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Name Cathy, Barry
On behalf of Rinawade Residents association | wish to voice concerns regarding the Draft LAP for Leixlip.
To summarise, the current plan rezones land without any rationale being given, that would take a decade or more to develop, without the parallel provision of

improved infrastructure (water, electricity, public transport, etc), in a town which already has challenges due to geographic constraints, and in a context where
extensive development is also taking place in neighbouring towns.
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Please see accompanying document for more information
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Name Denis, McCarthy

Enter your submission here Submission on Draft Leixlip Plan 2020-2026
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Bernadine, Bracken

To whom it may concern,
| wish to make the following submission in regard to the proposed
CONFEY Urban Design Framework (KDA)

1

The “Mixed use units” concept (Section 2.1.6.1 ) is highly ambitious, given that within 500m at Riverforest Shopping Centre, there is already an array of established
businesses.

Considerable risk of not being able to attract business tenants for the many ground floor business units due to commercial non viability as local market already
covered . Empty units can result in increase in anti social behaviour and a look of urban decay.

If such a scenario arose, Landlords may be tempted to rent the business units out to lesser favourable business types that would not be of a community benefit but
are simply availing of a cheap rental premises opportunity. This could thus magnify and increase risk of antisocial behaviour.

Overall ,if the cornerstone of the “Commuity Hub” becomes an unsightly rundown area , this will not attract people or businesses to the area and a downward spiral
from there is likely.

2) the 2 proposed pedestrian bridges in the section 2.1.6.7 Movement and Access Strategy , will bring serious security issues and potential antisocial behaviour
problems to existing residents of Riverforest and Glendale Meadows. If the proposed addition of new access at Cope Bridge is to be efficient then why the need also
for 2 more additional access points . These would offer no benefit to existing residents of Riverforest and Glendale Meadows, and also with very limited benefit for
those who would potentially be using them from the new units on the other side of the canal. Infrequent use and dilapidation highly likely as a resullt.

3) the Proposed moving of Confey GAA under section 2.1.3 LAND USE, to a site North is a move which penalises the existing member base of the club and would
make it far less accessable to them . Aesthetically the club as it stands is in a pictureseque and unique green setting situated next to the canal . To move it merely for
the purpose of installing apartments in its place would seem quite drastic and unnecessary.

4) Overall , the volume of units proposed in the Confey Urban Development is excessively high, given the reliance on the Captains Hill road network. At present , the
traffic during peak times is busy . Putting additional strain on this network via the volume of units proposed would be totally detrimental to the entire town of Leixlip
and surrounds. Recent traffic diversion down Captains Hill in June/ July 2019, due to KCC closure of Kellystown lane (beside Intel) has resulted in noticeable delays
In Confey/Leixlip village during peak times.
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Hennie, Kallmeyer
Please find enclosed pdf upload submission

Leixlip_LAP_Submisison_-_FINAL_11.07.19.pdf

Sonja, Brennan
Please find attached my submission on the draft Leixlip LAP

Leixlip_Draft_LAP_11Jul2019.pdf





















Enter your submission here  Please see attached upload on behalf of the Ballymore Group, Brian O'Farrell, the Bruton Family, the Newbridge Leixlip SPV and the Rowan Family
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Nessa Jane, Boland

KDA Black Avenue.

The suggestion of building 350 houses in Black Avenue would seriously effect the traffic flow in Mill Lane which is a cul de sac. The entry / exit to Mill Lane ( a
residential area) is already over extended by multiple vehicular users for many businesses that are adjacent or in Mill Lane, eg Contractors in massive tankers
drawing sewerage into the waste water works up Black Avenue, as well as multiple cars up and down to Cornmill business park and of course the Fire Service who
always need a quick exit. Lastly the residents who struggle to get in and out of their homes at times because of all of this. May | also point out that the entrance to St
Catherine's Park actually starts at the gates beside the fire station so why would KCC consider to hand this over to a private developer to use as an entrance to his
development.
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Sean, Coyle
To Whom It May Concern,

We, the club executive of Confey GAA, would like to lodge our concerns about the Confey Urban Design Framework and the Draft Area Plan for Leixlip, specifically
the proposed development in Confey. We acknowledge that there may be a housing crisis in the greater Dublin area but it is not in the best interest of Leixlip/Confey
to develop housing on a rapid and large scale to meet the demands of national interest. Any development needs to be planned correctly with appropriate
infrastructure in place and with the desired objective to be a model community development that other areas can aspire to.

The strategic transport assessment for Confey delivered a number of road infrastructural options. No decision has been made regarding any of these options despite
the pivotal importance of them to the entire LAP. The proposed works to Cope Bridge will worsen traffic congestion for residential areas located east and west of
Captain’s Hill. It will negatively impact on the access for residents in and from their estates. The plan does not adequately factor in the impact of the major expansion
of Intel on water, sewage or transport infrastructure. The draft plan does not reflect or acknowledge the complexity of towns the size of Celbridge, Maynooth and
Leixlip lying in such close proximity to each other and sharing the same road networks and public transport systems. The scale of the plan does not harmonise with or
enhance the existing built and natural environment of Confey.

Confey GAA Club see the benefits of development in Confey for our club’s membership. We are experiencing problems with volunteering at coaching level and a loss
of involvement of our senior players when they retire from playing. There is no affordable housing in Confey and they must move further away. We ask that the scale
of this planning for Confey be altered to a level that matches the actual demand for our community. We ask that these homes are affordable for the younger residents
of the community to put down roots and raise families.

