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C0MHAIRLE CHONTAE ÁTHA CLIATH THEAS

SOUTH DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL

TERENURE RATHFARNHAM AREA 

COMMITTEE MEETING (1)   

Minutes of Terenure Rathfarnham Area Committee Meeting (1), (dealing with Roads, Planning, Development and Corporate Services business) held on 7th February 2006.

	PRESENT

	

	Councillors

	

	M. Ardagh

	C. Keane

	J. Lahart

	S. Laing

	T. McDermott

	E. Walsh

	A. White


An Cathaoirleach, Councillor A. White, presided.
OFFICIALS PRESENT

	Senior Executive Officers
	E. Cunningham, G. Keogh, F. Nevin

	Senior Engineers
	M. O’Keeffe, T. O’Grady, D. Ryan

	Senior Planner 
	M. Kenny

	Administrative Officers
	J. Browne, T. Curtin, P. McNamara, M. Kelly

	Senior Executive Engineer
	S. Fagan  

	Senior Executive Planner
	P. Devlin

	A/Senior Executive Engineer
	C. Lambert

	Inspector
	T. Mullarkey

	Conservation Officer
	I. McLoughlin

	Staff Officer
	N. Fitzgibbon

	Assistant Staff Officer
	M. Malone

	Clerical Officer
	A. Reilly

	
	


Mr. G. Browne, Director, Carroll & Browne Consultants was present in connection with the item on proposed Limekiln Road Extension.
TR/75/06
CONFIRMATION AND RE-AFFIRMATION OF MINUTES

Minutes of meeting of Terenure Rathfarnham Area Committee (1), dealing with Corporate Services, Roads, Planning and Development business, held on 10th January 2006, which had been circulated were submitted, APPROVED as a true record and signed.

It was proposed by Councillor S. Laing, seconded by Councillor M. Ardagh and RESOLVED:

“That the recommendations contained in the Minutes of the Terenure Rathfarnham Area Committee Meeting (1) held on 10th January 2006 be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

ROADS BUSINESS

TR/76/06
QUESTIONS

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart, seconded by Councillor M. Ardagh and RESOLVED:

“That pursuant to Standing Order No. 13 questions numbered 1 to 13 inclusive be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

TR/77/06
 SPRINGFIELD/TEMPLEOGUE VILLAGE – FOOTPATHS 

QUESTION:    Councillor M. Ardagh
"To ask the Manager to carry out a survey of the footpaths in Springfield and Templeogue Village which are in a dreadful condition and a hazard to pedestrians and to state when replacement and repairs will be carried out?"

REPLY:
These footpaths will be examined and prioritised for repair as resources permit.

TR/78/06
TRANSPORT 21 

QUESTION:   Councillor M. Ardagh
"To ask the Manager to state what contacts he has had with the Department of Transport in relation to the commitment given in Transport 21 that a feasibility study relating to the development of LUAS through Templeogue/Rathfarnham and adjacent areas and to give a report on the matter."

REPLY:
Contact has been made with senior staff in the Department of Transport with regard to issues concerning Transport 21.  The Department has indicated that the priority at the start up of the programme will be given to commitments to works to be delivered under the programme and other issues such as the feasibility study referred to will be examined in due course.

The staff in the Railway Procurement Agency are currently devoting their time to the delivery of the LUAS works which have been committed under the Transport 21 Agenda i.e. the Tallaght/Citywest Line, the Lucan Extension and the connection of the Sandyford and Tallaght lines in the City Centre together with the Metro proposals.

TR/79/06
OSPREY ROAD – CYCLE PATHS  

QUESTION:    Councillor J. Lahart
"To ask the Manager to investigate the provision of cycle tracks from and on Osprey Road to the local primary schools in Willington/Orwell and from the Willington Roundabout to the small roundabout at Perrystown connecting with the existing cycle tracks?"

REPLY:
The provision of a cycle tracks as requested will be examined in the context of the Green Cycle Route programme which is currently being developed on a county-wide basis. 

TR/80/06   SHELTON/DANGAN – FOOTPATH REPAIRS 

QUESTION:      Councillor J. Lahart
"To ask the Manager for an update on the footpath repair work at Shelton and Dangan and to outline the cost of the works and when the next phase is planned?"

REPLY:
This area is not included in our footpath renewal proposals for 2006.  However, if areas of particular concern are brought to the Councils attention, they will be examined and prioritised on the Footpath Repair Programme.

TR/81/06
ELKWOOD ESTATE - BARRIERS

QUESTION:   Councillor J. Lahart
"To ask the Manager to replace the barriers at the top of the footpath at Elkwood Estate at the connecting point with Knockcullen as motorcars are using it as a rat-run/short-cut and to ensure that all measures are taken to ensure that cars cannot take that route in the future?"

REPLY:
This location will be inspected and a report submitted at the next Traffic Management Meeting.

TR/82/06
BARTON DRIVE – FOOTPATH REPAIRS 

QUESTION:    Councillor J. Lahart
"To ask the Manager for a full report on progress being made on issues relating to the footpaths outside the shops on Barton Drive and to make a statement on matters relating to improvement of the surface of the footpath, taking-in-charge matters and a timescale for improvements?"

REPLY:
This footpath is not in charge of the Council.  The cost of repairing this footpath is estimated at €15,000.  The Council has not yet been able to discuss this matter with the local traders but efforts will be made to arrange a meeting.

TR/83/06
 OSPREY ROAD – TRAFFIC CALMING 

QUESTION:    Councillor S. Laing
"To ask the Manager to carry out Traffic Calming on Osprey Road Templeogue as there is serious speeding taking place on the road which is widely used by local Residents?"

REPLY:
The eight Traffic Calming Schemes for the Terenure/Rathfarnham electoral area have already been selected.  Osprey Road is on the Traffic Calming List for future consideration.

The Current Traffic Calming Programme provides for the installation of Traffic Calming Measures in 40 separate locations, 20 of these schemes have been constructed to date and a further 6 schemes are due to commence shortly.  The Council will shortly be carrying out a review of the schemes constructed to date and a report on this matter together with future proposals will be brought to the elected members in mid-2006.

TR/84/06
 KNOCKLYON ROAD RE-ALIGNMENT 

QUESTION:    Councillor S. Laing
"To ask the Manager what now is the time scale for the re-alignment of the Knocklyon Road?"

REPLY:
Consulting engineer has been appointed to finalise design and finalise land acquisition.  It is intended that tenders will be invited by the last quarter of the year. Work should commence on site in spring 2007.

TR/85/06
 WAINSFORT MANOR DRIVE – CYCLE PATH 

QUESTION:    Councillor T. McDermott
"To ask the Manager to construct a footpath and cycle path on Wainsfort Manor Drive on the right side of the road as one enters the estate. The present layout presents a traffic danger for the growing number of children resident in Wainsfort Manor?"

REPLY:
The provision of a cycle track will be examined in the context of the Green Cycle Route programme which is currently being developed on a county-wide basis. The need for additional footpath at this location will be considered under the New Footpath Programme.

TR/86/06
 ORWELL PARK HEIGHTS – NOISE DISTURBANCE 

QUESTION:    Councillor E. Walsh
"To ask the Manager to examine ongoing noise disturbance being experienced by residents in Orwell Park Heights adjacent to Willington Lane due to the impact of cars on the speed ramps to the south of St. MacDaras school and will he make a statement on the issue?"

REPLY:
The area in question is within a 50 km/hr zone, and as such should not be subject to the noise levels referred to if drivers adhere to the required speed limit.  The Council will monitor the area with a view to submitting a report to the March 2006 Area Traffic Management Meeting. The matter will also be brought to the attention of the Gardai.

TR/87/06
 ST. JAMES ROAD – ROAD MARKINGS  

QUESTION:    Councillor E. Walsh
"To ask the Manager to reinstate the road markings on St. James Road that indicate car parking bays and the roadway as this has been agreed some time ago?"

REPLY:
This will be examined and the appropriate markings will be replaced, where required, under the 2006 Lining Programme.


TR/88/06
 FERNHILL ESTATE – TRAFFIC CALMING 

QUESTION:    Councillor E. Walsh
"To ask the Manager for a report on the present position of Fernhill Estate regarding Traffic Calming and will he outline the time scale for installation?"

REPLY:
The eight Traffic Calming Schemes for the Terenure/Rathfarnham electoral area have already been selected.  Fernhill Estate is on the Traffic Calming list for future consideration.

The Current Traffic Calming Program provides for the installation of Traffic Calming Measures in 40 separate locations, 20 of these schemes have been constructed to date and a further 6 schemes are due to commence shortly.  The Council will shortly be carrying out a review of the schemes constructed to date and a report on this matter together with future proposals will be brought to the elected members in mid-2006.

TR/89/06
 BALLYROAN ROAD – FILTER LIGHT 

QUESTION:    Councillor A. White
"To ask the Manager to provide a filter light to serve vehicles seeking to turn right from Ballyroan Road into Butterfield Avenue?"

REPLY:
The configuration of this junction is such that for safety reasons the  setting of the lights has been optimised in a manner that does not allow for the right filter light as requested.

TR/90/06   DECLARATION OF ROADS TO BE PUBLIC ROADS

It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/91/06   GRANT ALLOCATIONS 2006   

The following Report, which had been circulated, was READ:

“NATIONAL ROAD GRANT ALLOCATIONS-2006

On the 24th January 2006 the Council received notification from the National Roads Authority of the National Road Improvement and National Road Maintenance Allocations for 2006 as follows:

Improvement Allocations

National Primary

Safety Measures         N4 The Oval Junction                          57,600

                                                Sub Total                          57,600

Major                       Leixlip/M50 Junction                            800,000

                               Naas Road to Kildare Co. Boundary    4,500,000

                               M50 Improvements Phase 1            49,000,000

                               M50 Improvements Phase 2              5,500,000

                                                Sub Total                    59,800,000

National Secondary

Safety Measures        Cheeverstown Footbridge                   460,000

                               N81/M50 Roundabout                          35,000

                               Spawell Roundabout                            61,500

                                                 Sub Total                          556,500

Pavement and Minor Improvements                                

                              Spawell to M50                                   300,000

                              Jobstown/N82                                      75,000

                              The Square/Old Bawn                         100,000

                                               Sub Total                         475,000

                           Total Improvement Allocations      60,889,100  

Maintenance Allocations

National Primary

                                   Ordinary Maintenance                   531,856

                                   Winter Maintenance                       84,000 

                                    Bridge Maintenance                       60,000

                                    Route Lighting                            345,000    

                                         Sub Total                          1,020,856  

National Secondary

                                    Ordinary Maintenance                      115,474

                                  Annual resurfacing                             31,253 

                                  Winter Maintenance                           15,000

                                  Bridge Maintenance                           10,000

                                  Route Lighting                                105,000

                                     Sub Total                                      276,727 

                        Total Maintenance Allocations              1,297,583

Total allocations                                                          €62,186,683

NON NATIONAL ROAD GRANT ALLOCATIONS  2006

On 27th January 2006, the Council were notified by the Department of the Environment and Local Government of the Non National Road Grant Allocation for 2006.

