogarty, E. Higgins, D. Looney, P. Donovan, K. Mahon and C. King Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive and Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.

Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation suggested additional wording to include:

 ‘To investigate a future public rail transport corridor between Saggart and Hazelhatch, linking the greater Tallaght area to the west via Saggart/Citywest, Greenogue/Baldonnell & Newcastle, facilitating future sustainable development.
The AMENDED wording was AGREED.
DPM257/0615 Item ID:45101

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle

That Table 6.5 (Six Year Road Programme) be amended such that the description of ‘Clonburris/Kishogue Street Network’ include the following addition: “including a new road link from the Griffeen Avenue/Griffeen Road junction southwards to the Adamstown Link Road”; with Maps No. 1/2 to be amended to include this road alignment.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The lands to the south of the Griffeen Avenue/Griffeen Road junction are currently zoned A1 for the development of new residential communities.  This zoning is proposed for retention within the Draft Plan (as Res-N).  A major application (SD09A/0149) for mixed development on the LAP lands was granted An Bord Pleanala and does not expire until February 2018.  
 
The street network permitted under SD09A/0149 provided for vehicular access between the junction of Griffeen Avenue/Griffeen Road and the Adamstown Link Road.  However the street layout was designed to discourage through movement by vehicles within the proposed residential neighbourhood (which also includes the existing Lucan East Educate Together school).  The route through the neighbourhood was indirect and the streets designed to be self-regulating with design speeds of 10-30 km/h.  Such a route would not need to be identified within Table 6.5 as it would not form part of a strategic road network.  
 
The provision of direct link that forms part of the strategic road network (i.e. as an alternate route to the Outer Ring Road) is not supported as the road would:  
 
· conflict with the existing permission;
 
· be premature with regard to the review of the Clonburris SDZ Planning Scheme/LAP; and 
 
· attract through traffic into the Kishoge Cross neighbourhood, raising safety and amenity concerns for future residents.  
Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.
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In the absence of Councillor W. Lavelle the following motion FELL
DPM258/0615 Item ID:45303

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech
That the “Road Proposal- Long Term” linking Glenview roundabout and Monalee in Firhouse be removed from the plan. 

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

REPORT:
Table 6.6 - Medium to Long Term Road Objectives contains a proposal for a new bridge from Firhouse Road to the N81 at the Glenview Roundabout.  The purpose of this bridge is to relieve traffic congestion around the Oldcourt Local Centre/Bridge and facilitate the possible routing of the Tallaght Swiftway (Bus Rapid Transit). 

The Oldbawn Bridge is a major bottleneck, being the only direct vehicular route from the Firhouse and Oldbawn areas to Tallaght.  This is of particular concern in relation to the efficiency of bus services, which regularly face long delays along the Old Bawn Road.  This bridge is necessary as a mean of providing an alternative route from the Firhouse area to Tallaght.

It is also likely that a bridge in this location will be required for the Tallaght Swiftway.  The final route of the Tallaght Swiftway between Rathfarnham and Tallaght is yet to be determined, however there are limited opportunities to cross the M50 and Dodder River.  The need to provide a direct and/or efficient service generally rules out utilising existing crossings in the Firhouse/Old Bawn area. 

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

M 258 Location Map
Following contributions from Councillors M. Murphy, K. Mahon, D. Looney, P. Foley, C. King, M. Duff and J. Lahart. Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.

Councillor M. Murphy AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM259/0615 Item ID:45304

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech
That the “road proposal-long term” linking Bohernabreena and Kiltipper be removed from the plan.

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

REPORT:
Table 6.6 - Medium to Long Term Road Objectives contains a proposal for a new bridge from Bohernabreena Road to Kiltipper Road across the Dodder Valley/River  The purpose of this bridge is to provide access to Ballycullen-Oldcourt LAP lands.  This proposed bridge is a means of providing an alterative route between Tallaght and the Ballycullen-Oldcourt LAP lands. 

The only current means of direct access between the areas is the Oldbawn Bridge. This is a major bottleneck and particular concerns are held in relation to the efficiency of bus services, which regularly face long delays along the Old Bawn Road. 

 It should be noted that removal of this bridge may result in a conflict with Item 45043 which seeks to improve access to the Ballycullen-Oldcourt LAP lands. 

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 259 Location Map
Councillor M. Murphy AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion
DPM260/0615 Item ID:45177

Proposed by Councillor D. O'Donovan

11.4.2 Table 11.23: Amend Maximum Parking Rates to Minimum.

REPORT:
The parking rates contained within the current County Development Plan are applied as a maximum rate in areas that are well served by public transport or alternative means of access.  In other areas they are applied as a minimum.  All rates are given as a guideline only, with the Planning Authority determining the final rate based on a number of criteria relating the proximity of services (public transport, shops and employment), No. of bedrooms/dwelling design (residential), Mobility Management Plans and the turnover rates of spaces. 

The approach proposed within the Chief Executives Draft is not likely to differ significantly in practice from that of the current development plan.  The proposed approach will however offer a more comprehensive level of guidance and add greater certainty to the planning process.

The application of a minimum rate is a significant constraint to development, particularly in town and village centres.  Meeting such high standards on constrained sites is not likely to be economically feasible.  This may push potential development out of these areas to more peripheral locations, away from the existing population and transport services.  This will in turn result in more car borne trips throughout the network.

More broadly, there is a long established link between the availability of parking, car ownership and car use.  The application of more generous parking rates in areas serviced by local transport will reduce the viability of such services and result in increased traffic congestion throughout the road network. 

The application of more generous rates would also conflict with the several Policy/Policy Objectives within the Draft Plan, namely:

TM Policy 7 Car Parking:  It is the policy of Council to take a balanced approach to the provision of car parking with the aim of meeting the needs of businesses and communities whilst promoting a transition towards more sustainable forms of transportation.

TM2 Objective:  To generate additional demand for public transport services through integrated land use planning and

maximising access to existing and planned public transport services throughout the network.

TM5 Objective 1:  To effectively manage the flow of through traffic along the strategic road network and maximise the efficient use of existing road resources.

TM5 Objective 3:  To minimise the impact of new development on the County road and street network.

The application of more generous parking rates may also result in conflicts with Items 45043, 45072, 45073, 45254, 45266 which seek to reduce the impacts of traffic within the county road network.

Also see Item 45118. 

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted

In the absence of Councillor D. O'Donovan the following motion FELL
DPM261/0615 Item ID:45124

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle

That a Specific Local Objective be included: “To facilitate provision of safe drop-off facilities for Lucan Educate Together at Mount Bellew Way, Lucan.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
Transport and Traffic Assessments (TTA) for all major traffic generating development as defined by the Transport Assessment Guidelines (2014) published by the National Roads Authority. The Planning Authority may also require a TTA where a particular development may have a significant impact on the county road network.  The TTA will identity the need for school drop off facilities. 

Section 11.3.11 Early Childhood and Education also states:

The Planning Authority will have regard to the following in the assessment of proposals for childcare facilities:

‘Access, car parking and drop off facilities for staff and customers’. 

Section 6.3.3 of the Chief Executives Draft refers to the Green Schools which is directly concerned with:

‘ works to improve pedestrian and cycle facilities and improve pedestrian and cycle links in order to improve safety and make cycling and walking more attractive and desirable’.

This applies to both existing and new schools.  Additional text can be added to this section, linked to 6.4.3 Road and Street Design and Policy 6 Road and Street Design which 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.

SLOs prioritising individual schools are not necessary to address concerns related to the drop off facilities for individual schools. Such facilities can be pursued through the Green Schools Programme and/or the Roads Programme and assessed on a case-by-case basis. 

See also Item 45360

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 261 Location Map
In the absence of Councillor W. Lavelle the following motion FELL.
DPM262/0615 Item ID:45360

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

SLO Lucan Educate Together - Additional measures to facilitate road safety and safe access to school at Lucan Educate Together, Mount Bellew Way.

SLO Canonbrook/St Thomas NS/Scoil Aine Naofa NS/Lucan Community College - Additional measures to facilitate road safety and safe access to school at Canonbrook, Newcastle Road and Esker Drive.

SLO Gaelscoil Eiscir Riada/Ash Park/Esker Lane - Additional measures to facilitate road safety and safe access to school at the above locations.

SLO Adamstown Community College/Adamstown Educate Together/John The Evangelist NS – Additional measures to facilitate road safety and safe access to school at the above locations.

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

 

REPORT:
Transport and Traffic Assessments (TTA) for all major traffic generating development as defined by the Transport Assessment Guidelines (2014) published by the National Roads Authority. The Planning Authority may also require a TTA where a particular development may have a significant impact on the county road network.  The TTA will identity the need for school drop off facilities. 

Section 11.3.11 Early Childhood and Education also states:

The Planning Authority will have regard to the following in the assessment of proposals for childcare facilities:

‘Access, car parking and drop off facilities for staff and customers’. 