Every club wants more players but Confey GAA Club is unique in that we compete at senior level in Hurling, Football and Ladies and we struggle for pitch space for
these three senior teams. Added to that we have B teams and an excellent juvenile structure already in place. We have access to a pitch in St. Catherine’s Park but
this still does not alleviate the problem of lack of playing space. To add more housing to the area of Confey would pose a considerable difficulty for the club to cater
for these new families and so it is important that more pitches are allocated to clubs servicing the new members of the community. Confey GAA would require
additional playing fields adjacent to our current location to serve any growth in the existing community and playing numbers.

On the issue of the club’s relocation in the plan we would like it noted that Confey GAA club members were disgusted and angered by the statement in the draft
development plan stating that the land on which Confey GAA is built is underutilized, considering all the activity that takes place in Creighton Park, considering the
success we have as a club, the amount of life skills we hand down to our juvenile and adult players, the use of the facility for many community groups and the efforts
of the GAA community in coming together in Confey and establishing such a fine facility.

Confey GAA is a community club and we facilitate many community groups (basketball, old folks meeting, bridge club, winter cards, darts club, pool club, Irish
dancing, set dancing). The club was founded in 1989 as people living in this community were spending far too much time stuck in their cars trying to make their way
to play with Leixlip GAA. The traffic was very heavy at the time and we are experiencing similar traffic congestion now. The club was established in its current location
so that our members, particularly our juvenile members, could walk in safety to training and games without having to negotiate the ever increasing traffic. The new
proposal would bring more traffic. Practically all our members, playing members, mentors, social and juvenile live within walking distance from the club and we
encourage them to walk or cycle.

Confey schools (San Carlo and Confey College) utilise our pitches and facilities for matches, sports days, active school week etc. The classes can walk to the club
from the schools currently. Relocating the club to the proposed location makes our facilities inaccessible for the existing schools, teachers and school children of
Confey. The existing schools do not have the use of or access to alternative pitches or green space within the existing Confey area.
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The new proposal shifts the club 800 metres away to the periphery of the new developed community. It would be a minimum of 8-10 years before any children of new
families from new homes would be playing members of our club. So why would we move further away from our established community?

With the development of a new neighbourhood hub and the potential commercial units that may be built we would be concerned for the commercial viability of our
club bar, if units were identified as potential licensed premises. We have employees in Confey GAA and we are cognisant of our duty to keep them in paid
employment.

The existing community of Confey, our GAA members and all our community groups who access the facility, are not in favour of the club moving. Confey GAA will be
staying in its current location where it is best placed to serve the local and existing community and in time we can serve any members that new development may
bring to the area.

Regards,

Joseph, Finn

KDA Black Avenue.

| would like to point out that Black Avenue is part of St Catherines Park so | would hope that KCC allowing a developer to take it to gain access to his land. The
builder retained these lands surrounding the Leixlip Manor in the 90s in the hope that he'd get to build on and use Mill Lane to exit. Mill Lane structurally hasn't
changed in overl50 years, its i cul de sac and a very congested area at best of times so it should NOT be considered to allow an extra 350/ 500 cars enter and exit
daily to benefit a private developer.

Lauren, Devine
In the submission box put in the following:

KDA Black Avenue

| would like to bring your attention to the following.

To suggest building houses up in Black Avenue would be a disaster for many reasons :

Mill Lane is an already congested over used residential area sharing it's small cul de sac with more than nine contractors drawing into the Waste Water plant up Black
Avenue in massive tankers in and out daily, a hotel, multiple businesses and the residents. The developer in question was refused planning permission in the past in
the mid 90s so why should he be allowed now. There are many changes since the 90s here in Mill Lane, not for the better so adding this volume of traffic (to an
already over used road) which would be approximately 350-500 extra cars in a CUL DE SAC is nothing short of crazy. Also why would a developer be given the
entrance to St Catherines Park as his entrance to his housing estate?

Gavin, Devine
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KDA Black Avenue.

The suggestion of building 350 houses in Black Avenue would seriously effect the traffic flow in Mill Lane which is a cul de sac. The entry / exit to Mill Lane ( a
residential area) is already over extended by multiple vehicular users for many businesses that are adjacent or in Mill Lane, eg. contractors in large tankers drawing
sewerage into the waste water works up the Black Avenue, as well as multiple cars travelling up and down to Cornmill business park and, of course, the Fire Service
who will be largely impacted in the event of an emergency if there is a huge increase in traffic. Lastly the residents who struggle to get in and out of their homes at
times because of all of this. May | also point out that the entrance to St Catherine's Park actually starts at the gates beside the fire station so I'm not sure why the
KCC are considering to hand this over to a private developer to use as an entrance to this development.

Lorraine, Mullen

In relation to the Black Avenue KDA (not in topic drop down)

| have read the Leixlip Local Area Plan 2020 - 2026. | am sad and disappointed to see the development going into Black Avenue. | have lived in Leixlip all of my life
and it's sad to see a local park like St Catherine's park being reduced in size as in the plans. The amount of green space in Leixlip has significantly decreased over
the years and there really just isn't enough right now. | understand there is a housing crisis and the town needs to grow but the park is a very important facility for our
community. With all the extra houses recently built in Easton and the additional ones in the plan, | think it is more important than ever to develop St Catherine's park
as a recreational hub rather than as another residential area. We need more spaces to encourage families and friends to enjoy being outside together. Reducing St
Catherine's park will take a huge amenity away from our community. | think it is in the interest of not only the local people's physical health and mental health to keep
St Catherine's park but also if we can encourage more people go to our local park rather than having to drive to find one, it will be good for the environment too.

Rose, Walsh

There is no master plan for this area as promised.

Proposed 1340 residental units in Confey for starters but as we know from current building the density rises dramatically once construction starts.

We need new houses but not on this scale in an area with country roads.

No access ro motorways proposed.

Currently we have major problems with traffic in this area.