These are as follows:

Discretionary Maintenance Grant                                              383,000

Restoration Maintenance Grant                                              1,001,000 

Discretionary Improvement Grant                                             324,000

Restoration Improvement Grant                                            2,833,000

Strategic Non National Road Grants

Outer Ring Road                                                                   2,111,889

Specific Improvement Grant

R113 Ballyboden Road to Grange Road (Taylors Lane)              3,500,000

Signage

Regional Roads Signposting                                                        50,000

Non National Roads Training Programme Grants                  22,000

Low Cost Safety Improvements 

Peamount Road at Peamount Hospital:

Provide Traffic Calming Scheme, gateways, traffic islands,

Road widening, footpaths and remove trees.                                   32,650

Windmill Road, Steelstown:

Re-design layout of junction, provide warning signs and lining.           9,400 

Greenhills Road & Keadeen Avenue & Ballymount Road Upper:

Provide 60m anti skid surface, change road/junction priority

and provide warning signs and lining.                                             10,420

Whitechurch Road:

Provide 150m solid centre line, provide signing and lining 

and single post chevrons.                                                                  6,720

Orlagh Grove, Knocklyon:

Provide solid centre line, slow legend, provide warning signs

and chevrons.                                                                                  2,140

Templeroan Road & Knocklyon Road:

Provide signage and lining.                                                                3,850

Total allocation                                                                     €10,290,069”
Following contributions from Councillors S. Laing, C. Keane, M. Ardagh, T. McDermott, J. Lahart and A. White, Mr. E. Cunningham, Senior Executive Officer responded to queries raised by the members and the report was NOTED.
TR/92/06   DUBLIN PORT TUNNEL   

The following Report, which had been circulated, was considered:

“The European Court Judgement is as follows:-

CASE C-320/03: EUROPEAN COURT JUDGEMENT, 15th NOVEMBER 2005.

Background to the Case.

The Tyrol Authorities adopted a regulation on 27th May 2003 banning HGVs >7.5 tonnes and carrying certain listed goods from using a section of the A12 Motorway in the Inn Valley for an indeterminate period from 1st August 2003: 

· Regulation introduced under Austrian air-pollution law (IG-L) which required measures to be taken in the event of limit values being exceeded. Nitrogen dioxide limits had been exceeded at a measuring point on the motorway section during 2002. 

· The regulation exempted HGVs beginning or ending their journeys in the territory of Innsbruck and included a number of derogations, mainly benefiting local traffic. 

· The stated purpose of the regulation was to reduce emissions of pollutants linked to human activities thereby improving air quality so as to ensure lasting protection of human, animal and plant health.

Regulation contested by the Commission, supported by Germany, Italy and The Netherlands on grounds that 

· It infringed the Community provisions on the freedom to provide transport service

· It obstructed the free movement of goods guaranteed by Articles 28EC to 30EC, and 

· Being discriminatory in its application, it could not be justified on environmental protection grounds.

Austria argued in its defence that

· It was obliged under EU Pollution Law to introduce measures to protect ambient air quality once the nitrogen dioxide levels were exceeded

· The listed goods it had banned were selected in the knowledge that transport by rail was a feasible alternative from a technical and economic point of view, and

· There were alternative routes available by road, with almost half the affected HGVs having a shorter or at least equivalent route at its disposal.

European Court Findings.

The findings of the Court were that

· The free movement of goods is one of the fundamental principles of EU Law,

· The regulation obstructed the free movement and transit of goods by prohibiting HGVs >7.5 tonnes carrying certain categories of goods from travelling along a road section of the first importance constituting one of the main routes of land communication between southern Germany and northern Italy

· The measure was incompatible with Community law obligations unless it could be objectively justified that there were overriding requirements relating to the protection of the environment and that the measure was proportionate to the aim pursued.

The Court findings on whether such justification existed were that 

· In cases where it has been established that limit values had been exceeded in the case of one or more pollutants, the relevant EU Directive on protection of ambient air quality provides that Member States shall take measures to ensure that a plan or programme is prepared or implemented for attaining the limit value within a specific time limit, and that such a plan or programme must contain a series of appropriate and coherent measures designed to reduce the pollution level in the specific circumstances of the zone concerned

· In this instance, while Austria’s duty to implement action was not disputed as the nitrogen dioxide limit had been exceeded, the regulation it introduced could not be described as a “plan” or “programme” within the meaning of the Directive 

· Before adopting a measure so radical as a total traffic ban on a section of motorway constituting a vital communication route, the Austrian authorities were under a duty to examine carefully the possibility of using less restrictive measures, and could only discount these if their inadequacy in relation to achieving its objective (protection of ambient air quality) was clearly established

· Specifically, Austria should have ensured that there was sufficient and appropriate rail capacity available to allow such a transfer before introducing the ban on use of the motorway by selected vehicles carrying specified categories of goods, and

· In light of the above, the regulation as introduced could not be justified in terms of air quality protection because it infringed the principle of proportionality, and was therefore incompatible with the free movement of goods as provided for in Articles 28 EC and 29 EC.       

Ruling of the Court (based on the above findings): 

“By prohibiting lorries over 7.5 tonnes carrying certain goods from driving on a section of the A12 motorway in the Inn Valley, the Republic of Austria has failed to fulfil its obligations under Articles 28 EC and 29 EC”

Potential relevance of EU Court’s Ruling to Motion by Councillors that Dublin City Manager be requested to introduce a ban on HGVs entering the canal cordon to access the city centre and Dublin Port following on the opening of the Dublin Port Tunnel:   

The essence of the EU Court ruling is that to restrict HGVs carrying specified goods from use of a vital communication route for an indeterminate period of time would constitute a breach of the fundamental principles of free movement of goods and  freedom to provide transport services as enshrined in EU law. 

To ban HGVs from entering the canal cordon to access the city centre and Dublin Port would seem to constitute a similar breach, at least insofar as the main  radial and associated routes to the city centre are concerned, on the grounds that these could also be described as vital communication routes. 

Of the possible alternatives, it is unlikely that one could establish or ensure that there is “sufficient and appropriate” rail capacity at present to allow transfer of transportation of goods from road to rail

In the context of SDCC, specifically, it might also be contested that 

· Re-routing HGV traffic via the M50 Northbound to access the city centre and port area via the Port Tunnel may not be a realistic or economic alternative because of the extent of diversion required for HGVs travelling via the N4, N7, N81 and N11. 

· To introduce such a requirement might be seen as giving an unfair advantage to local users contrary to the principles of free movement of goods and provision of a transport service 

· Being discriminatory in its application, it could not be justified on environmental protection grounds as it infringes the principle of proportionality

· While details of air pollutant emission rates, and the apportionment of these due to HGV traffic, are not considered here, the Court Findings confirm that such a ban could not be regarded as a “plan” or “programme” within the meaning of the Air Pollution Directive, should such a plan or programme of measures prove necessary, and

· The relevant authorities are “under a duty to examine carefully the possibility of using measures less restrictive of freedom of movement, and discount them only if their inadequacy in relation to the objective pursued is clearly established”; such measures noted in the context of the above ruling, for application to all users, include

· Restriction HGVs at peak hours

· Possibility of gradually introducing the traffic ban for various EURO classes of HGVs

· Night ban on HGVs

· Speed limits

· Introduction of an ecopoints system on road, rail and combined transport as laid down in Protocol No. 9.

DCC Draft HGV Management Strategy. 
The Motion discussed by the Area Committee in November 2005 suggested a daytime restriction on all HGVs of three axles or more between the hours of 07.00 and 19.00, unless exempted by permit issued by the Dublin City Manager. This measure is also included in the Dublin City Council Draft HGV Management Strategy, currently on display on the DCC website, in respect of which submissions are requested by Friday 10th February. 

As the proposed restriction includes the possibility of exemption for certain categories and includes for a full daytime ban rather than peak hours only, there is a possibility that it might be construed as discriminatory in its application or contrary to the free movement and transport of goods, based on the findings of the European Court in the above Ruling. 

It is recommended, therefore, that this report be forwarded to Dublin City Council with a suggestion that a formal legal opinion be obtained by the City Council prior to the introduction of the proposed or any similar restriction.”  
Mr. M. O’Keeffe summarised report and following contributions from Councillors, T.McDermott, M. Ardagh, C. Keane and A. White the report was NOTED.     

TR/93/06   PART 8 REPORT – LIMEKILN ROAD EXTENSION TO GREENHILLS ROAD 

The following Report, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:


“
Comhairle Chontae Átha Cliath Theas

South Dublin County Council
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MEETING OF TERENURE/RATHFARNHAM AREA COMMITTEE

TUESDAY 7th FEBRUARY 2006

REPORT ON PART 8 LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND

DEVELOPMENT) REGULATIONS 2001

THE PROPOSED

LIMEKILN ROAD EXTENSION
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction

2.0 Consultation Process

3.0 Written Submissions

4.0 Submissions and Observations – Details and Responses.

5.0 Summary

1.0
Introduction

Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (S.I. No. 600 of 2001) prescribes the requirements in respect of Local Authority Development for the purposes of Section 179 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000.  The Regulations apply to the proposed works involved in the Limekiln Road Extension.