Section 6.3.3 of the Chief Executives Draft refers to the Green Schools which is directly concerned with:

‘ works to improve pedestrian and cycle facilities and improve pedestrian and cycle links in order to improve safety and make cycling and walking more attractive and desirable’.

This applies to both existing and new schools.  Additional text can be added to this section, linked to 6.4.3 Road and Street Design and Policy 6 Road and Street Design which 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.

SLOs prioritising individual schools are not necessary to address concerns related to the drop off facilities for individual schools. Such facilities can be pursued through the Green Schools Programme and/or the Roads Programme and assessed on a case-by-case basis. 

See also Item 45124.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors  P. Gogarty, G. O’Connell,  C. King, L. O’Toole, C. Brophy, P. Donovan, D. Looney, M. Duff, E. Higgins and D. O’Brien, Mr E. Taaffe, Director of Planning Land Use and Transportation responded to queries raised. Councillor C. Brophy proposed to include every school in the County.
A show of hands vote on the change of wording as proposed followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               4(FOUR)

AGAINST:        15(FIFTEEN)

The proposed change of wording FELL.
A show of hands vote on the original Motion AS PUT followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               3(THREE)

AGAINST:        15(FIFTEEN)

The Motion AS PUT FELL.
Infrastructure & Environmental Quality

DPM272/0615 Item ID:45237

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
Page 115 –

IE1 Objective 9: Liaise with the relevant stakeholders, to ensure the implementation of BS8515-2009 rain & grey water harvesting, subject to class of use (SI 600 2001) and the economic viability for the end user.

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

REPORT:
BS8515-2009 sets standards for the design, installation, quality of water, maintenance, and risk management of rainwater harvesting systems and are referred to in the Building Regulations Part H (2010) Drainage and Waste Water Disposal.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment and the following text to be included at the end of IE1 Objective 9:

‘This includes supporting the implementation of BS8515: 2009 Rainwater harvesting systems – Code of practice’.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

DPM273/0615 Item ID:45249

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
Page 209 – 11.6.1 Water Management

Addition of point (V)

Liaise with the relevant stakeholders, to ensure the implementation of BS8515-2009 (Rain & grey water harvesting), subject to class of use (SI 600 2001) and the economic viability for the end user.

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

REPORT:
BS8515-2009 sets standards for the design, installation, quality of water, maintenance, and risk management of rainwater harvesting systems and are referred to Building Regulations Part H (2010) Drainage and Waste Water Disposal.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment and the following text to be included at the end of Section 11.6.1 Water Management.

‘Rainwater Harvesting

(V) The development of rainwater harvesting systems should comply with BS8515: 2009 Rainwater harvesting systems – Code of practice’.

The motion AS PUT was AGREED.

DPM274/0615 Item ID:45291

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech
The issuing of T2 licences for the location of utility boxes should be co-ordinated in order to prevent the proliferation of these boxes at certain strategic locations.

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

REPORT:
The content of the motion is recommended. It is considered that the topic and intention is similar to Item no. 45323 which is recommended to be adopted by the Chief Executive.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is adopted with amendment to correspond with item no. 45323 as follows:

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

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

DPM275/0615 Item ID:44995

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
11.6.5 (iii) Waste Recovery and Disposal Facilities

In final bullet point, which states "Development proposals for waste recovery and disposal facilities, should have regard to the following...Impact on residential and visual amenity of the area," insert a new sentence.

"No new waste recovery or disposal facility shall be located within 200m of a residence."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy and Cllr P Gogarty.

REPORT:
The intention of the motion to protect residential amenity is noted. The attached map outlines the impact of the 200m buffer from residence on site availablity in the County. In particular, the restriction of waste recovery facilities which includes Civic Amenity Centres, Transfer Stations & recycling faciliites within 200m of a residence is not recommended and an amendment to remove is proposed.

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

Insert in Section 11.6.5

No new waste disposal facility shall be located within 200m of a residence.

M 275 Residential 200m buffer
Following contributions from Councillors D. Looney, P. Gogarty and M. Devine. Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive and Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation suggested the following amended wording:

‘No new waste disposal or transfer facility shall be located within 200m of a residence.’
The Chief Executive’s recommendation as AMENDED was AGREED

DPM276/0615 Item ID:44996

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
11.6.5 (iii) Waste Recovery and Disposal Facilities

Paragraph 2 currently states;

"The provision of waste recovery facilities, pre–treatment infrastructure and development of indigenous secondary waste processing, including Material Recovery Facilities (MRF) and Waste Transfer Stations will be facilitated at appropriate locations within the County. Facilities will only be permitted where they do not materially detract from the Land Use Zoning Objective and are at a scale appropriate to its surrounding environment and adjoining amenities."

Change to;

"The provision of waste recovery facilities, pre–treatment infrastructure and development of indigenous secondary waste processing, including Material Recovery Facilities (MRF) and Waste Transfer Stations will only be facilitated at appropriate locations within the County. No new facilities will be permitted in the Dublin 12 and 22 area of the County. Facilities will only be permitted where they do not materially detract from the Land Use Zoning Objective and are at a scale appropriate to its surrounding environment and adjoining amenities."

Co signed by Cllr FN Duffy

REPORT:
The motion proposes to add that

‘No new facilities will be permitted in the Dublin 12 and 22 area of the County’ into Section 11.6.5 (iii) Waste Recovery and Disposal Facilities.

Dublin 12 and Dublin 22 include a number of industrial estates (including parts of Ballymount) zoned ‘EE” ‘To provide for enterprise and employment related uses’. Refuse Transfer Stations and Recycling facilities are amongst the uses ‘permitted in principle’ in the EE zone. It is considered that any proposals for Waste Recovery and Disposal Facilities in the County should be considered on their merits, having regard to the policies and objectives of the Plan and the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

The Development Plan is a strategic County wide document and it is not recommended to prohibit development based on postal codes in geographical sections of the County without assessment or consideration of the zoning of the areas.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion not be adopted.

Following a contribution from Councillor D. Looney Mr P. Hogan, Senior Planner responded to queries raised and suggested the amended wording as follows:

‘No new facilities will be permitted East of the M50/ inside the M50 into Section 11.6.5 (iii) Waste Recovery and Disposal Facilities.

The AMENDED wording was AGREED.
It was AGREED to take Motions 277, 278 and 279 together.

DPM277/0615 Item ID:45024

Proposed by Councillor K. Egan and seconded by Councillor E. Higgins
That Maps No. 4/8 be amended such that lands at Moneenalion Commons at Baldonnel, currently zoned 'EP2' (enterprise) and proposed to be rezoned to 'RJ' (rural/agricultural) should instead retain an 'EE' (enterprise) zoning; and that a Specific Local Objective should further be applied to these lands as follows: "To require preparation of a detailed Flood Risk Mitigation Strategy, prepared by a qualified person(s), to be submitted with any proposal for development on these lands."

Co signed by Cllr Eimear Higgins

REPORT:
At the outset it is important to highlight that concern about enterprise zoning at this location is not in relation to the Baldonnell security zone and is wholly in relation to Flood Risk.

As part of the County Development Plan and SEA process 2016-2022, a Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) was carried out for the County, with a further detailed Flood Risk Assessment also carried out subsequently due to the lands located at Moneenalion Commons being identified in the County study as having a potential risk.  This resulted in evidence based data being reported on flood risk. This study identifies a significant portion of the site in question as being in flood risk zone A, with ‘a high probability of flooding’.

Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Flood Risk Management were published by the OPW and DECLG in 2009.  The Flood Risk Management Guidelines advise in relation to Flood Zone A that ‘most types of development would be considered inappropriate in this zone’ and that ‘development in this zone should be avoided and/or considered only in exceptional circumstances’.

These 'exceptional circumstances' require all parts of a Development Plan justification test to be met ‘on a solid evidence basis’. It is considered that on the basis of the information currently available to the Planning Authority, this cannot be met in respect of the subject lands i.e. this is because the Planning Authority is not satisfied that ‘it can be demonstrated on a solid evidence base that the zoning or designation for development will satisfy the justification test.’

The DECLG Planning Policy Statement 2015, reiterates the Key Principles that should be used as a strategic guide to implementing proper planning and sustainable development of urban and rural areas and state that planning must be plan-led and evidence based. This follows on from the 2010 Planning Act, which requires an evidence based ‘core strategy’ as the basis for all County Development Plans.

This zoning recommendation in respect of the lands at Baldonnell has been made based on evidence and information detailed in specifically comissioned reports prepared by independent consultants for the County Development Plan, as stated above. These reports are based on the Eastern Catchment Flood Risk Assessment and Management Plan, that was published by the OPW in early 2015 and is therefore information that has been available to the public, including the subject site landowner, since at least March 2015.  In addition, as part of the Eastern CFRAM study, a detailed Camac Options report was published by the OPW in early 2014.  This detailed study highlights the extent of flood risk in the Camac catchment and possible related measures to be taken.