Widening cope bridge will not cur e the traffic pro blem. The traffic is backed up from Captains hill over the bridge currently so unless major rd access is
planned nothing shoud go ahead here.

Enter your submission At catherines park is a great ameniry for tje area and a plan for a rd through it would be a disaster.

here

The scale of this proposed plan will have a negative impact on existing community eg pollution/noise/flooding /traffic/access.

Also i would not agree with proposal re night time activiry in a residential area.

The LAP IS A vast body of work ..in leixlip there are many constraints with proximity to other counties and village in a valley so plan for smaller projects to fit in
with local area.

| would prefer to see primary care units centrally located in village. Also car parking beside village to encourage business to town.

Connecting m3 to m4 needs to be sorted and agreed in north kildare .

| agree with idea of more cycle parhs, walk areas, local park and ride facilities but 50 is not enough..

Finally not sure about the merits of moving GAA to new area .

Name Sinead, Ganley
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To Whom It May Concern,

| would like to lodge my concerns about the Confey Urban Design Framework and the Draft Area Plan for Leixlip, specifically the proposed development in Confey. We
acknowledge that there may be a housing crisis in the greater Dublin area but it is not in the best interest of Leixlip/Confey to develop housing on a rapid and large scale
to meet the demands of national interest. Any development needs to be planned correctly with appropriate infrastructure in place and with the desired objective to be a
model community development that other areas can aspire to.

The strategic transport assessment for Confey delivered a number of road infrastructural options. No decision has been made regarding any of these options despite the
pivotal importance of them to the entire LAP. The proposed works to Cope Bridge will worsen traffic congestion for residential areas located east and west of Captain’s
Hill. It will negatively impact on the access for residents in and from their estates. The plan does not adequately factor in the impact of the major expansion of Intel on
water, sewage or transport infrastructure. The draft plan does not reflect or acknowledge the complexity of towns the size of Celbridge, Maynooth and Leixlip lying in such
close proximity to each other and sharing the same road networks and public transport systems. The scale of the plan does not harmonise with or enhance the existing
built and natural environment of Confey.

Confey GAA Club see the benefits of development in Confey for our club’s membership. We are experiencing problems with volunteering at coaching level and a loss of
involvement of our senior players when they retire from playing. There is no affordable housing in Confey and they must move further away. We ask that the scale of this
planning for Confey be altered to a level that matches the actual demand for our community. We ask that these homes are affordable for the younger residents of the
community to put down roots and raise families.

Every club wants more players but Confey GAA Club is unique in that we compete at senior level in Hurling, Football and Ladies and we struggle for pitch space for these
three senior teams. Added to that we have “B” teams and an excellent juvenile structure already in place. We have access to a pitch in St. Catherine’s Park but this still
does not alleviate the problem of lack of playing space. To add more housing to the area of Confey would pose a considerable difficulty for the club to cater for these new
families and so it is important that more pitches are allocated to clubs servicing the new members of the community. Confey GAA would require additional playing fields
adjacent to our current location to serve any growth in the existing community and playing numbers.

On the issue of the club’s relocation in the plan we would like it noted that Confey GAA club members were disgusted and angered by the statement in the draft
development plan stating that the land on which Confey GAA is built is underutilized, considering all the activity that takes place in Creighton Park, considering the
success we have as a club, the amount of life skills we hand down to our juvenile and adult players, the use of the facility for many community groups and the efforts of
the GAA community in coming together in Confey and establishing such a fine facility.

Confey GAA is a community club and we facilitate many community groups (basketball, old folks meeting, bridge club, winter cards, darts club, pool club, Irish dancing, set
dancing). The club was founded in 1989 as people living in this community were spending far too much time stuck in their cars trying to make their way to play with Leixlip
GAA. The traffic was very heavy at the time and we are experiencing similar traffic congestion now. The club was established in its current location so that our members,
particularly our juvenile members, could walk in safety to training and games without having to negotiate the ever increasing traffic. The new proposal would bring more
traffic. Practically all our members, playing members, mentors, social and juvenile live within walking distance from the club and we encourage them to walk or cycle.

Confey schools (San Carlo and Confey College) utilise our pitches and facilities for matches, sports days, active school week etc. The classes can walk to the club from
the schools currently. Relocating the club to the proposed location makes our facilities inaccessible for the existing schools, teachers and school children of Confey. The
existing schools do not have the use of or access to alternative pitches or green space within the existing Confey area.

The new proposal shifts the club 800 metres away to the periphery of the new developed community. It would be a minimum of 8-10 years before any children of new
families from new homes would be playing members of our club. So why would we move further away from our established community?

With the development of a new neighbourhood hub and the potential commercial units that may be built we would be concerned for the commercial viability of our club
bar, if units were identified as potential licensed premises. We have employees in Confey GAA and we are cognisant of our duty to keep them in paid employment.



The existing community of Confey, our GAA members and all our community groups who access the facility, are not in favour of the club moving. Confey GAA will be
staying in its current location where it is best placed to serve the local and existing community and in time we can serve any members that new development may bring to
the area.

Regards,
Sinead Ganley



all 3 4G 08:56 15% @)
a facebook.com

Planning Department The Secretary
Kildare County Council Confey GAA Club
Aras Chill Dara Confey

Devoy Park Leixlip

Naas Co.Kildare
Co.Kildare

3rd July 2019

To Whom It May Concern,

We, the club executive of Confey GAA, would like to lodge our concerns about the Confey
Urban Design Framework and the Draft Area Plan for Leixlip, specifically the proposed
development in Confey. We acknowledge that there may be a housing crisis in the greater
Dublin area but it is not in the best interest of Leixlip/Confey to develop housing on a rapid
and large scale to meet the demands of national interest. Any development needs to be
planned correctly with appropriate infrastructure in place and with the desired objective to
be a model community development that other areas can aspire to.