The proposed works as advertised consist of the following: -

1. Construction of approximately 330 metres of 9 metre wide carriageway between Greenhills Road and Limekiln Road.

2. Construction of cycletracks and footpaths.

3. Installation of signal control at the junction of Limekiln Road Extension and Greenhills Road.

4. Provision of pedestrian lights close to the end of the existing Limekiln Roads.

5. Provision of pedestrian and maintenance entrances to Tymon Park.

6. Provision of drainage and associated features.

7. Provision of public lighting, road markings and signage.

2.0
Consultation Process

The proposal was advertised in accordance with Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 and was on public display from Thursday 14th July 2005 until Thursday 11th August 2005. Any person wishing to make a submission or observation with respect to the proposed works was invited to do so in writing.  The latest date for receipt of submissions regarding the proposed works was 8th September 2005.

3.0
Written Submissions

Eighteen written submissions, which are included in full in Appendix 1, were received from the following: -

1. Roads and Traffic Department, SDCC.

2. Water Maintenance Section, SDCC.

3. Ms. Joan Ward.  Email, fattybells@hotmail.ie.
4. Ms. Geraldine O’Reilly on behalf of Donald & Kathleen O’Reilly, 38 Limekiln Road, Manor Estate, Dublin 12.
5. Water Maintenance Section, SDCC.

6. Planning Department. SDCC.

7. Greenpark Football Club, Paul Reid (Secretary), 64a Walnut Close, Kingswood, Dublin 24.
8.
Murphy Solicitors, Fiona Lee, Mount Clarence House, 91 Upper Georges Street, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin.
9.
Greenhills Residents Association, Mary Gahan, C/O Greenhills, Community Centre, Rear St Joseph’s Road, Greenhills, Dublin 12.
10. Mr. Barry J. Doyle, 2 Tibradden Grove, Greenpark, Dublin 12.
11. Kevin & Theresa Duffy, 12 Kippure Ave, Greenpark, Walkinstown, Dublin 12.
12. Mr. Gerry McDonnell, 4 Kippure Ave, Greenpark, Dublin 12.
13. Greenpark Residents Association, Christopher Merrigan & Bernadette Hynes, 13 Glendoo Close, Greenpark, Walkinstown, Dublin 12.
14. Mr. Liam Brown, 2williamb@eircom.net 

15. Mr. Larry Morris, 9 Lugnaquilla Ave, Green Park, Dublin 12.
16. Dublin Transportation Office (DTO), Floor 3, Hainault House, 69-71 St. Stephens Green, Dublin 2.
17. Councillor Cait Keane on behalf of Mr. Gerry McDonnell, 7 Kippure Avenue, Green Park, Dublin 12. 
18. Ms. Maureen Horan, maureen.horan@shenickgroup.com 

A file containing the submissions is available at the meeting.

4.0
Submissions and Observations – Details and Responses.

Comments and Observations received from the eighteen submissions and Responses to each are as follows:

1.
Roads & Traffic Department, SDCC.

This submission states that ‘cycle facilities should be designed and provided in accordance with the current Cycle Design Manual’.

The submission also states that ‘cycle tracks are marked through junctions, 
Response:
Cycle facilities have been designed and provided in accordance with the current Cycle Design Manual and to South Dublin County Council’s Standards. Detailed design of the scheme will conform to the Cycle Design Standard current at that time.

All junctions have been assessed individually.  The detailed design of each junction will be discussed with, and subject to the approval of, the Traffic Section of the Roads and Traffic Department of South Dublin County Council. 

2.
Water Maintenance Section, SDCC.
This submission states that the ‘Water Maintenance Section has no objection to the scheme subject to the recommendations of the Water Area Engineer being accommodated in the detailed design’. The submission lists water infrastructure affected by the scheme and possible action required.

Response:

All utility / service providers will be contacted at detailed design stage and impact on all services (including water services) will be identified and dealt with in conjunction with, and to the requirements of, each individual utility / service provider.

3. Ms. Joan Ward.  Email, fattybells@hotmail.ie.

also
4. Ms. Geraldine O’Reilly on behalf of Donald & Kathleen O’Reilly, 38 Limekiln Road, Manor Estate, Dublin 12.


These submissions concern anticipated increased traffic volumes on Limekiln Road, speed levels on the road and lack of traffic calming measures. 

Response: 

It is anticipated that traffic levels within Green Park Estate will reduce as a result of the proposed Limekiln Road Extension. Traffic volumes may however increase on Limekiln Road.

Traffic calming measures have recently been installed on the existing Limekiln Road.  It is proposed to extend these measures to the proposed Limekiln Road Extension, thereby restricting speed and providing a safer road environment.

 5.
Water Management Section, SDCC.

This submission concerns the same issue as Submission No. 2 and describes in greater detail requirements in relation to existing and proposed water services.

Response: 

All utility / service providers will be contacted at detailed design stage and impact on all services (including water services) will be identified and dealt with in conjunction with, and to the requirements of, each individual utility / service provider.

6. Planning Department, SDCC.

This submission outlines a description of the proposed scheme, its context in relation to Zoning and Road Objectives vis-à-vis the County Development Plan. 

The submission further states the following:

‘The proposed Limekiln Road Extension to Greenhills Road is an objective included in the Development Plan 2004-2010 as indicated in the written statement and maps. 

Road designs should have regard to the sustainable place making model as outlined in Section 11.8 – Road Design Considerations – of the Development Plan 2004-2010, if applicable.

The drawings displayed do not detail items such as landscaping and boundary treatment.  This is a detail that may need addressing to ensure that open spaces are adequately dealt with to avoid security and anti-social behaviour issues’.
Response: 

The proposed scheme involves the extension of Limekiln Road to Greenhills Road.  The scheme has and will have regard to the sustainable place making model as outlined in Section 11.8 – Road Design Considerations – of the Development Plan 2004-2010, where applicable.

Details such as landscaping will be to South Dublin County Council standards. New boundaries in Tymon Park will be similar to existing boundaries currently in place. 

7. Greenpark Football Club, Paul Reid (Secretary), 64a Walnut Close, Kingswood, Dublin 24.
This submission concerns the playing fields to the east of the proposed Limekiln Road Extension and the future of this area.

Response:
The Roads Department of South Dublin County Council proposes to construct the Limekiln Road Extension to the layout shown on the Part 8 Display Drawing.  The proposed road alignment does not impact on the existing playing pitches and therefore there will be no change to the current status of this area. The area in question is zoned Objective GB – to preserve a ‘Green Belt’ between development areas. There are no plans to change this zoning status.

8.
Murphy Solicitors, Fiona Lee, Mount Clarence House, 91 Upper Georges Street, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin.

This submission has been made on behalf of William and Louise Walters of Tymon, Greenhills Road, Walkinstown, Dublin 12.

The submission states that the proposed road will be approximately 30m from the rear of the property and raises concerns in relation to:

a) Noise pollution.

b) Emissions from cars.

c) Noise pollution during construction.

d) Effect of road lighting.

e) Effect on the public park, particularly the sports fields.

The submission also states that there was an illegal dump on site, approximately 30 years ago and raises concerns over the possible uncovering of the dump.

The submission also states that ‘if the roadway is constructed that it will be necessary for them to make alterations to their property to include possible double glazing, if the noise level is of an intensive nature’.
Response:

The proposed road is 32m from the rear of the property and is in a cutting, which assists in terms of noise abatement.  A low wall and railing is proposed along the boundary of the road, which will also assist in terms of noise abatement.  Given the distance between the property and the proposed road and the level of the road it is highly unlikely that noise levels at the property will exceed acceptable levels.  A study will however be undertaken to ascertain noise impact on the property.  If the noise level exceeds acceptable limits, then a low noise surface will be installed and if necessary the boundary wall will be increased to an appropriate height as a mitigation measure.

Emissions from vehicular traffic will have no impact on the property.

Normal construction activities are generally restricted to the period between 8.00am and 7.00pm, Monday to Friday and between 9.00am and 4.30pm on Saturdays. This excludes the pumping out of excavations, security and emergency works.  It will be a requirement of the Construction Contract that noise control measures be in place at all times e.g. construction vehicles and equipment to be properly maintained, equipment used intermittently to be shut down or throttled back to a minimum during periods when not in use, all vehicles and equipment to be fitted with exhaust silencers, where appropriate.  Dust control measures will also be implemented to minimise dust emanating from the construction site.

Lighting on the proposed road will be positioned so that the direction of light is away from the property.

The Roads Department of South Dublin County Council proposes to construct the Limekiln Road Extension to the layout shown on the Part 8 Display Drawing. The proposed road alignment does not impact on the existing playing pitches and therefore there will be no change to the current status of this area.

Investigations will be carried out to ascertain ground conditions along the proposed route of the road.  If illegally dumped material is encountered it will be properly dealt with by removal to a licensed landfill.

9.
Greenhills Residents Association, Mary Gahan, c/o Greenhills, Community Centre, Rear St Joseph’s Road, Greenhills, Dublin 12.
This submission raises concerns in relation to increased traffic volumes on Limekiln Avenue travelling from Greenhills Road to St. Peters Road. It states that ‘at present the residents of St. James Road and residents of the roads leading off St. James Road have serious difficulties entering the stream of traffic on St. James Road.


The submission also states that the Tymon Park is ‘an amenity for the people and not a facility for use as a solution to the traffic congestion/free flow problem of South County Dublin’.


Response:
It is anticipated that the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration will have little impact on through-traffic within Green Park.  However, it is anticipated that the Limekiln Road Extension will reduce the extent of ‘rat-running’ that currently exists within Green Park.

Traffic calming measures are currently being installed on the existing Limekiln Road.  It is proposed to extend these measures to the proposed Limekiln Road Extension, thereby restricting speed and providing a safer road environment.  This will also make this route less attractive to ‘rat-running’ traffic that currently utilises this route.  

The Scheme is an objective of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 – 2010. The various elements of the Scheme form the following Objectives of the Development Plan 2004 – 2010:

· The realigned road is a 6-year Roads Objective.

· The provision of cycle facilities is a proposed Cycle Route Network Objective.

The Scheme also forms part of the Integrated Framework Plan for Land Use and Transportation for the Tallaght Area (IFPLUT).  The Plan, finalised in 2003, was commissioned by South Dublin County Council and the Dublin Transportation Office (DTO).  Its purpose was to establish a strategy to maximise the potential benefit of sustainable development of the area and to fully utilise proposals for improving public transport and highway systems, together with cycling and walking facilities.  The Limekiln Road Extension forms part of the proposed cycle and road network improvements examined under IFPLUT.