Section 4 of the Flood Risk Guidelines relates specifically to  to "existing, undeveloped, zoned areas at risk of flooding" and Sections 4.26 & 4.27 state that “future flood risk assessments required to support the development plan process may highlight existing, undeveloped areas which, on their own merits, were zoned for development in previous development plans but which new information indicates may now, or in the future, be at risk of flooding”. The Flood Risk Guidelines advise that “planning authorities should reconsider the zoning objective” and following this reconsideration, “may decide to:

· Remove the existing zoning for all types of development;

· Reduce the zoned area and change or add zoning categories to reflect flood risk;

· Replace the existing zoning with a zoning or specific objective for less vulnerable uses;

· Prepare a local area plan informed by a detailed flood risk assessment to address zoning and development issues in more detail; and/or

· Specify in exceptional circumstances and where all of the criteria of the justification test have been met, details of…flood risk management measures as pre-requisites to development…”

Given the extent and location of flood risk zone A on the lands in question, it is considered that removal of the existing zoning where the lands remain undeveloped is the most appropriate course of action, in line with the 'precautionary approach', which requires planning authorities to consider possible future changes in flood risk including the effects of climate change, "so that future occupants are not subject to unacceptable risks". In effect this means not giving the benefit of the doubt where risk has been identified. It also means that a site-specific solution does not appear to be an option when the risk relates to the catchment as a whole.

It is of concern that the proposed SLO, which is based on a presumption in favour of development with a Flood Risk Mitigation Strategy to be carried out by an applicant as part of any development proposals on the site, may not allow for the cumulative impact of development on the flood zone to be assessed and addressed and may result in works being required that are outside of an applicant’s control.  In effect, this would be likely to shift the burden of responsibility and associated cost onto the local authority.

If the zoning is removed for public display of the Draft Plan, it should then be a matter for the landowner to demonstrate on a solid evidence base that the zoning or designation for development can satisfy the 'justification test'. The Council may then reconsider the zoning of the lands. If the Council decides to retain the zoning in the face of evidence of flood risk, it will be necessary to reflect this in Environmental Report of the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is not agreed.

M 277 Location map
It was AGREED to take Motions 277, 278 and 279 together.

DPM278/0615 Item ID:45316

Proposed by Councillor C. King and seconded by Councillor E. O’Broin
Economic Development: Rezoning No CK2

To Reinstate the employment land use zoning as illustrated on the attached maps on lands at Baldonnell Business Park, as previously introduced through Variation No. 2 of the 2010-2016 County Development Plan which was widely debated with the elected members, the Minister for Defence, the Department of Defence in addition to the public consultation process.

To include a new Specific Local Objective for the lands at Moneenalion Commons, Baldonnell that ensures any new Development will be subject to a site specific flood risk assessment and Mitigation Strategy.

REPORT:
At the outset it is important to highlight that concern about enterprise zoning at this location is not in relation to the Baldonnell security zone and is wholly in relation to Flood Risk.

As part of the County Development Plan and SEA process 2016-2022, a Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) was carried out for the County, with a further detailed Flood Risk Assessment also carried out subsequently due to the lands located at Moneenalion Commons being identified in the County study as having a potential risk.  This resulted in evidence based data being reported on flood risk. This study identifies a significant portion of the site in question as being in flood risk zone A, with ‘a high probability of flooding’.

Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Flood Risk Management were published by the OPW and DECLG in 2009.  The Flood Risk Management Guidelines advise in relation to Flood Zone A that ‘most types of development would be considered inappropriate in this zone’ and that ‘development in this zone should be avoided and/or considered only in exceptional circumstances’.

These 'exceptional circumstances' require all parts of a Development Plan justification test to be met ‘on a solid evidence basis’. It is considered that on the basis of the information currently available to the Planning Authority, this cannot be met in respect of the subject lands i.e. this is because the Planning Authority is not satisfied that ‘it can be demonstrated on a solid evidence base that the zoning or designation for development will satisfy the justification test.’

The DECLG Planning Policy Statement 2015, reiterates the Key Principles that should be used as a strategic guide to implementing proper planning and sustainable development of urban and rural areas and state that planning must be plan-led and evidence based. This follows on from the 2010 Planning Act, which requires an evidence based ‘core strategy’ as the basis for all County Development Plans.

This zoning recommendation in respect of the lands at Baldonnell has been made based on evidence and information detailed in specifically comissioned reports prepared by independent consultants for the County Development Plan, as stated above. These reports are based on the Eastern Catchment Flood Risk Assessment and Management Plan, that was published by the OPW in early 2015 and is therefore information that has been available to the public, including the subject site landowner, since at least March 2015.  In addition, as part of the Eastern CFRAM study, a detailed Camac Options report was published by the OPW in early 2014.  This detailed study highlights the extent of flood risk in the Camac catchment and possible related measures to be taken.

Section 4 of the Flood Risk Guidelines relates specifically to  to "existing, undeveloped, zoned areas at risk of flooding" and Sections 4.26 & 4.27 state that “future flood risk assessments required to support the development plan process may highlight existing, undeveloped areas which, on their own merits, were zoned for development in previous development plans but which new information indicates may now, or in the future, be at risk of flooding”. The Flood Risk Guidelines advise that “planning authorities should reconsider the zoning objective” and following this reconsideration, “may decide to:

· Remove the existing zoning for all types of development;

· Reduce the zoned area and change or add zoning categories to reflect flood risk;

· Replace the existing zoning with a zoning or specific objective for less vulnerable uses;

· Prepare a local area plan informed by a detailed flood risk assessment to address zoning and development issues in more detail; and/or

· Specify in exceptional circumstances and where all of the criteria of the justification test have been met, details of…flood risk management measures as pre-requisites to development…”

Given the extent and location of flood risk zone A on the lands in question, it is considered that removal of the existing zoning where the lands remain undeveloped is the most appropriate course of action, in line with the 'precautionary approach', which requires planning authorities to consider possible future changes in flood risk including the effects of climate change, "so that future occupants are not subject to unacceptable risks". In effect this means not giving the benefit of the doubt where risk has been identified. It also means that a site-specific solution does not appear to be an option when the risk relates to the catchment as a whole.

It is of concern that the proposed SLO, which is based on a presumption in favour of development with a Flood Risk Mitigation Strategy to be carried out by an applicant as part of any development proposals on the site, may not allow for the cumulative impact of development on the flood zone to be assessed and addressed and may result in works being required that are outside of an applicant’s control.  In effect, this would be likely to shift the burden of responsibility and associated cost onto the local authority.

If the zoning is removed for public display of the Draft Plan, it should then be a matter for the landowner to demonstrate on a solid evidence base that the zoning or designation for development can satisfy the 'justification test'. The Council may then reconsider the zoning of the lands. If the Council decides to retain the zoning in the face of evidence of flood risk, it will be necessary to reflect this in Environmental Report of the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is not agreed

M 278 Location Map
DPM279/0615 Item ID:45065

Proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor K. Egan
That Maps No. 4/8 be amended such that lands at Moneenalion Commons at Baldonnell, currently zoned 'EP2' (enterprise) and proposed to be rezoned to 'RJ' (rural/agricultural) should instead retain an 'EE' (enterprise) zoning; and that a Specific Local Objective should further be applied to these lands as follows: "To require preparation of a site specific Flood Risk Assessment and  Mitigation Strategy, prepared by a qualified person(s), to be submitted with any proposal for development on these lands.

Co Sponsor: Cllr. Kenneth Egan

 

REPORT:
At the outset it is important to highlight that concern about enterprise zoning at this location is not in relation to the Baldonnell security zone and is wholly in relation to Flood Risk.

As part of the County Development Plan and SEA process 2016-2022, a Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) was carried out for the County, with a further detailed Flood Risk Assessment also carried out subsequently due to the lands located at Moneenalion Commons being identified in the County study as having a potential risk.  This resulted in evidence based data being reported on flood risk. This study identifies a significant portion of the site in question as being in flood risk zone A, with ‘a high probability of flooding’.

Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Flood Risk Management were published by the OPW and DECLG in 2009.  The Flood Risk Management Guidelines advise in relation to Flood Zone A that ‘most types of development would be considered inappropriate in this zone’ and that ‘development in this zone should be avoided and/or considered only in exceptional circumstances’.

These 'exceptional circumstances' require all parts of a Development Plan justification test to be met ‘on a solid evidence basis’. It is considered that on the basis of the information currently available to the Planning Authority, this cannot be met in respect of the subject lands i.e. this is because the Planning Authority is not satisfied that ‘it can be demonstrated on a solid evidence base that the zoning or designation for development will satisfy the justification test.’