The strategic transport assessment for Confey delivered a number of road infrastructural
options. No decision has been made regarding any of these options despite the pivotal
importance of them to the entire LAP. The proposed works to Cope Bridge will worsen
File Upload traffic congestion for residential areas located east and west of Captain’s Hill. It will
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GAA would require additional playing fields adjacent to our current location to serve any
growth in the existing community and playing numbers.

On the issue of the club’s relocation in the plan we would like it noted that Confey GAA club
members were disgusted and angered by the statement in the draft development plan
stating that the land on which Confey GAA is built is underutilized, considering all the
activity that takes place in Creighton Park, considering the success we have as a club, the
amount of life skills we hand down to our juvenile and adult players, the use of the facility
for many community groups and the efforts of the GAA community in coming together in
Confey and establishing such a fine facility.

Confey GAA is a community club and we facilitate many community groups (basketball, old
folks meeting, bridge club, winter cards, darts club, pool club, Irish dancing, set dancing).
The club was founded in 1989 as people living in this community were spending far too
much time stuck in their cars trying to make their way to play with Leixlip GAA. The traffic
was very heavy at the time and we are experiencing similar traffic congestion now. The club
was established in its current location so that our members, particularly our juvenile
members, could walk in safety to training and games without having to negotiate the ever
increasing traffic. The new proposal would bring more traffic. Practically all our members,
playing members, mentors, social and juvenile live within walking distance from the club

and we encourage them to walk or cycle.
File Upload
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Name Mary, O'Neill

Enter your To Whom It May Concern,
submission here  We, the club executive of Confey GAA, would like to lodge our concerns about the Confey Urban Design Framework and the Draft Area Plan for Leixlip, specifically



the proposed development in Confey. We acknowledge that there may be a housing crisis in the greater Dublin area but it is not in the best interest of Leixlip/Confey
to develop housing on a rapid and large scale to meet the demands of national interest. Any development needs to be planned correctly with appropriate
infrastructure in place and with the desired objective to be a model community development that other areas can aspire to.

The strategic transport assessment for Confey delivered a number of road infrastructural options. No decision has been made regarding any of these options despite
the pivotal importance of them to the entire LAP. The proposed works to Cope Bridge will worsen traffic congestion for residential areas located east and west of
Captain’s Hill. It will negatively impact on the access for residents in and from their estates. The plan does not adequately factor in the impact of the major expansion
of Intel on water, sewage or transport infrastructure. The draft plan does not reflect or acknowledge the complexity of towns the size of Celbridge, Maynooth and
Leixlip lying in such close proximity to each other and sharing the same road networks and public transport systems. The scale of the plan does not harmonise with or
enhance the existing built and natural environment of Confey.

Confey GAA Club see the benefits of development in Confey for our club’s membership. We are experiencing problems with volunteering at coaching level and a loss
of involvement of our senior players when they retire from playing. There is no affordable housing in Confey and they must move further away. We ask that the scale
of this planning for Confey be altered to a level that matches the actual demand for our community. We ask that these homes are affordable for the younger residents
of the community to put down roots and raise families.

Every club wants more players but Confey GAA Club is unique in that we compete at senior level in Hurling, Football and Ladies and we struggle for pitch space for
these three senior teams. Added to that we have &€ceBa€ teams and an excellent juvenile structure already in place. We have access to a pitch in St. Catherine’s
Park but this still does not alleviate the problem of lack of playing space. To add more housing to the area of Confey would pose a considerable difficulty for the club
to cater for these new families and so it is important that more pitches are allocated to clubs servicing the new members of the community. Confey GAA would require
additional playing fields adjacent to our current location to serve any growth in the existing community and playing numbers.

On the issue of the club’s relocation in the plan we would like it noted that Confey GAA club members were disgusted and angered by the statement in the draft
development plan stating that the land on which Confey GAA is built is underutilized, considering all the activity that takes place in Creighton Park, considering the
success we have as a club, the amount of life skills we hand down to our juvenile and adult players, the use of the facility for many community groups and the efforts
of the GAA community in coming together in Confey and establishing such a fine facility.

Confey GAA is a community club and we facilitate many community groups (basketball, old folks meeting, bridge club, winter cards, darts club, pool club, Irish
dancing, set dancing). The club was founded in 1989 as people living in this community were spending far too much time stuck in their cars trying to make their way
to play with Leixlip GAA. The traffic was very heavy at the time and we are experiencing similar traffic congestion now. The club was established in its current location
so that our members, particularly our juvenile members, could walk in safety to training and games without having to negotiate the ever increasing traffic. The new
proposal would bring more traffic. Practically all our members, playing members, mentors, social and juvenile live within walking distance from the club and we
encourage them to walk or cycle.

Confey schools (San Carlo and Confey College) utilise our pitches and facilities for matches, sports days, active school week etc. The classes can walk to the club
from the schools currently. Relocating the club to the proposed location makes our facilities inaccessible for the existing schools, teachers and school children of
Confey. The existing schools do not have the use of or access to alternative pitches or green space within the existing Confey area.

The new proposal shifts the club 800 metres away to the periphery of the new developed community. It would be a minimum of 8-10 years before any children of new
families from new homes would be playing members of our club. So why would we move further away from our established community?

With the development of a new neighbourhood hub and the potential commercial units that may be built we would be concerned for the commercial viability of our
club bar, if units were identified as potential licensed premises. We have employees in Confey GAA and we are cognisant of our duty to keep them in paid
employment.
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The existing community of Confey, our GAA members and all our community groups who access the facility, are not in favour of the club moving. Confey GAA will be
staying in its current location where it is best placed to serve the local and existing community and in time we can serve any members that new development may
bring to the area.