10. Mr. Barry J. Doyle, 2 Tibradden Grove, Greenpark, Dublin 12.

This submission concerns both the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration Scheme and the Limekiln Road Extension Scheme.  The submission also raises issues in relation to traffic calming measures within Green Park Estate.  Issues relating to the Limekiln Road Extension are as follows:
1) That there be no change to the status of the playing pitches in Tymon Park.

2) That a pedestrian bridge be installed instead of the proposed pedestrian crossing.

3) That traffic lights be installed at the junction of Kippure Avenue and Limekiln Road.

4) That local residents and community groups be kept informed of any alterations or changes to the developments already planned.

The submission also states that ‘as a resident I am in favour of any plan to ease traffic in the estate and improve our quality of life’.

Response:

1) The Roads Department of South Dublin County Council proposes to construct the Limekiln Road Extension to the layout shown on the Part 8 Display Drawing.  The proposed road alignment does not impact on the existing playing pitches and therefore there will be no change to the current status of this area.

2) A pedestrian bridge is not warranted at this location from either a pedestrian safety or pedestrian numbers viewpoint. A signalised pedestrian crossing close to the end of the existing Limekiln Road is proposed as part of the scheme

3) Traffic levels do not warrant traffic lights at this location.  Traffic calming measures recently installed on Limekiln Road and similar measures on the proposed Limekiln Road Extension will assist traffic at this junction.  It is however proposed to include ducting at this location in order that traffic lights can be fitted at a later date, if the need arises.

4) There are no changes proposed to the scheme.  

11. Kevin & Theresa Duffy, 12 Kippure Ave, Greenpark, Walkinstown, Dublin 12.

This submission makes general observations in relation to traffic and traffic congestion within Green Park Estate.  The submission states that ‘having regard to the foregoing the proposed development is welcome and has the potential to ameliorate the problems highlighted.  For that reason we fully support the Council’s proposals’.

The submission also states that ‘the effectiveness of the proposed scheme in reducing traffic volumes through the estate will be significantly impaired unless the present entrance to Green Park from Greenhills Road is closed’.
Response:
The closure or non-closure of the entrance to Green Park from Greenhills Road via the ‘dip’ is associated with the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration Scheme.  The majority of submissions in relation to the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration Scheme requested that this link be kept open. 

It is anticipated that the Limekiln Road Extension will significantly reduce the volume of traffic accessing the Greenhills Road via the ‘dip’.  The access to Green Park to/from Greenhills Road via the ‘dip’ will remain open to traffic as part of the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration Scheme.

12. Mr. Gerry McDonnell, 4 Kippure Ave, Greenpark, Dublin 12.

This submission concerns both the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration Scheme and the Limekiln Road Extension Scheme.  Issues relating to the Limekiln Road Extension are as follows:

1) Through Traffic.

The current traffic set-up into, within and exiting Green Park is discussed including the extent of ‘rat-running’ through the estate and the resultant ‘major negative impact on our quality of life in this area’.

The submission seeks clarification in how ‘the Council, in implementing the above proposed schemes, proposes to either eliminate or to substantially reduce the amount of through traffic through this estate while at the same time facilitating residents in their usage of the estate and its environs’.
2)
Public Open Spaces.

The question of the future status of the portion of Tymon Park to the east of the proposed Limekiln Road Extension is queried and it is stated that this land should remain in the full ownership of the County Council ‘as a public open space for recreational and sporting purposes’.

Response: 

1) It is anticipated that the Limekiln Road Extension will reduce the extent of ‘rat-running’ that currently exists within Green Park.

2) The Roads Department of South Dublin County Council proposes to construct the Limekiln Road Extension to the layout shown on the Part 8 Display Drawing.  The proposed road alignment does not impact on the existing playing pitches and therefore there will be no change to the current status of this area. The area in question is zoned Objective GB – to preserve a ‘Green Belt’ between development areas. There are no plans to change this zoning status.

13. Greenpark Residents Association, Christopher Merrigan & Bernadette Hynes, 13 Glendoo Close, Greenpark, Walkinstown, Dublin 12.

This submission concerns both the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration Scheme and the Limekiln Road Extension Scheme. In relation to Limekiln Road Extension the Association states that it opposes all aspects of the proposed Scheme until:

1. South Dublin County Council provide detailed information as to how they expect the plan to impact the residents of Greenpark in relation to:

· Traffic volumes through Greenpark estate and the Limekiln Road.

2. South Dublin County Council  provides ‘cast iron’ guarantees that the proposed area of Tymon Park adjacent to Greenpark, to be sectioned by the proposed Limekiln Road Extension, will remain a GREEN designated area unless otherwise agreed by a majority of Greenpark Residents.

3. Concerns about volumes of traffic through Greenpark Estate from Limekiln/Templeogue direction to the proposed new supermarket are addressed.

4. Sufficient time is allocated by South Dublin County Council  to allow residents achieve consensus on outstanding issues relative to the proposed roads adjustments.

5. The submission also states that the ‘period allocated by South Dublin County Council  for consultation i.e. 6 weeks (extended to 8 weeks) has proved totally inadequate’.
Response: 

1. It is anticipated that the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration will result in little, if any, change to traffic volumes through Green Park Estate.  The Limekiln Road Extension is however expected to reduce through-traffic within Green Park Estate.  Traffic volumes may however increase on Limekiln Road.

2. The Roads Department of South Dublin County Council proposes to construct the Limekiln Road Extension to the layout shown on the Part 8 Display Drawing.  The proposed road alignment does not impact on the existing playing pitches and therefore there will be no change to the current status of this area. The area in question is zoned Objective GB – to preserve a ‘Green Belt’ between development areas. There are no plans to change this zoning status.

3. It is considered that the Limekiln Road Extension has little relevance to traffic associated with the new supermarket that travels through Green Park Estate.  It is considered that such traffic will be in place irrespective of whether the proposed realignment scheme is implemented or not.

4 & 5.
The requirement of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (S.I. No. 600 of 2001) in relation to Part 8 Planning procedures is as follows:

· Plans and particulars to be available for inspection for a period of not less than four weeks.

· Submissions or observations with respect to the proposed development may be made in writing before a specified date, which shall not be less than 2 weeks after the period for inspection of plans and particulars.

The plans and particulars were on official display from Thursday 14th July 2005 until Thursday 11th August 2005, a period of four weeks in compliance with the Regulations.

The latest date for receipt of submissions regarding the proposed works was 8th September 2005, a period of four weeks after the period for inspection of plans and particulars.

14.
Mr. Liam Brown, 2williamb@eircom.net
This submission concerns the following:

1. Increased traffic volumes to Limekiln Road

2. Present difficulties for residents exiting and entering their homes.

3. Dangers to children entering and exiting St. Peters School and in crossing Limekiln Road.

4. Traffic noise associated with the M50 will be increased.

5. The necessity in due course to construct ramps on the road.

6. Increased dangers to the public who wish to gain access to Tymon Park.

7. The present route to Greenhills Road through Green Park Estate regulates the speed at which traffic travels along the road and that the present ‘routes of access are sufficient to serve the needs of the public’.
Response: 

It is anticipated that traffic levels within Green Park Estate will reduce as a result of the proposed Limekiln Road Extension. Traffic volumes may however increase on Limekiln Road.

Traffic calming measures are currently being installed on the existing Limekiln Road.  It is proposed to extend these measures to the proposed Limekiln Road Extension, thereby restricting speed and providing a safer road environment.

The existing volume of traffic that ‘rat-runs’ through Green Park Estate has been a major cause of concern to residents within the estate for many years.  The Limekiln Road Extension is a 6-years Roads Objection of the Development Plan 2004-2010 and is required to control and regulate traffic in the general vicinity of Green Park.

Noise associated with the Limekiln Road Extension will be minimal and traffic calming measures and a low noise surface will mitigate the impact.

15. Mr. Larry Morris, 9 Lugnaquilla Ave, Green Park, Dublin 12.
This submission concerns the following:

1) No personal contact was made with residents of Green Park.

2) The proposal is for the convenience of more quality bus corridors and the movement of industrial traffic from as far as the Long Mile Road.

3) That an environmental impact study should be carried out to ‘allow the general concerns of residents to be heard with regard to access, public transport, consumption of traffic, splitting of a section of public park and wildlife that reside in the park’.
4) The future plans being considered for the section of park ‘sheared off from Tymon Park’.

Response:
1. The requirement of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (S.I. No. 600 of 2001) in relation to Part 8 Planning procedures is as follows:

· Plans and particulars to be available for inspection for a period of not less than four weeks.

· Submissions or observations with respect to the proposed development may be made in writing before a specified date, which shall not be less than 2 weeks after the period for inspection of plans and particulars.

The plans and particulars were on official display from Thursday 14th July 2005 until Thursday 11th August 2005, a period of four weeks in compliance with the Regulations.

The latest date for receipt of submissions regarding the proposed works was 8th September 2005, a period of four weeks after the period for inspection of plans and particulars. 


A presentation was made to the Green Park Residents Association on Tuesday 16th August 2005.  The presentation involved a detailed description of the Limekiln Road Extension and the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration Scheme followed by questions and answers.

2. There are no bus lanes on the proposed Limekiln Road Extension.  The proposed extension is independent of the bus lanes proposed on the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration Scheme.

3. The scheme is not of sufficient scale or content that would require the preparation of an EIS under current legislation.

4. The Roads Department of South Dublin County Council proposes to construct the Limekiln Road Extension to the layout shown on the Part 8 Display Drawing.  The proposed road alignment does not impact on the existing playing pitches and therefore there will be no change to the current status of this area.

16 Dublin Transportation Office (DTO). 

The DTO submitted one single submission covering five separate Part 8 schemes, namely a) The Greenhills Road Realignment at Parkview, b) Greenhills/Ballymount Reconfiguration, c) Limekiln Road Extension, d) Robinhood/Ballymount Reconfiguration and e) Embankment Road Extension.