The DECLG Planning Policy Statement 2015, reiterates the Key Principles that should be used as a strategic guide to implementing proper planning and sustainable development of urban and rural areas and state that planning must be plan-led and evidence based. This follows on from the 2010 Planning Act, which requires an evidence based ‘core strategy’ as the basis for all County Development Plans.

This zoning recommendation in respect of the lands at Baldonnell has been made based on evidence and information detailed in specifically comissioned reports prepared by independent consultants for the County Development Plan, as stated above. These reports are based on the Eastern Catchment Flood Risk Assessment and Management Plan, that was published by the OPW in early 2015 and is therefore information that has been available to the public, including the subject site landowner, since at least March 2015.  In addition, as part of the Eastern CFRAM study, a detailed Camac Options report was published by the OPW in early 2014.  This detailed study highlights the extent of flood risk in the Camac catchment and possible related measures to be taken.

Section 4 of the Flood Risk Guidelines relates specifically to  to "existing, undeveloped, zoned areas at risk of flooding" and Sections 4.26 & 4.27 state that “future flood risk assessments required to support the development plan process may highlight existing, undeveloped areas which, on their own merits, were zoned for development in previous development plans but which new information indicates may now, or in the future, be at risk of flooding”. The Flood Risk Guidelines advise that “planning authorities should reconsider the zoning objective” and following this reconsideration, “may decide to:

· Remove the existing zoning for all types of development;

· Reduce the zoned area and change or add zoning categories to reflect flood risk;

· Replace the existing zoning with a zoning or specific objective for less vulnerable uses;

· Prepare a local area plan informed by a detailed flood risk assessment to address zoning and development issues in more detail; and/or

· Specify in exceptional circumstances and where all of the criteria of the justification test have been met, details of…flood risk management measures as pre-requisites to development…”

Given the extent and location of flood risk zone A on the lands in question, it is considered that removal of the existing zoning where the lands remain undeveloped is the most appropriate course of action, in line with the 'precautionary approach', which requires planning authorities to consider possible future changes in flood risk including the effects of climate change, "so that future occupants are not subject to unacceptable risks". In effect this means not giving the benefit of the doubt where risk has been identified. It also means that a site-specific solution does not appear to be an option when the risk relates to the catchment as a whole.

It is of concern that the proposed SLO, which is based on a presumption in favour of development with a Flood Risk Mitigation Strategy to be carried out by an applicant as part of any development proposals on the site, may not allow for the cumulative impact of development on the flood zone to be assessed and addressed and may result in works being required that are outside of an applicant’s control.  In effect, this would be likely to shift the burden of responsibility and associated cost onto the local authority.

If the zoning is removed for public display of the Draft Plan, it should then be a matter for the landowner to demonstrate on a solid evidence base that the zoning or designation for development can satisfy the 'justification test'. The Council may then reconsider the zoning of the lands. If the Council decides to retain the zoning in the face of evidence of flood risk, it will be necessary to reflect this in Environmental Report of the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is not agreed

M 279 Location map
Following contributions from Councillors K. Egan, C. King, E’ O Broin, C. Brophy, M. Duff, P. Gogarty, B. Bonner, G. O’Connell, FN. Duffy, M. Murphy, E. Higgins, L O’Toole, L. Dunne Toole, P. Kearns, Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive and Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation and Mr. P. Hogan Senior Planner responded to queries raised.

Councillor P. Gogarty proposed an amendment to the Motion to include the words ‘and catchment’ in the Specific Local Objective wording. Councillor D. Looney seconded the proposal.
That Maps No. 4/8 be amended such that lands at Moneenalion Commons at Baldonnell, currently zoned 'EP2' (enterprise) and proposed to be rezoned to 'RJ' (rural/agricultural) should instead retain an 'EE' (enterprise) zoning; and that a Specific Local Objective should further be applied to these lands as follows: "To require preparation of a site and catchment specific Flood Risk Assessment and  Mitigation Strategy, prepared by a qualified person(s), to be submitted with any proposal for development on these lands.

A roll call vote on the amended wording followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               25(TWENTYFIVE)

AGAINST:        4(FOUR)
ABSTAIN:        NIL
The Motion as AMENDED was CARRIED.
Roll call vote link 277, 278 & 279
DPM280/0615 Item ID:45287

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor K. Mahon
Telecomms Masts should be at least 100 metres from Housing and Schools.

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

REPORT:
The current County Development Plan 2010-16 states:

“A minimum distance of approximately 100 metres shall be provided between mobile communication masts/antennae and residential areas/primary and secondary schools/childcare facilities/hospitals. This requirement shall not apply in the case of planning applications relating to sites where planning permission for such development has previously been granted”.

In relation to Telecommunications Antennae and Support Structures, the Department of Environment, Community and Local Government issued a new policy circular in October 2012. The circular revised part of the outdated Telecommunications Antennae and Support Structures Guidelines (1996) in relation to temporary permissions, separation distances, bonds, health and safety and development contributions.

These national policy changes are reflected in the formulation of the Draft County Development Plan. In relation to the provision of separation distances, the circular states that:

‘Such distance requirements, without allowing for flexibility on a case-by-case basis, can make the identification of a site for new infrastructure very difficult. Planning authorities should therefore not include such separation distances as they can inadvertently have a major impact on the roll out of a viable and effective telecommunications network.’

Recommendation

It is recommended that the motion is not adopted.

Councillor M. Murphy AGREED to WITHDRAW this Motion.
DPM281/0615 Item ID:45359

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

To provide noise barriers along all uncovered parts of Moy Glas estate facing the Outer Ring Road and 100 metres along Griffeen Avenue.

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

REPORT:
This motion is not recommended as the provision of noise barriers will block the visual link from the Outer Ring Road to the Moy Glas estate and will create a tunnel effect along the Outer Ring Road, reducing passive surveillance of the area and will serve to increase vehicular speed.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the motion is not adopted.
Following contributions form Councillors P. Gogarty, G. O’Connell, D. O’Brien, E. Higgins, Mr. E. Taaffe, Director of Land Use, Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised. After a show of hands vote it was AGREED that the Chief Executive’s recommendation would not be accepted .  
A show of hands vote on the Motion followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               20(TWENTY)

AGAINST:        2(TWO)

ABSTAIN:         1(ONE)

The Motion AS PUT was AGREED.

DPM282/0615 Item ID:45103

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle

To amend section 7.3.0 to reference the ongoing CFRAMS study of the Liffey & Griffeen and the need to implement flood alleviation schemes to be identified by this study.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The Liffey and Griffeen rivers are part of the wider Eastern District CFRAMS being prepared by the OPW. 

IE 3 Objective 1 outlines that it is an objective of the Plan to support and co-operate with the Office of Public Works in delivering the Catchment-Based Flood Risk Assessment and Management Programme and in particular the Eastern District CFRAMS and associated Flood Risk Management Plan (FRMP), the River Dodder CFRAMS and associated Flood Risk Management Plan (FRMP). The recommendations and outputs arising from the CFRAM study for the Eastern District shall be considered in preparing plans and assessing development proposals.

It is considered that this objective adequately supports the delivery of the Eastern District CFRAMS and the encompassed Liffey and Griffeen rivers.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is not adopted.

In the absence of Councillor W. Lavelle the Motion FELL.

DPM283/0615 Item ID:45294

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech
That South Dublin strives to retain its World Class leak rate of 16% as opposed to the supposed economically viable leak rate of 20% that Irish Water are promoting.

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

REPORT:
This is an issue for Irish Water and is not relevant to the County Development Plan

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is not adopted.

Councillor M. Murphy AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.

Green Infrastructure
DPM285/0615 Item ID:45247

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
Page 181 - Table 11.13: Zoning Objective ‘HA – LV’ ‘To protect and enhance the outstanding character and amenity of the Liffey Valley’

Add sub note k   ‘All development classes shall not be permitted within 100m of the river bank, in order to protect recreational amenity’.

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

REPORT:
The motion proposes the inclusion of a note in the Land Use Table 11.13 for the Zoning Objective ‘HA – LV’ ‘To protect and enhance the outstanding character and amenity of the Liffey Valley’. The intentions of footnote notes for zoning objectives are to ensure flexibility and conditions for certain land uses.

For example:

In HA – LV, a footnote is used to ensure that Bed & Breakfast, Community Centre and Guest House are open for consideration only ‘in existing premises’.

The proposed motion proposes a note that ‘All development classes shall not be permitted within 100m of the river bank, in order to protect recreational amenity’ within the High Amenity Liffey Valley Zone. 

The proposed restriction note on the HA-LV is considered to be too onerous as it would restrict all development within 100 metres of the banks of the River Liffey, including open space and agriculture. This could potentially result in lands being left in an unkempt state with no possibility to develop structures to aid recreational amenity such as walkways. Furthermore, it could potentially limit tourism and sports activities such as angling and canoeing along its banks and would conflict with other objectives and policies within the Plan relating to tourism and recreational amenity.