Regards,
Confey GAA Club Executive 2018/19.

Frank, O'Neill

To Whom It May Concern,

We, the club executive of Confey GAA, would like to lodge our concerns about the Confey Urban Design Framework and the Draft Area Plan for Leixlip, specifically
the proposed development in Confey. We acknowledge that there may be a housing crisis in the greater Dublin area but it is not in the best interest of Leixlip/Confey
to develop housing on a rapid and large scale to meet the demands of national interest. Any development needs to be planned correctly with appropriate
infrastructure in place and with the desired objective to be a model community development that other areas can aspire to.

The strategic transport assessment for Confey delivered a number of road infrastructural options. No decision has been made regarding any of these options despite
the pivotal importance of them to the entire LAP. The proposed works to Cope Bridge will worsen traffic congestion for residential areas located east and west of
Captain’s Hill. It will negatively impact on the access for residents in and from their estates. The plan does not adequately factor in the impact of the major expansion
of Intel on water, sewage or transport infrastructure. The draft plan does not reflect or acknowledge the complexity of towns the size of Celbridge, Maynooth and
Leixlip lying in such close proximity to each other and sharing the same road networks and public transport systems. The scale of the plan does not harmonise with or
enhance the existing built and natural environment of Confey.

Confey GAA Club see the benefits of development in Confey for our club’s membership. We are experiencing problems with volunteering at coaching level and a loss
of involvement of our senior players when they retire from playing. There is no affordable housing in Confey and they must move further away. We ask that the scale

of this planning for Confey be altered to a level that matches the actual demand for our community. We ask that these homes are affordable for the younger residents
of the community to put down roots and raise families.

Every club wants more players but Confey GAA Club is unique in that we compete at senior level in Hurling, Football and Ladies and we struggle for pitch space for
these three senior teams. Added to that we have 4€ceBa€ teams and an excellent juvenile structure already in place. We have access to a pitch in St. Catherine’s
Park but this still does not alleviate the problem of lack of playing space. To add more housing to the area of Confey would pose a considerable difficulty for the club
to cater for these new families and so it is important that more pitches are allocated to clubs servicing the new members of the community. Confey GAA would require
additional playing fields adjacent to our current location to serve any growth in the existing community and playing numbers.

On the issue of the club’s relocation in the plan we would like it noted that Confey GAA club members were disgusted and angered by the statement in the draft
development plan stating that the land on which Confey GAA is built is underutilized, considering all the activity that takes place in Creighton Park, considering the
success we have as a club, the amount of life skills we hand down to our juvenile and adult players, the use of the facility for many community groups and the efforts
of the GAA community in coming together in Confey and establishing such a fine facility.

Confey GAA is a community club and we facilitate many community groups (basketball, old folks meeting, bridge club, winter cards, darts club, pool club, Irish
dancing, set dancing). The club was founded in 1989 as people living in this community were spending far too much time stuck in their cars trying to make their way
to play with Leixlip GAA. The traffic was very heavy at the time and we are experiencing similar traffic congestion now. The club was established in its current location
so that our members, particularly our juvenile members, could walk in safety to training and games without having to negotiate the ever increasing traffic. The new
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proposal would bring more traffic. Practically all our members, playing members, mentors, social and juvenile live within walking distance from the club and we
encourage them to walk or cycle.

Confey schools (San Carlo and Confey College) utilise our pitches and facilities for matches, sports days, active school week etc. The classes can walk to the club
from the schools currently. Relocating the club to the proposed location makes our facilities inaccessible for the existing schools, teachers and school children of
Confey. The existing schools do not have the use of or access to alternative pitches or green space within the existing Confey area.

The new proposal shifts the club 800 metres away to the periphery of the new developed community. It would be a minimum of 8-10 years before any children of new
families from new homes would be playing members of our club. So why would we move further away from our established community?

With the development of a new neighbourhood hub and the potential commercial units that may be built we would be concerned for the commercial viability of our
club bar, if units were identified as potential licensed premises. We have employees in Confey GAA and we are cognisant of our duty to keep them in paid
employment.

The existing community of Confey, our GAA members and all our community groups who access the facility, are not in favour of the club moving. Confey GAA will be
staying in its current location where it is best placed to serve the local and existing community and in time we can serve any members that new development may
bring to the area.

Regards,
Confey GAA Club Executive 2018/19.

Catherine, Gately
To Whom It May Concern,

As a member of Confey GAA, we would like to lodge our concerns about the Confey Urban Design Framework and the Draft Area Plan for Leixlip, specifically the
proposed development in Confey. We acknowledge that there may be a housing crisis in the greater Dublin area but it is not in the best interest of Leixlip/Confey to
develop housing on a rapid and large scale to meet the demands of national interest. Any development needs to be planned correctly with appropriate infrastructure
in place and with the desired objective to be a model community development that other areas can aspire to.

The strategic transport assessment for Confey delivered a number of road infrastructural options. No decision has been made regarding any of these options despite
the pivotal importance of them to the entire LAP. The proposed works to Cope Bridge will worsen traffic congestion for residential areas located east and west of
Captain’s Hill. It will negatively impact on the access for residents in and from their estates. The plan does not adequately factor in the impact of the major expansion
of Intel on water, sewage or transport infrastructure. The draft plan does not reflect or acknowledge the complexity of towns the size of Celbridge, Maynooth and
Leixlip lying in such close proximity to each other and sharing the same road networks and public transport systems. The scale of the plan does not harmonise with or
enhance the existing built and natural environment of Confey.