The submission makes a general comment as follows:

‘The DTO supports three of the above schemes in principle as they are related to projects referred to in the DTO Strategy “A Platform for Change” under the category ‘Non-national Roads Projects – Metropolitan Area. These are a) The Greenhills Road Realignment at Parkview, b) Greenhills/Ballymount Reconfiguration and c) Embankment Road Extension’.

DTO comments particular to the Limekiln Road Extension scheme are as follows:

1. An initial examination of all these schemes taken together would indicate the provision of a new and interrelated orbital and radial route in the South Dublin County Council area.  In particular, the Robinhood extension, the Limekiln extension and the reconfiguration of the Greenhills Road would appear to provide for a new orbital route between the Long Mile Road/Naas Road and Wellington Lane, which connects with the N81.

2. The DTO would recommend that an assessment be undertaken which takes all of the schemes into account (assessment elements are detailed).

3.  The DTO would welcome the opportunity to discuss certain design elements with the local authority, in particular

· Road cross-section and lane width.

· Continuity of bus and cycle provision.

· Cycle provision through junctions.

· Pedestrian crossing facilities.

· The interaction between HGV’s and vulnerable road users’.
Response: 

1.
The proposed roads do form a connection between the Naas Road and Wellington Road, as do existing roads.  The proposed roads will not be to the standard of an ‘orbital’ road and will therefore not have the capacity for such a use.

2.
The Scheme has been a Roads Objective in numerous County Development Plans.  It is an objective of the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004 – 2010.  The various elements of the Scheme form the following Objectives of the Development Plan 2004 – 2010:

· The Limekiln Road Extension is a 6-year Roads Objective.

· The provision of cycle facilities is a proposed Cycle Route Network Objective.

The Scheme also forms part of the Integrated Framework Plan for Land Use and Transportation for the Tallaght Area (IFPLUT).  The Plan, finalised in 2003, was commissioned by South Dublin County Council and the Dublin Transportation Office (DTO).  Its purpose was to establish a strategy to maximise the potential benefit of sustainable development of the area and to fully utilise proposals for improving public transport and highway systems, together with cycling and walking facilities.  The Limekiln Road Extension forms part of the proposed cycle and road network improvements examined under IFPLUT.

3.
The Scheme has been designed to current road standards.  South Dublin County Council will discuss appropriate design elements with the DTO.

17.
Councillor Cait Keane on behalf of Mr. Gerry McDonnell, 7 Kippure Avenue, Green Park, Dublin 12.

This submission attached correspondence received by Councillor Cait Keane. Refer to Submission No. 12 in relation to the submission and Response.

18.
Ms. Maureen Horan, maureen.horan@shenickgroup.com

This submission makes comments in relation to the Limekiln Road Extension and the Greenhills Ballymount Reconfiguration Scheme.  In relation to the Limekiln Road Extension the submission requests that traffic lights be installed at the junction of Green Park Estate and Limekiln Road.

Response:

Traffic levels do not warrant traffic lights at this location.  Traffic calming measures recently installed on Limekiln Road and similar measures on the proposed Limekiln Road Extension will assist traffic at this junction.

It is proposed to include ducting at this location in order that traffic lights can be fitted at a later date, if the need arises.

5.0
Summary

The various works proposed under the Limekiln Road Extension are in accordance with the 2004-2010 County Development Plan and with the proper Planning and Development of the area.

It is therefore proposed to proceed with the Limekiln Road Extension subject to the following:

a) The inclusion of traffic calming measures on the Limekiln Road Extension, as an extension of the recently installed traffic calming measures on the existing Limekiln Road. 

b) The inclusion of ducting at the junction of Limekiln Road and Green Park Estate to enable traffic lights to be easily installed if they are deemed to be required at a future date.

The scheme will be funded from Development Levies.

A slide is available at the meeting.
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”
Mr. G. Browne, Consultant Engineer from Carroll & Browne Engineers gave a presentation. Following contributions from Councillors A. White, S. Laing, C. Keane, M. Ardagh and E. Walsh, Mr. E. Cunningham, Senior Executive Officer responded to queries raised and the Committee recommended to the Council that the scheme be implemented in accordance with the above report. 

TR/94/06   NEW WORKS 

It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/95/06   CORRESPONDENCE 

It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/96/06   CATHAOIRLEACH’S BUSINESS

BEAUFORT DOWNS – PEDESTRIAN ENTRANCE
It was proposed by Councillor A. White and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart. 

“That the Manager arrange to reinstate the area at and near the pedestrian entrance to Beaufort Downs adjacent to Rathfarnham Church as this area has become dilapidated and unsightly, the ground is uneven and dangerous, and the protective barriers/railings are damaged rendering the entire area an ugly and untidy mess."

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“The area has been examined and found to be in an unsatisfactory state.  Necessary remedial works will be carried out to the uneven ground and a contractor will be engaged to repair/reinstate the damaged railings.”
Following a contribution from Councillor A. White the report was NOTED.


TR/97/06   TEMPLEOGUE VILLAGE – PARKING 


It was proposed by Councillor S. Laing and seconded by Councillor C. Keane.

"That the Manager update this Committee on the negotiations to proceed with the extra parking which is badly needed in Templeogue village?"

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“A meeting is arranged with the owner of the Templeogue Inn for Friday 3rd February. The meeting is to discuss the agreement required to allow a connection between the car parks. It is hoped to finalise an agreement at the meeting and progress to the next stage of public consultation. 

A detailed report will be presented to a future meeting.”

Following contributions from Councillors S. Laing and C. Keane, Mr. E. Cunningham, Senior Executive Officer responded to queries raised, the report was NOTED and it was AGREED that a further report would be presented to the March meeting of this Committee.


TR/98/06   TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT – TERENURE/TEMPLEOGUE 

It was proposed by Councillor M. Ardagh and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart.

"That the Manager and the Roads Engineer arrange a public meeting with the Residents Associations in the general area affected  and other interested parties to fully brief them on the Consultants' Report on Traffic Management in Terenure/Templeogue."

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“The report presented to the January Area Committee Meeting by MVA Consultants in conjunction with Dublin City Council indicates a preliminary range of options which might be considered in assessing potential traffic management measures for the Terenure-Rathfarnham area. As such, it would be premature to undertake public consultation of the above nature at the present time and, as advised to the meeting, the public are being invited initially to submit observations via the DCC and South Dublin web-sites. However, should the study advance to the stage where formal consultation is required in respect of firm proposals, a full Part 8 public consultation process will be carried out, and the members will be advised in advance of same.”   

A discussion ensued to which Councillors, M. Ardagh, T. McDermott, S. Laing, C. Keane, A. White and J. Lahart contributed, Mr. M. O’Keeffe responded to queries raised and it was AGREED that an advertisement would be placed in the public press inviting comments.   It was also AGREED to advise Dublin City Council that the Committee has a number of reservations in relation to the study proposals, and will discuss the matter again at the March Area Committee Meeting, following which a more detailed submission will be forwarded to the City Council for consideration.

TR/99/06   SPAWELL ROUNDABOUT – TRAFFIC FLOW 

It was proposed by Councillor E. Walsh and seconded by Councillor T. McDermott.

"That this Committee request that the Roads Department examine the traffic flow at the Spawell Roundabout on the N81 and in particular examine what measures are required to alleviate problems being experienced by traffic exiting from the southern end of the roundabout at rush hour as motorists are experiencing delays of up to 20 minutes at this interchange."

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Traffic flows at this roundabout will be examined as requested and a report presented to a future meeting of the Area Committee.”

Mr. E. Cunningham, Senior Executive Officer summarised the report which was NOTED.


TR/100/06   WELLINGTON LANE/LIMEKILN DRIVE – PEDESTRIAN CROSSING 

It was proposed by Councillor S. Laing and seconded by Councillor A. White.

"That this Committee calls on the Manager to establish a pedestrian crossing close to the junction of Wellington Lane and Limekiln Drive as it is virtually impossible for pedestrians to cross Wellington Lane at this point and given the presence of a bus stop and a significant amount of pedestrian traffic through Limekiln Drive, that this matter be addressed by way of either a pedestrian crossing or a zebra crossing and that the matter be discussed."

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Due to the close proximity of (a) traffic lights at Limekiln Road junction and (b) pedestrian lights at the entrance to Glendown Estate it would not be appropriate to have a pedestrian crossing at Limekiln Drive.  However the existing signals at the Limekiln Road junction will be assessed to see if a pedestrian phase can be incorporated.”

Councillor S. Laing made a contribution and the report was NOTED.

TR/101/06   ST. PETER’S ROAD – CAR PARK

It was proposed by Councillor M. Ardagh and seconded by Councillor C. Keane.

"That the Manager examine the feasibility of having the car park of the junction of St. Peter's Road and Cromwellsfort Road acquired or negotiated for, with the owners, for public use, with pay and display (similar to the car park at the AIB, Crumlin Cross) to facilitate the community and the businesses in the area and that he prepare a report thereon." 

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“A reference will be carried out to determine the ownership of the land in question.   The Council will then conduct a preliminary feasibility study prior to approaching the owners.   However, unless the owners are prepared to transfer the lands free of charge, the Council will not negotiate for it's purchase.” 

Following a contribution from Councillors M.Ardagh, S. Laing and C. Keane it was AGREED that a further report would be presented to the March meeting of this Committee.
PLANNING BUSINESS

TR/102/06
QUESTIONS

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart, seconded by Councillor M. Ardagh and RESOLVED:

“That pursuant to Standing Order No. 13, questions numbered 14 to 20 inclusive be ADOPTED and APPROVED.”

TR/103/06   PLANNING APPLICATION SD04A/0182
QUESTION:  Councillor M. Ardagh
"To ask the Manager to contact the developer (Curved Space Ltd.) in relation to Planning Application No. SD04A/0182 and request that the graffiti on the boundary fence of the site be removed?"

REPLY:
Permission was granted to Curved Space Ltd on 06-Jan-2005 for demolition of 1 & 2 Wellington Cottages and Filling Station at site between 1 Wellington Cottages and 45 Wellington Lane, Dublin 6W and for erection of 2 storey residential building comprising 6 apartments and single storey mini-market unit with surface carparking and goods delivery yard.

The matter of graffiti on the boundary fence is not a planning issue, but has been referred to Environmental Services.