It is considered that the County Development Plan policies and objectives and the use classes as stated in Table 11.13 would be sufficient in protecting these important lands within the County.

The attached map demonstrates the extent of the 100m buffer within the extent of the relevant ‘HA-LV’ zone.  

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is not adopted.

M 285 Map Hermitage to Palmerston
M 285 Map Leixlip to Lucan
M 285 Map Lucan to Hermitage
Following contributions from Councillors FN. Duffy, C. Brophy and C. King Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.

Councillor FN. Duffy AGREED to amend the Motion as follows:
‘Zoning Objective ‘HA – LV’ Add sub note k   ‘All development classes shall not be permitted within 30m of the river bank, in order to protect recreational amenity’to the following ‘open for consideration’land use classes; Car park, Cultural Use, Boarding kennels, Cemetery, Place of Worship & Traveller Accomodation.’

The motion AS AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM286/0615 Item ID:45248

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
Page 182 - Table 11.13: Zoning Objective ‘HA – DV’ ‘To protect and enhance the outstanding character and amenity of the Dodder Valley’

Add sub note k   ‘All development classes shall not be permitted within 100m of the river bank, in order to protect recreational amenity’.

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

REPORT:
The motion proposes the inclusion of a note in the Land Use Table 11.14 for the Zoning Objective ‘HA – DV’ ‘To protect and enhance the outstanding character and amenity of the Dodder Valley’. The intentions of footnote notes for zoning objectives are to ensure flexibility and conditions for certain land uses.

For example:

In HA – DV, a footnote is used to ensure that Bed & Breakfast, Community Centre and Guest House are open for consideration only ‘in existing premises’

The proposed motion proposes a note that ‘All development classes shall not be permitted within 100m of the river bank, in order to protect recreational amenity’ within the High Amenity Dodder Valley Zone. 

The proposed restriction note on the HA-DV is considered to be too onerous as it would restrict all development within 100 metres of the banks of the River Dodder, including open space and agriculture. This could potentially result in lands being left in an unkempt state with no possibility to develop structures to aid recreational amenity such as walkways. Furthermore, it could potentially limit tourism and sports activities such as angling and canoeing along its banks and would conflict with other objectives and policies within the Plan relating to tourism and recreational amenity.

It is considered that the County Development Plan policies and objectives and the use classes as stated in Table 11.14 would be sufficient in protecting these important lands within the County.

The attached map demonstrates the extent of the 100m buffer within the extent of the relevant ‘HA-DV’ zone. 

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is not adopted.

M 286 M50 to County Boundary
M 286 Map Fort Bridge to Oldbawn Road
M 286 Map Oldbawn Road to M50
Following contributions from Councillors FN. Duffy, C. Brophy and C. King Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation responded to queries raised.

Councillor FN. Duffy AGREED to amend the Motion as follows:

‘Zoning Objective ‘HA – DV’ Add sub note k   ‘All development classes shall not be permitted within 30m of the river bank, in order to protect recreational amenity’to the following ‘open for consideration’land use classes; Car park, Cultural Use, Boarding kennels, Cemetery, Place of Worship & Traveller Accomodation.’

The motion AS AMENDED was AGREED.
Heritage, Architectural Conservation & Landscapes

Motions DPM287/0615 – DPM298/0615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
DPM299/0615 Item ID:44993

Proposed by Councillor D. Looney and seconded by Councillor FN. Duffy
Specific Local Objective to be inserted: That the Ballymount Castle Gatehouse (part of Protected Structure 175), via a conservation framework plan, be appropriately restored, lit and presented during the lifetime of this Plan.

Co-signed by Cllr F Duffy

REPORT:
The funding and carrying out of restorative works to a Protected Structures is beyond the strategic land use function of the County Development Plan and the proposed motion cannot be achieved through the Development Plan.

Conservation reports on the Ballymount Complex have been commissioned by South Dublin County Council with the view to improving access to the complex and the carrying out conservation works. Conservation works to the Ballymount Gate House will be carried out under a future works programme that is administered by the Council’s Conservation Officer. The site is also being assessed as part of a possible heritage trail under the South Dublin Tourism Strategy (2015). The Draft Development Plan could be amended to support the works and planned trail.

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

Insert Specific Local Objective under HCL Policy 3 (Protected Structures) to support and facilitate the refurbishment of the Ballymount Complex Gatehouse in Ballymount Park (RPS Ref. 175) and its inclusion as part of a heritage trail.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED.
DPM300/0615 Item ID:45035

Proposed by Councillor G. O'Connell and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
The following specific local objective to be inserted in the 2016 - 2022 County Development Plan ref 9.6.0 (P155) HCL Policy 18 so that the Liffey Valley can be fully and sensitively exploited for its educational, recreational and tourism potential and given that Palmerstown is this County’s gateway to this landscape so rich in heritage, geology, contours, flora and fauna: OBJECTIVE To develop a Liffey Valley Interpretive Centre in “Farmer Harrison’s” house at Waterstown Park.

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

REPORT:
The identification, funding and development of an Interpretive Centre is beyond the strategic land use scope 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. The identification of a specific building for restoration and use as an Interpretive Centre in the absence of the appropriate survey work and study is considered to be overly prescriptive and premature.

The Draft Development Plan could be amended to support and facilitate the development of an Interpretive Centre within Liffey Valley. 

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

Include an objective under HCL Policy 10 (Liffey Valley and Dodder Valley) that seeks to support and facilitate the development of an Interpretive Centre within Liffey Valley.

M 300 Location Map
The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED.
DPM301/0615 Item ID:45105

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle

To amend ‘HCL 10 Objective 7’ by deleting the first bullet point “Relates to the area’s amenity potential or its use for agriculture or recreational purposes, including recreational buildings; or”.
Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The Draft County Development Plan seeks to protect the unique amenity value and natural heritage and resources of the Liffey Valley while improving the potential for tourism and recreation.

The provision for development that relates to the amenity potential of the Liffey Valley would allow for the establishment of visitor or interpretive centres akin to that located on Bull Island or sports and recreation facilities such as the canoe/kayak clubhouses located in Chapelizod. This is in line with the core objectives of Towards a Liffey Valley Park (2007), which sets out to support sustainable economic activity and development that encourages the use of the river valley assets for tourism and recreation.

Any such development will be subject to the stringent safeguards prescribed for high amenity areas as set out under Chapter 11 Implementation and Chapter 9 Heritage, Conservation and Landscapes including the requirement that development is designed and sited to minimise environmental and visual impacts.

It is considered that the deletion of the provision for recreational buildings would significantly curtail the potential for creating a successful and vibrant linear parkland in terms of the range of passive and active recreational activities available for tourists and visitors within the Liffey Valley including walkers and cyclists.

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

Retain the provision under HCL 10 Objective 7 for non residential development that relates to the area’s amenity potential or to its use for agriculture with the added clarification that this will be subject to the environmental and visual safeguards set under Chapter 11 Implementation and Chapter 9 Heritage, Conservation and Landscapes.
In the absence of Councillor W. Lavelle the Motion FELL.

DPM302/0615 Item ID:45295

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech
This Council promotes the restoration of at least one of the old flour mills on the Dodder for Educational and Tourism purpose.

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

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.

The identification of such a specific heritage project in the absence of the appropriate survey work and study is also considered to be overly prescriptive and premature. 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 AGREED

DPM303/0615 Item ID:45236

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
Page 100 Included in Actions -

> Continue to develop Sli na Slainte walking routes in consultation with community groups.

>  New Walkways and Cycleways will be established on a legal and permanent basis and will be sign/posted/waymarked.

>  Encourage, promote, provide and facilitate access to forestry and woodlands, including private forestry, in co-operation with Coillte, the Forest Service and other agencies, for walking routes (including long distance and looped walks), mountain trails, nature trails, mountain bike trails, bridle paths, hiking, orienteering and other non-noise generating recreational activities for the benefit of local people and tourists and take into account the Forest Service 2006 publication “Forest Recreation Guide for Owners and Managers”.

>  Recognising the importance and potential of walking and cycling from a local as well as a tourism perspective, create, provide, promote, improve, develop, protect, sustain, support, enhance, encourage and facilitate the creation of a high quality dedicated network of cycling/walking routes and tourist trails(including looped walks, local walks, community walks and medium/long distance walks) and public/rural footpaths, in rural areas (including suitable linear lands along  established rights of way, strategic green corridors and other off-road routes). Ensure that these routes are, where possible, free of vehicular traffic and are well-marked and maintained and are convenient, safe and pleasant. Enhance and extend existing routes, by utilising links from residential areas through parks and open spaces to facilitate a secure, safe green network and linking with Sli na Slainte and existing or new public rights of way, to provide access to scenic, mountain, lakeshore and river features and views of special interest, particularly where these have a historical association and to open up diverse landscape. Create more people friendly places,walking/cycling routes should be designed to incorporate current thinking and best practice from experience in other locations. Off-road walkways can be established by informal, formal agreements with landowners or by acquisition.   