Confey GAA Club see the benefits of development in Confey for our club’s membership. We are experiencing problems with volunteering at coaching level and a loss
of involvement of our senior players when they retire from playing. There is no affordable housing in Confey and they must move further away. We ask that the scale
of this planning for Confey be altered to a level that matches the actual demand for our community. We ask that these homes are affordable for the younger residents
of the community to put down roots and raise families.
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Every club wants more players but Confey GAA Club is unique in that we compete at senior level in Hurling, Football and Ladies and we struggle for pitch space for
these three senior teams. Added to that we have &€ceBa€ teams and an excellent juvenile structure already in place. We have access to a pitch in St. Catherine’s
Park but this still does not alleviate the problem of lack of playing space. To add more housing to the area of Confey would pose a considerable difficulty for the club
to cater for these new families and so it is important that more pitches are allocated to clubs servicing the new members of the community. Confey GAA would require
additional playing fields adjacent to our current location to serve any growth in the existing community and playing numbers.

On the issue of the club’s relocation in the plan we would like it noted that Confey GAA club members were disgusted and angered by the statement in the draft
development plan stating that the land on which Confey GAA is built is underutilized, considering all the activity that takes place in Creighton Park, considering the
success we have as a club, the amount of life skills we hand down to our juvenile and adult players, the use of the facility for many community groups and the efforts
of the GAA community in coming together in Confey and establishing such a fine facility.

Confey GAA is a community club and we facilitate many community groups (basketball, old folks meeting, bridge club, winter cards, darts club, pool club, Irish
dancing, set dancing). The club was founded in 1989 as people living in this community were spending far too much time stuck in their cars trying to make their way
to play with Leixlip GAA. The traffic was very heavy at the time and we are experiencing similar traffic congestion now. The club was established in its current location
so that our members, particularly our juvenile members, could walk in safety to training and games without having to negotiate the ever increasing traffic. The new
proposal would bring more traffic. Practically all our members, playing members, mentors, social and juvenile live within walking distance from the club and we
encourage them to walk or cycle.

Confey schools (San Carlo and Confey College) utilise our pitches and facilities for matches, sports days, active school week etc. The classes can walk to the club
from the schools currently. Relocating the club to the proposed location makes our facilities inaccessible for the existing schools, teachers and school children of
Confey. The existing schools do not have the use of or access to alternative pitches or green space within the existing Confey area.

The new proposal shifts the club 800 metres away to the periphery of the new developed community. It would be a minimum of 8-10 years before any children of new
families from new homes would be playing members of our club. So why would we move further away from our established community?

With the development of a new neighbourhood hub and the potential commercial units that may be built we would be concerned for the commercial viability of our
club bar, if units were identified as potential licensed premises. We have employees in Confey GAA and we are cognisant of our duty to keep them in paid
employment.

The existing community of Confey, our GAA members and all our community groups who access the facility, are not in favour of the club moving. Confey GAA will be
staying in its current location where it is best placed to serve the local and existing community and in time we can serve any members that new development may
bring to the area.

Kind Regards
Catherine

Brian, Gillespie

To whom it may concern, | wish to submit our objections to the proposed housing developments outlined in the local area plan. The amount quoted is well beyond
what the area can absorb. It makes no mention of the schools that will be needed. Leixlip is already heavily congested with traffic and commuters. The infrastructure
is not in place and | have little confidence it will be once the developers have left. Quite simply the plan is not sustainable and it is eerily reminiscent of the botched
developments of the 70's where areas like Tallaght took decades to recover from. | would ask the council to push back against the unsustainable figures being
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proposed. Thank you for taking the time to read my submission.

Mark, Ryan

To whom it may concern | wish to make the following submission in regard to the Draft LAP for Leixlip, specifically the proposed development in Confey and how it
will affect the existing community in the short and longer term.

A development of this scale needs to be properly planned with consideration given to both the existing community and the new community. There may be a
requirement for new houses to be developed but the infrastructure needs to be developed to allow for this. Captains Hill is already over used with difficulty getting in
and out of the existing estates at peak times. The closure of Kellystown Lane for the last couple of weeks has exacerbated this problem. The Main Street is clogged
with existing traffic passing through, the street has many unused stores because of the lack of access to parking. The new development at Intel bringing much
needed employment and income for the local community also brings problems due to the increased volumes of traffic.

Access to the N4 is already restricted with traffic volumes increasing coming from Celbridge and Maynooth, there is standing room only on peak trains , buses are
already full coming into the village, will this be addressed before the volumes are increased as result of the development.

Widening Cope Bridge has been proposed, this will involve compulsory purchase orders on the local residents and most likely on Glendale green area and Confey
GAA. While the authors of this plan seem to think Creighton Park the home of Confey GAA is underutilised, it is a young club 30 years old build in a convenient
location for its community. We may not have the bustling numbers of the larger clubs in the county, but we are punching above our weight with Senior teams in mens
football, ladies football and hurling, social mothers and a very active youth program for boys and girls from 3 to 18. Consideration should be given to giving more land
to Confey GAA to maintain it's presence in the heart of the new development, linking the old and the new. When moving to a new area, the first place many people
search out is the local GAA club as it epitomises what a community is about, moving it will rip the heart out of the old community.

The removal of the previous objective to protect our wonderful amenity in St Catherine’s Park shows the existing community where it stands in relation to the new
development. To facilitate the housing development at Black Avenue the council itself is proposing to build a road into the park. St Catherine’s Park should be
protected the residents have fought for this and should be listened to.

There have already been more power cuts, water leaks and ongoing smell in the town from the existing infrastructure. Do you think the existing facilities infrastructure
can cope with the additional development?