TR/104/06  PLANNING APPLICATION SD04A/0182

QUESTION:    Councillor M. Ardagh
"To ask the Manager to give a report on Planning Application No. SD04A/0182 - 1 & 2 Wellington Cottages/45 Wellington Lane and to ask if the developer has indicated if he intends to proceed with the planning permission as it stands?”
REPLY:
Permission was granted to Curved Space Ltd on 06-Jan-2005 for demolition of 1 & 2 Wellington Cottages and Filling Station at site between 1 Wellington Cottages and 45 Wellington Lane, Dublin 6W and for erection of 2 storey residential building comprising 6 apartments and single storey mini-market unit with surface carparking and goods delivery yard.

A Commencement Notice has not been received to date in relation to the development.

TR/105/06
BODEN PARK – VISCOUNT SECURITIES
QUESTION:    Councillor J. Lahart
"To ask the Manager for an update on the planning application at Boden Park for two dwellings on behalf of Viscount Securities and whether or not the Council was successful in contacting the landowner and seeking their agreement in relation to transfer of title to the Council?"

REPLY:
Planning application Register Reference SD05A/0905 was received on 09-Nov-2005 from Viscount Securities Ltd. for Two no. two storey 3 bed semi-detached houses and associated site works, fencing etc. all on 0.59ha site at The Lawn, Boden Park, Ballyboden, Dublin 16.

A decision to Refuse Permission was made by the Council in this case on 20-Dec-2005, for the following reasons:

1. Due to the configuration of the site it is considered that the proposed development of two dwellings on a corner site would break the established building line and would therefore visually detract from the area and create an undesirable precedent for similar developments in the area.  It is therefore considered that the development would seriously injure the amenities, or depreciate the value of property in the vicinity, and would be contrary to the land use zoning objective of the area objective A 'to protect and/or improve residential amenity' as stated in the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010.

2. Having regard to the accumulated impacts on the residential amenity of the area from two proposed two storey semi-detached dwellings it is considered that the proposed development would constitute a material contravention of the zoning objective, as set out in the South Dublin County Development Plan 2004-2010, regarding the protection of residential amenity and would therefore be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

3. Due to the configuration of the site it is considered that the proposed location of the dwellings approximately 1m from the existing mature hedgerow on site would result in substandard residential amenity and a cramped form of development which would be contrary to proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

The applicant stated in the application that they are the owners of the site and that ownership was acquired circa 1976.  The Development Department has confirmed that there is no record of the Council having owned the lands included in the planning application referred to, nor has any contact been made with the landowner with a view to the Council acquiring these lands. 


TR/106/06
BODEN PARK – ENFORCEMENT ACTION
QUESTION:    Councillor J. Lahart
"To ask the Manager for a full and comprehensive report on any enforcement action that has been taken on the lands to the rear of The Green, Boden Park in relation to works associated with the all-weather pitches?"

REPLY:
Planning permission was granted on 27th January 2005 under Register Reference SD04A/0369 for the following proposed development on lands at the open space adjoining Sancta Maria, College & Green Route, Dublin 16 at Ballyboden St. Enda's GAA Club;

"Provision of two GAA pitches (145 M x 95 M) with associated site works to existing open space/playing fields.  New 2.4m high palisade fencing to the southern boundary along the rear of the existing house (18 to 58 The Glen (even numbers only)."

Planning permission was also granted on 27th January 2005 under Register Reference SD04A/0580 for the following proposed development:

"Provision of synthetic playing surface (hockey pitch) and 10m perimeter fencing for the use of Sancta Maria College.  The application also includes for the provision of associated site works and floodlighting to a height of 15.2 metres." on lands within the control of Ballyboden St. Enda's GAA Club.

Following receipt of written complaints to Planning Enforcement, the above lands were inspected by the Planning Inspector.  The Inspector has reported that works have been carried out on the lands located to the rear of 18 -58 The Glen, Boden Park, with some trees at this location removed, and others having had branches removed.  Extensive undergrowth has also been stripped out.

The Planning Inspector also reported that the height of the floodlights erected along the hockey pitch measure 18 metres instead of the approved height of 15.2 metres under the grant of permission obtained under Regsiter Reference SD04A/0580.

Accordingly, a Warning Letter (dated 30th January 2006) pursuant to Section 152 of the Planning & Development Act 2000 has been served on the owner of the above lands in relation to (i) The damage and removal of trees to the rear of Nos 18 to 58, The Glen, Boden Park and (ii) the erection of floodlighting to a height of 18 metres instead of the approved height of 15.2 metres under the grant of planning permission obtained under Register Reference SD04A/0580.


TR/107/06   STONEPARK ABBEY – TAKING IN CHARGE

QUESTION:   Councillor S. Laing
"To ask the Manager when will Stonepark Abbey be taken in charge as discussed at the recent Deputation."
REPLY:
Stonepark Abbey, Rathfarnham was developed by M. & N. O’Grady developments. 

The Council has prepared and issued a list of outstanding remedial works necessary to bring this development to taking-in-charge standard, to the developer. 

The outstanding works include: works to manholes, cable link manhole and reinstatement of ESB trench.  “As constructed” drawings have been requested from the developer and are awaited.  

No request has yet been received by the Council from the developer to have Stonepark Abbey taken in charge. 

TR/108/06   ST. PETER’S SCHOOL – PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

QUESTION:   Councillor E. Walsh
"To ask the Manager for an update on the proposed development at rear of St. Peter's School?"

REPLY:
Planning application Register Reference SD05A/0847 was received from Promster Developments Ltd. on 14-Oct-2005 for a proposed development at Temple Manor Avenue off Limekiln Farm & St. Peters School, Greenhills, Dublin 12.

The proposed development comprises demolition of the existing 3 storey school building and the construction of 30 no. dwellings which are broken down into 5 blocks A, B, C, D and E all above basement as follows: Block A consists of a 3 storey block containing a total of 5 no. apartments as follows- 4 no. 3 bed & 1 no. 2 bed apartments with dormer windows facing north-east & south-west;  Block B consists of a 4 storey block containing, 7 no. apartments consisting of 6 no. 2 bed apartments and 1 no. 3 bed apartment which is incorporated within the roof with dormer windows facing north-east & south-west;  Block C consists of a 4 storey block containing 7 no. apartments consisting of 6 no. 2 bed apartments and 1 no. 3 bed apartment which is incorporated within the roof with dormer windows facing north-west and south-east;  Block D consists of 9 no. 3 storey terrace houses consisting of 9 no. 3 bed with balconies;  Block E consists of a 4 storey block containing 2 no. 4 bed houses with the fourth floor incorporated within the roof and dormer windows facing north-east & south-west;  basement level consists of 44 no. car parking spaces, plant room, attenuation tank, and lift & stairs for access to the courtyard and access to Block E;  ground level consists of 7 no. car spaces, refuse storage and bicycle storage located to the south-east of the site and covered lift and staircase for access to the basement located in the courtyard, together with an E.S.B. substation facing south-west with pedestrian and vehicular access off Limekiln Farm Road with security gates all with proposed landscaped courtyard, boundary treatment and site development works.

A decision was made by the Council to Grant Permission in this case on 08-Dec-2005.

A Third Party appeal was lodged with An Bord Pleanala on 22-Dec-2005, Reference No.  PL06S.215659 refers.  A decision is due by An Bord Pleanala on or before 19-Apr-2006.


TR/109/06   EDEN GROVE – SIGNAGE

QUESTION:   Councillor A. White
"To ask the for the Conservation Officer’s report regarding St. Catherine’s Georgian House and Park?"

REPLY:

St. Catherine’s, Augustinian Site, Ballyboden - 

Report Of Conservation Officer
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Front Elevation - Former St. Catherine’s House       Rear Elevation – Former St. Catherine’s House

INTRODUCTION

The (former) St. Catherine’s House is located within the grounds of the Augustinian site, Taylors Lane, Ballyboden.  A number of submissions have been received requesting that the former St. Catherine’s be included on the Record of Protected Structures.  Submissions/recommendations have been received from The Glendoher and District Residents Association, Ballyboden Road Cottages Residents Association and An Taisce.  The structure in question is an early to mid 19th century former house. It should be noted that the former St. Catherine’s was not identified under the National Inventory of Architectural Heritage, which was carried out for South Dublin County during 2002.   Presently the buildings are being used by the health authorities as a care facility  

The structure was dramatically altered and extended to accommodate its new use as a seminary in the c.1950s. The entire exterior of the original structure has been completely altered to match the 1950s wings making it difficult to identify.

A visual inspection of both the exterior and interior of the site was carried out.  It was evident from the inspection that many, what appear to be, original internal features are intact although the original layout of the former house has been totally altered due to subdivision of areas relating to its change of use.  Some of the internal features include a very fine staircase with a very decorative newel post and trend ends.  Original plasterwork exists along the stairs and landings and in some of the rooms located in the first floors.  There would also appear to be original fireplaces in some of the front and rear rooms on the ground floor (access was not possible throughout the whole building).  Original window boxes and shutters also remain intact although the original windows have been replaced with inappropriate aluminium windows. There are however single pane timber sliding sash windows remaining on each half landing of the original staircase.

A number of archival searches were carried out in order to ascertain a full understanding of the historical development of the structure/site. The searches proved ineffective as no such information could be found.

CONCLUSION:

St. Catherine’s has been substantially altered externally and internally. The original structure is unrecognisable today due to the addition of the 1950s wings and external render used to marry the old building with the later additions. 

Under Section 2 of the Planning and Development Act 2000, the term ‘structure’ means “any building, structure, excavation, or other thing constructed or made on, in, or under any land, or any part of a structure so defined, (a) where the context so admits, includes the land on, in or under which the structure is situate, and (b) in relation to a protected structure or proposed protected structure, includes (i) the interior of the structure, (ii) the land lying within the curtilage of the structure, (iii) any other structures lying within that curtilage and their interiors, and (iv) all fixtures and features which form part of the interior or exterior of any structure or structures”.  

The placing of a structure on the Record of Protected Structures means that the entire site is a protected structure.  This would include all existing buildings on site - their exteriors, interiors, fixtures and fittings. The protection also extends to the lands of the site and as such come under the provisions of the Planning and Development Act 2000.  To include the former St. Catherine’s on the Record of Protected Structure solely for the protection of some internal features would give protection to the site as a whole.  In this case it is difficult to justify the inclusion of the entire site on the Record of Protected Structures.