>  Reserve land adjacent to river and canal banks and lakeshores to facilitate walking/cycling routes and other recreational activities and to act as buffer zones between new developments and river corridors and other water bodies.

>  Recognizing the role played by natural amenities and landscape, as part of our heritage and as a major resource both for visitors and local people, provide, support, maintain, promote, encourage, protect, preserve, improve, safeguard, facilitate and enhance public access to our natural heritage including mountains, commonage and other hill land, moorlands, forests, rivers, lakes, valleys, 2000 Natura sites, nature reserves, other natural amenities and to the countryside generally by creating a meaningful network of access routes as the opportunity or need arises. Consider appropriate rural recreational and tourism related developments which would facilitate public access to sensitive landscapes. This will be done in co-operation with state agencies, other interested bodies and local community groups.  

>  Recognising the importance of archaeology and National Monuments as part of our heritage and inheritance, provide, promote, enhance, facilitate, encourage, support, and protect public access to archaeological sites National monuments, battlefields historic burial grounds and graveyards and sites of historic interest, in direct ownership, guardianship  or control of the Council and/or the State  or private ownership. Appropriate signage will be put in place. Information on access to sites will be made be available on the Council’s web-site.(Insert address).

>  Protect, preserve, improve  and maintain existing publicrights of way to  archaeological sites and designate  traditional walking routes as public rights of way and in other cases, routes will be acquired by agreement with landowners or by way of compulsory powers.

>  Applications for new development for aggregate extraction, processing and associated processes, shall identify existing public rights of way and walking routes which may be impacted on are adjacent to the development site. They shall be kept free from development as Rights of Way/Walking Routes. Ensure that tourist, natural or recreational amenities will not be materially affected

>  It is the policy of the Council to enter into immediate negotiations with the Forest Service to take over the management and/or ownership of Massy Woods.

>  Encourage, promote, provide and facilitate access to forestry and woodlands, including private forestry, in co-operation with Coillte, the Forest Service and other agencies, for walking routes (including long distance and looped walks), mountain trails, nature trails, mountain bike trails, bridle paths, hiking, orienteering and other non-noise generating recreational activities for the benefit of local people and tourists and take into account the Forest Service 2006 publication “Forest Recreation Guide for Owners and Managers”.

Co-signed by Cllrs  Paul Gogarty, Deirdre O'Donovan, Guss O'Connell, Dermot Richardson, Francis Timmons & Dermot Looney

REPORT:
The issues raised in the motion relate to a number of issues including heritage, tourism and biodiversity issues that are already covered under various chapters of the Draft County Development Plan and are not directly relevant to Chapter 6 Transport and Mobility. Responses to the various aspects of the motion are set out under sub headings below.

Sli na Sláinte Routes:

Sli na Sláinte walking routes are identified under a nationwide partnership that is supported by the HSE and Irish Sports Council and largely relates to the sign posting of existing routes. The further signposting and identification of such routes is beyond the strategic land use function of the County Development Plan.

Public Rights of Way:

In accordance with the provisions of Planning and Development Legislation, HCL 16 Objective 1 of the Draft Development Plan seeks to preserve and map public rights of way as they come to the attention of the Council. When this occurs, notice must be given to the owner or occupier of the lands who has a right of appeal to the Circuit Court. There is no other basis to establish legal and permanent routes under Planning and Development Legislation.

Access Routes and Permissive Paths:

HCL 16 Objective 2 of the Draft County Development Plan seeks to promote and facilitate the creation of Permissive Access Routes and heritage trails that will provide access to (inter alia) forestry, woodlands, waterways, rural areas, upland/mountain areas and between historic villages in partnership with landowners, semi-state and other public bodies. This objective could be amended to include Coilte and the Forest Service as examples of such bodies.

HCL 16 Objective 3 seeks to promote and facilitate the continued development of the Dublin Mountains Way in association with the Dublin Mountains Partnership particularly routes that provide access to regional and local networks of walking, running , hiking and mountain bike trails and other recreational facilities. This objective could be amended to encourage the routing of new trails and rerouting of existing trails off public roads.

Access and Protection of Watercourses:

GI2 Objective 12 of the Draft Plan provides for a minimum biodiversity protection zone of 10 metres from all watercourses in the County with the full extent of the protection zone to be determined during the consideration of green routes and trails.

Access to Historic Sites:

HCL 16 Objective 4 seeks to promote and improves access, in partnership with the relevant landowners, to all the historic sites in the County and seek to maximise their tourism potential in partnership with the relevant landowners.

Ownership of Lands:

The acquisition of lands is beyond the strategic land use function of the County Development Plan.

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

Amend HCL 16 Objective 2 (Permissive Access Routes) to include Coillte and the Forest Service as examples of land owners and semi-state bodies that Permissive Access Routes could be developed in partnership with.

Amend HCL 16 Objective 3 (Dublin Mountains Way) to encourage the routing of new trails and rerouting of existing trails off public roads.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

DPM304/0615 Item ID:45244

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
Page 156 - 9.7.0  Sites of Geological Interest

Include an additional HCL Objective 2:

Encourage, promote, facilitate and support access and public rights of way to geological and geo-morphological features of heritage value and co-ordinate the continuing development of strategic walking routes, trails and other recreational activities in geo parks.

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

REPORT:

HCL 16 Objective 1 (page 154) of the Draft Development Plan relates to the preservation and mapping of public rights of way. In order to avoid repetition it is recommended that HCL 16 Objective 1 be amended to include reference to parklands, geological and geo-morphical features of heritage value.

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

Include parklands, geological and geo-morphical features of heritage value as examples of places of natural beauty or recreational value under HCL 16 Objective 1 (Public Rights of Way).

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

DPM305/0615 Item ID:45240

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
Page 153 – 9.4.0

The last sentence of the 1st paragraph should be deleted and replaced by:  
Identify the existing public rights of way which give access to mountains, lakeshores, riverbanks or other places of natural beauty or recreational activity which the Council have maintained or repaired with a view to identifying public rights of way, endeavoring to verify and list the public rights of way and begin the formal process for designating rights of way under Section 14 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended).

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

REPORT:
In accordance with the provisions of Planning and Development Legislation, HCL 16 Objective 1 of the Draft Development Plan seeks to preserve and map public rights of way as they come to the attention of the Council. Where a planning authority proposes to include the preservation of a specific public right of way in a development plan, notice must be given to the owner or occupier of the lands who has a right of appeal to the Circuit Court. It is advised that the identification of a public right of way requires proof or verification of the right of way.

The proposed replacement text fails to take cognisance of the fact that identifying a public right of way can encounter complex and lengthy legal proceedings. No public rights of way have heretofore been brought to the attention of the Planning Authority for investigation.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillor FN. Duffy Mr. E. Taaffe Director of Land Use Planning and Transportation and Mr D. McLoughlin Chief Executive responded to queries raised.

Councillor FN. Duffy AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM306/0615 Item ID:45119

Proposed by Councillor W. Lavelle

That the draft Record of Protected Structures be amended to retain the current protected structure status of the 20 individual houses at Weirview which are also the subject of the proposed extension of the Lucan Village Architectural Character Area.

Co-sponsored by Cllr. Casserly

REPORT:
The proposed removal of Weirview Cottages from the Record of Protected Structures and inclusion within an extended Architectural Conservation Area has been informed by the Appraisal of Candidate Architectural Conservation Areas, which was carried out as an independent assessment of groups of structures of special interest within the County.

The ACA Appraisal advises that ACA designation will provide a more appropriate level of protection for terraces or groupings of dwellings that were designed and built as distinct entities. It is further advised that where such terraces are designated as protected structures (such as Weirview Cottages), these should be removed from the RPS in recognition of the nature of their special visual interest or value and the appropriate level of protection that will be provided under ACA designation.

ACA designation will continue to afford statutory protection to the special interest of Weirview Cottages under Planning and Development Legislation, namely the external appearance and coherent visual setting created by these structures and negates the need for inclusion in the RPS. Removal from the RPS will provide flexibility for residents to carry out internal improvements and renovation without the need to apply for planning permission. This is considered to be appropriate in the context that Weirview Cottages consists of vernacular workers cottages where their special interest relates to their external appearance and not to their interiors.

The retention of Weirview Cottages within the RPS would also be inconsistent with the proposed removal of Millbank Cottages from the RPS, which are located in the same proposed ACA extension area and are similar in style, age and appearance to Weirview Cottages. The proposed motion would place an inequitable and unnecessary burden on the residents of Weirview Cottages compared to the residents of Millbank Cottages and other groups of dwellings within the County that are proposed for ACA designation.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 306 Location Map
In the absence of Councillor W. Lavelle the Motion FELL.