Our children deserve the chance to live in the community where they grew up so affordable housing is a requirement. This plan is developer led, with the houses
being built before a proper infrastructure has been developed. Develop the infrastructure, build the roads, upgrade the water and sewerage factilities, electrify the
train, build swimming pools, housing for the elderly, childcare facilities etc. Please take this into consideration when you are making proposals in relation to Leixlip,
this is a beautiful quiet town and the concerns of it's residents should be taken into consideration before increasing the size of the town by over a third.

Brian, McArdle
This submission relates to the four specified KDAs.
| am pleased to note the pedestrian and cycle permeability in each KDA development plan, linking with existing estates and routes. This is to be encouraged.

The intent to build a residential estate with the boundaries of St Catherine's Park baffles me. Reducing existing green space by replacing it with housing is not a
sustainable path of development. The Black Avenue KDA must be removed and never considered again.
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Brian, McArdle
Given the Climate and Biodiversity Emergency, | don't know why this isn't the first section.

I would caution on the importance of finding a balance between implementing OS1, and having wild open space for natural habitats as well as general play area for
exploration. Not all play must take place in playgrounds - meadows of long grass are perfect for many games.

| note that while St. Catherine's Park is mentioned in GI1.6 with regard to its trees, there does not seem to be any general protection afforded to it. Given the recent
battle over routing a road through it, and the general backlash, it baffles me that the LAP has not acknowledged local concern and pride in the park by protecting it
specifically.

Enter your submission | am delighted to see this section included in the LAP, and an emphasis put on Leixlip's rich heritage. BH1, BH2 and BH3 are no-brainers, and | look forward
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to their implementation.

| note that MT3.9 refers to the Design Manual for Urban Roads and Streets (DMURS), and yet it is not mentioned in any of the MT1.x objectives. There is not a single
piece of cycling infrastructure in Leixlip that complies fully with DMURS.

Given the Climate and Biodiversity Emergency, the priority must be to encourage and promote active travel in all forms. Building and retro-fitting cycling infrastructure
to standards stated by DMURS must be a priority. | travel daily along Green Lane, where the cycle lane is

a) not correctly sign-posted

b) ends or yields at the entrance to every single estate, despite being on the main thoroughfare with expected right-of-way

c) features many kerbs that are not dished or not fully dished, rendering them inaccessible to some users

Cycle lanes are noticeably absent where they would be most useful - for instance, travelling uphill on Captain's Hill or Station Road.

MT1.2 must be a priority for the LAP, with the aim of encouraging daily cycling for destinations within Leixlip for residents. This means safe, well-designed cycle
infrastructure that is not mixed in with fast-moving car traffic or travelling through badly designed junctions that create risks and danger for all road users.

Conversely, it should be noted that improved infrastructure for private car traffic will only encourage the use of same, contributing to our Climate and Biodiversity
Emergency. Measure to improve the road network should benefit public transport first and foremost.

Adding capacity to the road network will only ever reduce congestion temporarily, given the principle of induced demand. Investment in public transport is the only
permanent and sensible solution.
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As already stated, in the context of a Climate and Biodiversity Emergency, adding parking capacity is insanity. This will only encourage more private car traffic into the
town centre, adding congestion and increasing environmental damage, as well as contributing to a noisy, smelly experience for pedestrians and cyclists. MT4 should
be rejected vehemently.

As a relatively recent arrival to Leixlip, | have thought that the tourism potential of the area has been vastly over-looked or under-utilised. The Wonderful Barn and the
Leixlip Spa are both exceptional relics, and yet rather under-developed. They have a certain charm in that state, but the Wonderful Barn with its surrounding lands
could support a more brisk trade. | fully endorse EDT3.9, EDT3.10 and EDT3.13.

To whom it may concern,

Please see below my thoughts and feedback on the draft LAP. It is overall a pleasing document in format and structure, and much of the content is positive and
progressive.

My main concern is that it facilitates and encourages private car traffic in many areas, which surely can only contribute to the Kildare Climate and Biodiversity
Emergency. These elements should be stripped in favour of measures that encourage active travel and facilitate improved public transport.

Best regards,
Brian McArdle
=== Section 5
| am pleased to note that in relation to the town centre, the policy states:

UCRZ1.4 To improve the accessibility of the town centre with particular emphasis on creating an environment that is accessible and safe for pedestrians and cyclists.

I'm however disappointed that further down in section 5.1: "this LAP identifies a key opportunity/regeneration site to the north of Main Street capable of ...providing for
additional parking within the town centre.”

| believe the problem has been mis-identified earlier in section 5.1: "Limited parking and congestion are also issues that deter the town centre from maximising its
potential."

Limited parking does not cause congestion - more parking entices more people to drive into the village and therefore increase congestion, adding exhaust fumes,
noise pollution and occupying space which could be used by people for commercial activity, not storage of cars.

How does any of the above help to achieve UCR1.4? Arguably there is no room for widening footpaths or adding cycle lanes along the main street, so in order to
create a more welcoming environment for shoppers, additional traffic calming measures should be adopted and parking should be further limited.

Given that Kildare Co. Co. have recently declared a Climate and Biodiversity Emergency, the brakes must be put on private car traffic growth.

Providing a new public town centre car park (REG 1.5) is a retrograde step. The amount of disabled access spaces should be increased among existing spaces, and
no additional stock added. If people want to drive, Blanchardstown and Liffey Valley are within easy distance. Let us keep the village for local people who wish to walk
and relax, without being hemmed in on narrow footpaths by fast moving, dangerous, noisy, polluting, private car traffic.

If a new car park must be added, let Arthur Guinness Square be a permanent pedestrian facility.
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I note with interest the plans for Ralph's Square in UCR3.6 and Section 5.5.3, which has lately been an eyesore on the Main Street.