It is recommended under the Architectural Heritage Protection Guidelines that “a planning authority must decide whether a structure is worthy of inclusion in the Record of Protected Structures (RPS) by identifying the characteristics of special interest, which would merit its inclusion”.  Part 2 of the Guidelines indicates features, which may contribute to the character and special interest of a structure.  The Planning Act requires that a protected structure be of special interest under one or more of the following categories: Architectural, Historical, Archaeological, Artistic, Cultural, Scientific, Technical and social.  

Architectural interest is the most common category associated with structures on the Record of Protected Structures.  “Architectural interest refers to the characteristics of architectural interest which may be attributed to a structure or part of a structure with such qualities e.g. a structure with an interior that is well designed rich in decoration, complex or spatially pleasing”.  

It is considered that although the interior of the former St. Catherine’s has some existing features of interest it is not entirely rich in decoration, therefore justification can not be made that the structure is of architectural interest on internal features alone.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is considered that the former St. Catherine’s House does not merit inclusion on the Record of Protected Structures. It is considered that the site as a whole provides some level of architectural and social interest.  It is therefore considered that a provision or policy be included in the proposed Ballyboden Village Plan for the safeguarding of the original architectural features of the house. 



TR/110/06   PLANNING FILES


(A) Large Applications Under Consideration


	SD05A/0324
	Reg. Date:

25-Jan-2006
Applicant’s Name:

Thomas & Elizabeth Lee
Submission Type:

Clarification of Additional Information

	Location:

Cherbury Mews, Knocklyon Road, Dublin 16
Proposed Development:

Demolition of existing house and construction of a split level two/three storey residential development comprising of 3 no. one bedroom apartments, 12 no. two bed apartments and 1 no. three bedroom apartment and semi-basement parking for 24 cars.
Decision Due on or before:

21-Feb-2006



(B) Files Requested by Members
SD05A/0880
Applicant:

Martina & Alan Murphy

Location:

1, Marley Rise, Rathfarnham, Dublin 16

Development:
Two storey three bedroom detached house to side garden, incorporating third bedroom to attic space with new vehicular entrance to front.

Councillors A. White and M. Ardagh requested an update on this application.


J. Browne, Administrative Officer, informed the Councillor’s that Additional Information had been requested on this application. 

SD05A/1066
Applicant:

Hutchinson 3G Ireland Ltd.

Location:

Terenure Badminton Centre, Whitehall Road, Dublin 12

Development:
The installation of 3 no. antenna, 1 no. radio link dish at roof level, associated equipment and outdoor equipment cabinet at ground level for a new 3G broadband network.


Councillors M. Ardagh and C. Keane expressed concerns regarding health issues and the proliferation of masts in the area.


Councillor S. Laing supported Councillors Ardagh and Keane in their comments.
TR/111/06
REPORT ON TAKING IN CHARGE OF ESTATES

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:


“The attached detailed listing sets out the up-to-date position on the taking in charge of developments.

One Estate was taken in charge in 2005 and 2 Estates have been taken in charge in 2006 to date.  Taking in charge recommendations are being prepared in a further 2 cases.  

The following is the up to date priority listing for the Terenure/Rathfarnham area:-

Barton Avenue


Stonepark Abbey (Phase 1)

Hyde Park


Stonepark Abbey (Phase 2)



Orlagh Grove


The Recorders


Terenure/Rathfarnham Area


Meeting of the Terenure/Rathfarnham Area Committee (1) - 07/02/2006


Item No.  H-I (8) - Taking in Charge Listing

No. of Houses
Estate                     Location
Developer                Works Outstanding

A
ESTATES TAKEN IN CHARGE IN 2005

5           
Whitechurch Stream                Rathfarnham
Alan Madigan
          Taken in Charge 




          10/10/2005

A2
ESTATES TAKEN IN CHARGE IN 2006

60          
Prospect Downes                    Rathfarnham
Albany Homes Ltd        Taken in charge 




           on 09/01/2006

256        
Prospect Manor                       Stocking Lane
Cavan Developments    Taken in charge




            on 09/01/2006

C
ESTATES WHERE TAKING IN CHARGE RECOMMENDATIONS ARE BEING PREPARED:

6           
Hyde Park                               Terenure
Michael Jordan
            6 infill houses. 




            Works complete.  
                                                                                                                                  Only small section of





            footpath and drainage
                                                                                                                                  to be TIC. Drawings     
                                                                                                                                  submitted and being     
                                                                                                                                  checked.

6
            The Recorders                        Whitehall Road                Anthony Graham          Remedial Works 
              (154 Whitehall Road)                                                                                      Completed.                              

D
ESTATES WHERE TAKING IN CHARGE WORKS ARE STILL OUTSTANDING

7
           Barton Avenue                        Rathfarnham
John J. McDonald Ltd.    Minor works outstanding                                           
                                                                                                                                   including markers on 
                                                                                                                                   hydrants and locks on  
                                                                                                                                   manholes. As constructed
                                                                                                                                   drawings requested and          
                                                                                                                                   awaited.

158
        Orlagh Grove (Phase 2)          Scholarstown
Menolly Properties Ltd    TIC survey has been 
                                                                                                                                   completed and lists issued. 




             The outstanding items 
                                                                                                                                    include works to; roads,   
                                                                                                                                    footpaths, kerbs, grass  
                                                                                                                                    margins, drainage,              
                                                                                                                                    manhole covers and 

                                                                                                                                    hydrant markers. "As  

                                                                                                                                    constructed" drawings are    

                                                                                                                                    awaited. A letter has been  

                                                                                                                                    issued to developer re:  

                                                                                                                                    sequestration of bond.

0
              Rockwood                           Rathfarnham
Blackhorse Development Developer applied to have 
                                                                                                                                    sewer TIC. The sewer is 

                                                                                                                                    225m diameter pipe  

                                                                                                                                    installed by them under 
                                                                                                                                    the supervision of SDCC 
                                                                                                                                    and is now running  

                                                                                                                                    through public open space 
                                                                                                                                    in Rockwood.  Wayleave  

                                                                                                                                    application awaited.

No. of Houses
Estate                       Location
Developer
             Works Outstanding

85       Stonepark Abbey       Rathfarnham                  M & N O’Grady Devs.     A list of outstanding



  (Ph. 1, 2 & 3) 

            works has been issued to 
                                                                                                                             the developer which 
                                                                                                                             include works to manholes     

                                                                                                                             cable link manhole and       

                                                                          reinstatement to ESB            

                                                                          trench. "As constructed"  

                                                                          drawings are awaited.  No  

                                                                          request has been received   

                                                                          from the developer to have  

                                                                          the estate taken in charge.

H
PRIVATE DEVELOPMENTS (NOT TO BE TAKEN IN CHARGE)

46          
Cypress Downes                     Templeogue
Castlepark Construction   Minor works outstanding



Ltd.
              which includes unfinished                           
                                                                                                                                    manholes.
19          
Edenbrook Court                    Rathfarnham
Deane Bros Ltd.
              Problem with gabions  
                                                                                                                                    awaiting report from  
                                                                                                                                    Deane Bros. 

18           
Edenbrook Manor                  Rathfarnham
Clayworth
              Management Agreement 
                                                                                                                                    required.

12           
Limekiln Green                     Greenhills
McHugh Management      The outstanding items 
                                                                                                Company Ltd                 include works to 
                                                                                                                                    footpath, Hydrant  
                                                                                                                                    markers, reposition ESB   
                                                                                                                                    standard in footpath   
                                                                                                                                    and replace 2m road 
                                                                                                                                    wearing course.

65            
Owendoher Court                 Ballyboden
Deane Bros. 
                                                                                               Developments 

5               
Willbrook Villas                   Rathfarnham
Eastern Homes Ltd          Works outstanding – 
                                                                                                                                    drainage situation being                                                                                                                                                             
                                                                                                                                    monitored.”
It was AGREED to take Motion No. 11 in the name of Councillor J. Lahart in conjunction with the above.

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. McDermott.
"That the Manager, as a matter of urgency, pursue the developers of mature estates that are, as in the case of Orlagh Grove, for example, waiting many years to be taken-in-charge and where outstanding works remain to be undertaken and to outline how the Council intends to deal with this totally unacceptable position, and to provide this committee with a timescale for delivery on outstanding works."

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“The Council have endeavoured for some time to get the developers, Menolly Properties Ltd., to complete the outstanding taking in charge works in Orlagh Grove.  

The outstanding items to bring the estate to taking-in-charge standard are as follows:  works to roads, footpaths, kerbs, grass margins drainage, manhole covers and hydrant markers. “As constructed” drawings have also been requested from the developer and are awaited. 

A letter requesting the developer, Menolly Properties Ltd., to respond within 28 days on the above works outstanding, has been issued. 

The Council holds a Construction Industry Federation Letter of Guarantee, in the sum of €25,000, as security toward the satisfactory completion of this estate.

Unless a commitment is received from the developer within the 28 day period it is proposed that the Council put a claim on the Letter of Guarantee and arrange for the completion of the necessary works.” 

It was AGREED to take Motion No. 12 in the name of Councillor M. Ardagh in conjunction with the above.

It was proposed by Councillor M. Ardagh and seconded by Councillor C. Keane.

"That the Manager examine the situation in relation to Edenbrook Manor and to report on why this estate was not taken-in-charge when it was completed in 1997 and to set out in detail what needs to be done to rectify this matter."

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Edenbrook Manor was developed by Clayworth Investments Ltd. under planning permission granted in 1996 (Register Reference S96A/0159)

It was intended by the developer that this estate would not be offered for taking in charge to the council but would remain private and the planning permission required that a management company would be set up to take charge of the maintenance and up-keep of the estate..

The Management Agreement for the maintenance and control of the estate was not submitted for agreement as required in the planning permission.  The original Management Company set up by the developer has since been dissolved.

The developer informed the Council in 2004 that Allied Property Management Ltd. had been appointed to take charge of the management and maintenance of the estate, and that Allied Property Management Ltd. were to write to the residents advising them of same. 

Allied Property Management Ltd. have informed the Council that they wrote to the residents of Edenbrook Manor outlining the services which the company provided and proposing that a meeting be held to discuss same. This meeting was to set in train the process for drawing up a new management agreement for the maintenance and upkeep of the estate.