DPM307/0615 Item ID:45143

Proposed by Councillor R. McMahon and seconded by Councillor D. Looney
To ensure this protected historical building, “Whitehall” or sometimes referred to as “Tynan Hall”, is developed as a heritage site in Kingswood townland in Tallaght. Acknowledging the historical importance of poet Katherine Tynan’s former home.

REPORT:
‘Whitehall’ is listed as a Protected Structure in the Draft County Development Plan under Reference Number 197. The house is in private ownership and it is beyond the strategic land use function of a County Development Plan to acquire privately owned structures or to identify or carry out development to such structures. The proposed motion therefore cannot be achieved through the County Development Plan and should be directed towards the South Dublin Tourism Strategy or the South Dublin County Heritage Plan.

‘Whitehall’ is afforded statutory protection under Planning and Development Legislation, which places an onus on the owners to ensure that the Protected Structure is not endangered through harm, decay or damage through neglect or through direct or indirect means. It is also an objective under the Draft Development Plan (HCL 3 Objective 3) to address dereliction of Protected Structures and encourage their rehabilitation, renovation and appropriate use and re-use.

A warning letter and endangerment notice was previously issued by the Council to the owners of ‘Whitehall’ and works to repair the roof were carried out on foot of this letter and notice. These actions were carried out under functions that are separate from the County Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 307 Location Map
Councillor R. McMahon AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM308/0615 Item ID:45004

Proposed by Councillor R. McMahon and seconded by Councillor D. Looney
To reinstate the SLO 116 that was in the 2004-2010 County Development Plan, as amended below:-
Stocking Lane – Woodtown Manor House Lands
Facilitate family / soft adventure/sports/recreation leisure uses at the existing Woodtown Manor House Lands, Stocking Lane, Rathfarnham subject to:
Due consideration being given to ensuring the conservation of historic, architectural and archaeological features of existing buildings and site, and
the agreed principle of prohibiting clusters of substantial structures above the 120 metre contour being strictly observed.

REPORT:
A comprehensive review of SLOs contained in the current County Development Plan has been undertaken and it is considered that the subject SLO is no longer necessary or flexible in the context of the Protected Structure Status of Woodtown Manor House (RPS Ref. 363) and policy contained in the Draft Development Plan, which sets out to achieve the following subject to the appropriate sensitive design and environmental safeguards:

- Address dereliction and encourage the rehabilitation, renovation, appropriate use and re-use of Protected Structures such as Woodtown Manor House (HCL 3 Objective 3).

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

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

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

The proposed restriction in relation to the 120 contour is not considered to be relevant or necessary in the context that lands located across the County have either been zoned or developed above the 120 metre contour including Ballycullen, Oldcourt, Boherboy, Citywest, Saggart and Rathcoole.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 308 Contour map
M 308 Location map
Councillor R. McMahon AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM309/0615 Item ID:45149

Proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor E. O’Broin
That an objective / SLO be devised and included in the HCL 4 Objectives to secure the preservation of Windmill Hill, Rathcoole

REPORT:
The designation of the Stone Windmill in Rathcoole as a Protected Structure (Ref. Number 358) affords statutory protection to this historic structure in terms of condition, appearance and development under Planning and Development Legislation. This protection also extends to lands within the curtilage of the Stone Windmill including its setting.

This places an onus on the owners of the Protected Structure to ensure that the structure is not endangered through harm, decay or damage through neglect or through direct or indirect means. It is also an objective under the Draft Development Plan (HCL 3 Objective 3) to address dereliction of Protected Structures and encourage their rehabilitation, renovation and appropriate use and re-use.

HCL Policy 4 and its objectives relate to Architectural Conservation Areas (ACAs), which are largely defined under Planning and Development Legislation as places, areas, groups of structures or townscape that are of special interest. South Dublin County Council commissioned an independent assessment of potential ACAs within the County in tandem with the Development Plan Review. A number of additional ACAs are now proposed and these largely consist of terraces or groups of dwellings that were designed and built as distinct entities or areas.

The area around Windmill House, which comprises rural agricultural lands and a working quarry, is not considered to be or sufficient special interest (architectural, historical, archaeological, artistic, cultural, scientific, social) to merit ACA designation.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

The Motion AS PUT was AGREED.
DPM310/0615 Item ID:45310

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech
That the zoning RES-N south of Allenton and Ballycullen  above the 120 metre contour line be rezoned Objective RU.

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

REPORT:
The attached map demonstrates the extent of land above the 120m contour line to the south of Allenton and Ballycullen. This area is subject of the Ballycullen - Oldcourt Local Area Plan 2014. The area of land is c4 hectares and forms a elongated narrow piece of land. The recently approved LAP provides for open space and local roads in this area above the 120m contour. The principle of not developing above the 120m contour line to protect the visual amenity of the transition area between the urban area and the Dublin Mountains is acceptable, however, in this instance, it is not necessary to rezone any existing ‘RES-N’ lands to ‘RU’. It is considered that the policies and objectives of the recently approved LAP mitigate the visual amenity impact of the development of this narrow section of land above the 120m contour, which has been zoned for development since 1998.

 Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

M 310 Contour map
Councillor M. Murphy AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
Energy

Motions DPM311/0615 – DPM313/0615 discussed at previous Draft Development Plan meetings.
DPM314/0615 Item ID:45242

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor D. Looney
Page 216 – 11.7.2 Energy Performance in New Buildings

Add to end of section –

To support and promote the use of CEM III/a cement classification. The use of green building methods such as BREEAM and LEED ensures a whole life cycle approach to building design including operational carbon and embodied carbon. This holistic approach results in low energy demand buildings with a significantly reduced carbon footprint and a higher commercial value.

Co-signed by Paul Gogarty, Deirdre O'Donovan, Guss O'Connell, Dermot Richardson, Francis Timmons & Dermot Looney

REPORT:
CEM III/a relates to blast-furnance cement classification; this matter is adequately addressed in the Building Regulations Part A (2012) Structures and as such is not relevant to the Development Plan.

BREEAM (Building Research Establishment Environmental Assessment Methodology) is an international environmental assessment method for buildings and aims to improve the environmental performance of buildings and improve the internal living standard for occupants.

LEED (Leadership in Energy Efficiency and Design) is an internationally recognised certification programme for the design, construction and operation of high performance green buildings. LEED addresses a range of themes including: energy use, carbon emissions, water use and solid waste.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment and the following text to be included at the end of Section 11.7.2 Energy Performance in New Buildings:

‘Development proposals for new buildings should have regard to BREEAM (Building Research Establishment Environmental Assessment Methodology) and LEED (Leadership in Energy Efficiency and Design), which aim to improve the environmental performance of buildings across a range of themes, incorporating the design, construction and operation phases of a building life cycle’.

Following contributions from Councillors FN. Duffy, C. Brophy and P. Donavan Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive responded to queries raised and suggested amended wording as follows:

‘To support the use of CEM III/a cement classification. The use of green building methods such as BREEAM and LEED ensures a whole life cycle approach to building design including operational carbon and embodied carbon. This holistic approach results in low energy demand buildings with a significantly reduced carbon footprint and a higher commercial value.’

The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED

DPM315/0615 Item ID:45245

Proposed by Councillor F.N. Duffy and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
Page 160 10.1 Energy –

Include additional E2 Objective 5:

Identify existing public rights of way and walking routes and prohibit development which would interfere with them or with access to the countryside or recreational amenity.

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

REPORT:
Energy Policy E2 relates to the implementation of the recommendations of the South Dublin Spatial Energy Demand Analysis (SEDA). The SEDA analyses and maps energy information across sectors in South Dublin County, including heat density, energy demand and costs across sectors. The SEDA contains a number of key findings including priority areas for district heating, clusters of high energy users in the commercial sector and identifies opportunities to lower fossil fuel use and use renewable energy alternatives. It is recognised that the measures listed in the South Dublin SEDA should be carried out in accordance with environmental safeguards and the protection of natural and built heritage features, including walking routes and associated amenities, including views and prospects.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is adopted with amendment and the following objective is added under Energy Policy 2:

‘To ensure that the recommendations of the South Dublin SEDA are carried out in accordance with environmental safeguards and the protection of natural or built heritage features, biodiversity and views and prospects’

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED

DPM316/0615 Item ID:45025

Proposed by Councillor F. Timmons

"That SDCC supports a geothermal pilot project in Newcastle’’

REPORT:
The South Dublin Spatial Energy Demand Analysis (SEDA) has been undertaken to inform the policies and objectives contained in Chapter 10 Energy and the development standards contained in Chapter 11 Implementation of the draft County Development Plan. The SEDA includes an analysis of heat density across the County, stemming from all heating requirements across the residential, commercial and municipal sectors. The SEDA has identified ten district heating Areas of Potential, six of which are located in Tallaght town centre. The Areas of Potential demonstrate a heat density in excess of 250 TJ / KM2.

Section 10.2.4 of the Draft Development Plan relates to Low Carbon District Heating Networks, such as that proposed to be development as a pilot project in Newcastle and states ‘District heating networks can be based on a variety of technologies and renewable energy sources, such as combined heat and power (CHP), biomass energy, geothermal or energy from waste. These schemes are particularly viable in built up areas, such as town centres, where there is sufficient heat demand and heat load diversity, including ‘anchor’ loads i.e. buildings with a high or even twenty-four hour heat demand. Such a mixed energy profile makes local district heating networks more economically viable and can result in reduced heat losses’.

Energy Policy 6 Low Carbon District Heating Networks supports the development of district heating networks across the County, which could include Newcastle. With regard to geothermal Energy Policy 6 states:

Energy (E) Policy 6 Low Carbon District Heating Networks

(ii) It is the policy of the Council to support the development of both deep and shallow geothermal energy sources throughout the County. Deep geothermal projects are particularly suited to areas demonstrating high heat densities.

E6 Objective 4:To support deep and shallow geothermal projects at appropriate locations across South Dublin County and in accordance with the South Dublin Spatial Energy Demand Analysis (SEDA).

To prescribe the development of a specific geothermal pilot project in Newcastle would be prioritising an area where sufficient heat densities have not been highlighted and would not accord with the Countywide heat density analysis undertaken as part of the South Dublin Spatial Energy Demand Analysis.

The development of a geothermal energy project in South Dublin County may include Newcastle, but evidence from the Countywide analysis, undertaken as part the South Dublin Spatial Energy Demand Analysis, does not support the case for a pilot geothermal project specific to Newcastle in preference to other locations in the County.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is not adopted.

M 316 Location map
In the absence of Councillor F. Timmons the Motion FELL.

Implementation

Miscellaneous

DPM322/0615 Item ID:45139

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 6.4.2 (P 109) TM Policy 5 and Policy 6, given the residential character of the area, the density and design of the estates and the fact that the named roads were all build prior to the 1963 Planning Act and that the level of motorised traffic on these roads has reached dangerous and intolerable levels: All vehicles in excess of 3.5 Tonne will be restricted, except for access, from entering Kennelsfort Road, Wheatfield Road, Palmerstown Avenue, Turret Road, Woodfarm Avenue, Woodfarm Drive, Glenmaroon Road and the Oval, Palmerstown.
Co-signed by Cllr. P. Gogarty, Cllr. L. O'Toole, Cllr. F. Timmons and Cllr. D. O'Donovan.

REPORT:
Restrictions on HGV traffic for vehicles over 7.5 tonnes have been put in place along Kennelsfort Road. This is sufficient to prevent Heavy Goods vehicles using the road (unless they have business in the area) because of their size whilst still permitting smaller commercial vehicles to traverse the route. The 7.5 tonne restriction was applied in accordance with South Dublin County Council’s Mobility and Management of Heavy Goods Vehicles policy.

There is concern that the inclusion of the requirement for a 3.5 tonne limit would place unreasonable restrictions on the use of the road that would impact on the viability of business that utilise it for access, particular those within the Cherry Orchard Industrial Estate. The restriction may also result in the dispersion of additional HGV traffic within the Ballyfermot and Lucan areas, as alternative routes are sought. The proposed 3.5 tonne limit also conflicts with South Dublin County Council policy.

Furthemore, road weight restrictions are beyond the strategic land use remit of the County Development Plan. The proposed motion therefore cannot be achieved through the Development Plan.

It should also be noted that it is proposed to rezone part of the Cherry Orchard Industrial Estate for Mixed Use. Should this Brownfield area regenerate in the medium to long term, HGV access may no longer be necessary.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors G. O’Connell, P. Gogarty, D. O’Brien, C. King, E. Ó’Brien, Mr. E. Taaffe,  responded to queries raised.  Councillor :

A show of hands vote on Motion  322 followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:               6(SIX)

AGAINST:        6 (SIX)

ABSTAIN:         5(ABSTAIN)

Mayor casted vote FOR motion

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

DPM323/0615 Item ID:45058

Proposed by Councillor E. Higgins and seconded by Councillor P. Donovan
That HCL3 Objectives include an objective that reflects an ambition to identify derelict sites across the county that can be used for community purposes.

REPORT:
The identification and acquisition of derelict sites is beyond the strategic land use function of the County Development Plan. The proposed motion therefore cannot be achieved through the County Development Plan and should be directed towards the South Dublin Local Economic and Community Plan, which has recently undergone pre-draft consultation.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Councillor E. Higgins AGREED to WITHDRAW the Motion.
DPM324/0615 Item ID:45117

Proposed by Councillor P. Donovan and seconded by Councillor M. Devine
To amend section 11.6.5 (iv) relating to ‘Construction and Demolition Waste’ to add a further sentence as follows: “Construction and Demolition Waste Management Plans shall provide that no construction works may commence before 8am on weekday and before 9am at weekend, unless otherwise permitted by the planning authority in cases of over-riding public need.”
Co-sponsored by Cllr’s Brophy, Casserly, Dermody, Egan, Higgins, Donovan

 
REPORT:
The intention of the motion to protect residential amenity is noted. The operational hours of development sites and any required restriction are assessed on a case by case basis through the development management process.  This is not an issue for the County Development Plan and Hours of Construction are not a matter for Construction and Demolition Waste Management Plans.

Recommendation
It is recommended that the motion is not adopted

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

It was AGREED to amend the motion as follows:

‘to include restrictions for the operation of machinery/ construction works hours in the Plan, as follows ‘before 8am on weekday and before 9am at weekend, unless otherwise permitted by the planning authority in cases of over-riding public need.’ 
The Motion AS AMENDED was AGREED.
DPM325/0615 Item ID:45223

Proposed by Councillor P. Gogarty and seconded by Councillor P. Gogarty
That the following Specific Local Objective be enshrined in the South Dublin County Council Draft Development Plan:

SLO - Liffey Valley - Amenity

Provide for the amenity development of the Liffey Valley, including securing control (through purchase, CPO or lease) over any lands or strategic buildings in the area which may come up for sale north of the N4/M4, from the County boundary with Dublin City Council, right up to the Kildare border, especially including lands covered by the SAAO; with a view to the development of a Regional Park with public access to the banks of the River Liffey. These would potentially include areas beside Waterstown Park and adjacent to Farmleigh Bridge, the Mill in Palmerstown, Coates lands, St Edmundsbury/Woodville, the Italian embassy grounds etc.

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

REPORT:
The acquisition of privately owned lands is beyond the strategic land use function of the County Development Plan. The proposed motion therefore cannot be achieved through the Development Plan.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

Following contributions from Councillors P. Gogarty, G. O’Connell, C. King,  D. O’Brien, E. Ó’Broin and E. Higgins,  Mr D. McLoughlin, Chief Executive and E. Taaffe responded to queries raised.  Councillor P. Gogarty proposed an amended wording as follows:

‘Provide for the amenity development of the Liffey Valley, including examining, securing control (through public ownership) over any lands or strategic buildings in the area which may come up for sale north of the N4/M4, from the County boundary with Dublin City Council, right up to the Kildare border, especially including lands covered by the SAAO; with a view to the development of a Regional Park with public access to the banks of the River Liffey.’

 A show of hands vote on the wording to Motion 325 followed, the result of which was as follows:

FOR:                  3(THREE)

AGAINST:        16(SIXTEEN)

ABSTAIN:         3(THREE)

The wording to the Motion FELL.

DPM326/0615 Item ID:45292

Proposed by Councillor M. Murphy and seconded by Councillor B. Leech
A Heritage Map should be included in the heritage section of the Development plan and an interactive version made available on-line.

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

REPORT:
The production of heritage mapping is beyond the strategic land use remit of the County Development Plan. This motion should be directed towards the South Dublin County Heritage Plan or the South Dublin Tourism Strategy.

Recommendation
It is recommended that this motion is not adopted.

The Chief Executives recommendation was AGREED.
DPHI2/0615 Item ID: 45509

Proposed by Planning Department

Resolution to put the Draft Development Plan on Public Display

Councillor M. Duff proposed and Councillor P. Donovan seconded the formal resolution of the Draft Development Plan.
Mr E.Taaffe, Director Land Use Planning and Transportation expressed his thanks to Councillor F. Warfield and Mayor S. Holland.
Councillor G. O’Connell expressed his thanks on behalf of the Members to Management and staff.
The meeting concluded at 9.55pm
Signed: ______________________

             Mayor

Date: ________________________
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