 Allied Property Management Ltd. state that they received no response to this correspondence.

The responsibility for all matters relating to the maintenance of this estate at present rests with the developer pending the setting up of a Management Company.”
Following contributions from Councillors J. Lahart, A. White, C. Keane and M. Ardagh, Mr. P. McNamara, Administrative Officer responded to queries raised and AGREED that a meeting would be set up between the residents and Developer of Edenbrook and the report was NOTED.
TR/112/06
CORRESPONDENCE

It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/113/06
CATHAOIRLEACH’S BUSINESS

BALLYBODEN ST. ENDA’S – DEVELOPMENT AT REAR OF THE GLEN, BODEN PARK 

It was proposed by Councillor A. White and seconded by Councillor J. Lahart. 

"That the Manager present a report to the meeting in detailed individual response to the 12 items of complaint made by letter to the Planning Department in December from local residents regarding apparent breaches of the their planning permission by Ballyboden St Enda's in respect of works being carried out to the rear of No's 18-58 The Glen, Boden Park, indicating what action the enforcement section now proposes to take in order to ensure full compliance with the permission granted."

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Planning permission was granted on 27th January 2005 under Register Reference SD04A/0369 for the following proposed development on lands at the open space adjoining Sancta Maria, College & Green Route, Dublin 16 at Ballyboden St. Enda's GAA Club;

"Provision of two GAA pitches (145 M x 95 M) with associated site works to existing open space/playing fields.  New 2.4m high palisade fencing to the southern boundary along the rear of the existing house (18 to 58 The Glen (even numbers only)."

Planning permission was also granted on 27th January 2005 under Register Reference SD04A/0580 for the following proposed development:

"Provision of synthetic playing surface (hockey pitch) and 10m perimeter fencing for the use of Sancta Maria College.  The application also includes for the provision of associated site works and floodlighting to a height of 15.2 metres." on lands within the control of Ballyboden St. Enda's GAA Club.

Following receipt of written complaints to Planning Enforcement, the above lands were inspected by the Planning Inspector.  The Inspector has reported that works had been carried out on the lands located to the rear of 18 -58 The Glen, Boden Park, with some trees at this location removed, and others having had branches removed.  Extensive undergrowth has also been stripped out.

The Planning Inspector also reported that the height of the floodlights erected along the hockey pitch measure 18 metres instead of the approved height of 15.2 metres under the grant of permission obtained under Register Reference SD04A/0580.

Accordingly, a Warning Letter (dated 30th January 2006) pursuant to Section 152 of the Planning & Development Act 2000 has been served on the owner of the above lands in relation to (i) The damage and removal of trees to the rear of Nos 18 to 58, The Glen, Boden Park and (ii) the erection of floodlighting to a height of 18 metres instead of the approved height of 15.2 metres under the grant of planning permission obtained under Register Reference SD04A/0580.

The other issues raised by the residents and the Councillor in this motion are not matters subject to enforcement action.  However, each resident will receive a detailed written  response to each issue raised in their complaints submitted to Planning Enforcement.  The Councillor will also be circulated with a copy of this written response to the residents.”

It was AGREED to take Motion No. 13 in the name of Councillor J. Lahart in conjunction with the above.

It was proposed by Councillor J. Lahart and seconded by Councillor T. McDermott.

"That the Manager outline any conditions attaching to the granting of planning permission for all-weather pitches at Scholarstown Road (on the site of Site of St Colmcille's Community School); and specifically to outline whether time restrictions were placed on the facility and spefically what measures were included to ameliorate noise pollution to surrounding houses; and if no restrictions were imposed by way of planning permission, what steps are open to local residents to reduce the impact of noise pollution late at night and for the Manager to take cognisance of the need for such conditions to be imposed in the future where such very welcome community and sports facilities are located adjacent to residential neighbourhoods."

The following Report by the Manager, which had been circulated, was CONSIDERED:

“Planning permission was granted to St Colmcille's Community School on 10-Feb-2005 for a proposed development at St Colmcille's Community School, Knocklyon, Dublin 16.  Register Reference SD04A/0506 refers.

The development comprises upgrading and extension of an existing Netball court area into a synthetic pitch approximately 53 mtrs wide by 97 mtrs long.  The upgrade will include the erection of perimeter fencing which will be generally 3 mtrs in height with ends of 4.5mtrs in height and the installation of eight floodlight columns which will provide artifical lighting to the pitch, to the rear of the building on existing playing fields.

The following conditions were attached to the Grant of Planning Permission:

1. The development shall be carried out in its entirety in accordance with the plans, particulars and specifications lodged with the application, and as amended by Further Information received on 29/11/04, save as may be required by the other conditions attached hereto. 

REASON: To ensure that the development shall be in accordance with the permission, and that effective control be maintained.

2. The permitted hours for use are between 9.00a.m. and 10.30 p.m. during the months of April to September and from 9.00a.m. to 10p.m. the remaining months of the year.

REASON: In the interest of residential amenity.

3. That lux levels from the flood lights shall be equal to or less than 2 lux on the windows of any existing residential property in proximity to the proposed development.  The level and direction of illumination will be reviewable at any stage at the applicants expense.

REASON:  In the interests of residential amenity.

4. The water supply and drainage infrastructure, including the disposal of surface water, shall comply with the technical requirements of the Planning Authority.

REASON: In the interests of public health and in order to ensure adequate drainage provision.

5. All landscaping works shall be carried out and completed prior to any use of the proposed facility.

REASON: In the interest of residential amenity.

6. All necessary measures shall be taken by the contractor to prevent the spillage or deposit of clay, rubble or other debris on adjoining roads during the course of the works.

REASON: In the interests of public safety and amenity.

Condition No. 2 above gives details of the permitted hours for use of the facility.  Any evidence of use outside of the permitted hours should be reported to the Enforcement Section for investigation and if necessary, Enforcement action may be taken as a result of non compliance with conditions.”

A discussion ensued to which Councillors A. White, E. Walsh, C. Keane, S. Laing, T. McDermott and J. Lahart contributed, Mr. M. Kenny, Senior Planner responded to queries raised and the reports were NOTED. 
TR/114/06   ITEMS NOT REACHED UNDER PLANNING BUSINESS
MOTIONS:

MOTION  No. 8  LUAS TALLAGHT/LUAS DUNDRUM – LINE RESERVATION
Councillor C. Keane

“That this Committee discuss the current status of the motion I had agreed as part of the Development Plan 7.6.4.i T7 Metro: That South Dublin County Council investigate the line reservation for connecting LUAS Tallaght with LUAS Dundrum and to state how this can be advanced.”
MOTION No. 9  PLANNING APPLICATION REF. No. SDO5A/1001
Councillor S. Laing
"That the Manager give a detailed Report on Planning Application Ref.No.S.D.0.5.A.-1001 as there is concern by the Residents of Wainsfort Manor Drive for an extra vehicular entrance."

MOTION No. 10 BALLYBODEN VILLAGE PLAN
Councillor T. McDermott
"That this Committee discuss, with the aid of a current status report from the Manager, the details of the public consultation process for the Ballyboden Village Plan (SLO93)."

MOTION No. 14 PLANNING APPLICATION No. SD05A/1001
Councillor M. Árdagh
"That the Manager give a report on the current status of Planning Application No. SD05A/1001 - Former Eircom Training Centre, Wainsfort Road and to confirm that the concerns of the residents in relation to the relocation of the entrance are being addressed."

DEVELOPMENT BUSINESS 

TR/115/06
QUESTIONS

It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/116/06
NEW WORKS
It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/117/06
CORRESPONDENCE
It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/118/06
CATHAOIRLEACH’S BUSINESS 
It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.


TR/119/06   ITEMS NOT REACHED UNDER DEVELOPMENT BUSINESS

HEADED ITEM:

HEADED ITEM No. 10 REPORT ON HOARDING AT WILLBROOK LAWNS 

MOTIONS:

MOTION No. 16 MOYVILLE – LAND OWNERSHIP

Councillor J. Lahart
“Given that I now understand that the proper and correct address for the developers and solicitors for Adroit Company Ltd is as follows:

Adroit Company Ltd, 67 Fitzwilliam Square, Dublin

and that the principals are Peter Maguire and Niall Campbell, and that the solicitor is Vincent Beatty of the same address, could the Manager address the query concerning the resident of 220 Moyville Estate and the land adjacent to his home and communicate formally with the said company in writing on his behalf in order, once and for all, to resolve the issue, not alone of ownership, but enable the resident to determine whether he is entitled to build or indeed sell his property, in the event that he so wished to do.”

MOTION No. 17 BALLYBODEN – SITE FOR SWIMMING POOL

Councillor J. Lahart
“That the Development Department examine the site adjacent to the Social Housing and Traveller Accommodation site at Ballyboden and the Deane Homes Development at Ballyboden Road (the site itself is, I understand, in the ownership of the Housing Department, with a view to locating a swimming pool for the local area there, situated as it is to take advantage of the pending Ballyboden Village Plan and ALL the local schools servicing Whitechurch, Ballyboden, Ballyroan, Edmondstown and Knocklyon and to prepare a plan for such a development either independently or to seek local or private community partners for such a venture.”

CORPORATE SERVICES BUSINESS

TR/120/06
QUESTIONS

It was NOTED there was no business under this heading.

TR/121/06    NEW WORKS
It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/122/06
CORRESPONDENCE

It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/123/06
CATHAOIRLEACH’S BUSINESS 
It was NOTED that there was no business under this heading.

TR/124/06   ITEM NOT REACHED UNDER CORPORATE SERVICES BUSINESS


MOTION:

MOTION No. 19 MARLEY PARK – CONCERTS 

Councillor T. McDermott
"That Manager immediately initiate discussions with Dun Laoghaire / Rathdown County Council to avoid a repeat, in summer 2006, of the disturbing behaviour that residential communities in South Dublin adjacent to Marlay Park had to endure during the programme of Rock Concerts there last summer and to seek recompense for the inevitable substantial clean-ups that this Council will have to fund."

The meeting concluded at 5.40 p.m.

Siniú  ________________              Dáta ________________ 

             An Cathaoirleach










PAGE  