John, Nicholl

Black Avenue KDA: | would like to draw attention to the potential impact the extra traffic generated by the proposed housing development in the Black Avenue area
will have on the free flow of traffic through the Main Street in Leixlip. The only vehicle access to the proposed development is via the Black Avenue, from the Mill Lane
which terminates at a sharp bend in the Main Street, just before the Salmon Leap Bridge. A single vehicle making a right turn from Main Street into Mill Lane can
cause a significant tailback across the bridge and towards the N4 at rush hour. The proposed development of approximately 300 housing units off the Black Avenue
would generate a potential 300 + extra vehicles making this turn every day at rush hour. The potential for traffic congestion and tailbacks to the N4 at Lucan,
Captain's Hill and westwards to Station Road and the Intel Plant at Collinstown is serious and significant. The junction will become a major bottleneck far in excess of
the current level of congestion it causes. It is the ONLY access to this area, which also serves the local Fire Service station on Mill Lane, with potential to seriously
delay and disrupt the response times of the emergency services. The Black Avenue itself is an amenity area for local people accessing St. Catherine's Park and is
unsuitable for widening to provide a vehicle access road to the proposed development due to the nature of the terrain along its route.

Eileen and pascal, O'Kelly

I wish to submit our objection to the latest leixlip local area plans 2020-2026 on the grounds that no Plan is in place it is a ad hoc jumble of ideas but No plan in any
of the issues. Is there no one in the department who can see the folly of this. We can only see " sure it will be grand" mentality in the draft.

Tony, Devine

| live opposite the Leixlip entrance to St Catherine's Park. | have a huge concern for many reasons with prospect of 350 houses being built on the Black Avenue an
area within a protected Park.

My concerns are as follows:



1. This is a precious amenity area and should be protected.

2. 350 houses will probably generate 1,000 vehicles travelling through our cul-de-sac on a daily basis. Our lane can barely cope with the current volume as we host
heavy vehicles already from the water treatment plant and the Fire Service.

3. The current infrastructure, creaking water mains and sewage treatment facilities that continue to smell on the Main Street, cannot cope with such a development.

| also have a fundamental issue with adding over 3,000 housing units to Leixlip in general in order to provide dormitory facilities for people to travel/clog the roads
around the town en route to Dublin.

On the other hand as a long term resident of Leixlip | would love to see the town develop as a focal point all of its current residents. We have two amazing rivers
largely hidden from sight. It would be great to see them feature in plans, for instance it would great to see the area on the opposite side of the Liffey at the Dispensary
developed as an amemenity complete with a footbridge. This would feature the Baothouse and the Dam with the area previously drained for the Dam opened up to
the river again.

Name nNicky, Doran
Enter your submission here | wish to make a submission against the planning of a road through catherines park and the development of more housing in Confey
Name Paul, Smith

Enter your submission here ~ Why have Kildare co co done a complete u turn on the zoning of land at black avenue. We have rare species of bat in this area which are protected.

Name David, Stewart
Enter your | strongly disagree with the plan for a new town center in confey, as previous plans similar to this have had terrible results. Also traffic in the local area and
submission here resolutions suggested by town planners are not viable constructed with little or zero local knowledge and complete incompetence.

Name Christine, Fitzpatrick
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DEVELOPMENT AREA (KDA)

1. The council should reinstate the previous objective removed from plan - 'To protect the amenity of St. Catherine’s Park. “No road proposal shall be considered by
this Council through the park within the Council's ownership or jurisdiction.' In a complete “U” turn the council is now in fact proposing a road into the park to facilitate
a major housing development at Black Avenue. In 2017 - 1021 submissions regarding protection of St. Catherine’s Park from road development.

2. This Key Development Area was removed from the last Local Area Plan by unanimously backed Material Alterations.

3. This proposed development is contrary to S6 — “To phase significant future growth in line with the capacity and delivery of supporting physical infrastructure” The
existing water, waste & power supply infrastructure which is aging and faulty are unable to support developments of this scale. The towns infrastructure is already
strained and is evidenced by power cuts, water leaks and ongoing stench in the middle of our town from the existing houses. There is limited capacity at the water
treatment works. Improvement works earliest will take place is Q4 - 2022.

4. This development is contrary to the MASP which clearly states "The integration of transport and land use planning with significant new housing development to be
focused at locations proximate to high quality public transport, especially rail access, that is easily accessible to existing local infrastructure such as schools, and local
services such as neighbourhood centres, in the interest of a sustainable pattern of urban development; "

5. This proposed development is contrary to MT3.8 “To ensure that any significant new development takes place in proximity to public transport routes and can be
add

Name Suzanne, Byrne
Enter your submission here Totally opposed to plans outlined... Effect on residential area, traffic, lack of green spaces
Name John, Malone
| object to the black avenue being used to access and exit the proposed housing development close to St Catherine’s Park. The black avenue is a beautiful amenity
for the people of Leixlip. | have lived in Mill Lane since 1972 my home is very close in proximity to the black avenue and St Catherine’s park. Black Avenue is not
Enter your suitable to take this extra vehicle traffic it was intended for horse carriage and foot traffic it's narrow and steep and is bordered by mill lane residence and a beautiful
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wooded area which is full of flora and fauna, surely this woodland cannot be threatened by development. St Catherine’s park was given to the people of Leixlip this
includes the black avenue and the lands close to St Catherine’s Park where these houses are proposed to be built. This is a public amenity and should not be given
away for development.

Jennifer, Minogue

Firstly, | would like to note that the publishing the LAP after the local elections appears very underhand and | think was very disrespectful to we the constituents.
As stated in my submission re transport, the KDA for Confey is reminiscent of the greedy, short sighted planning that ruined this country for the past decade. Building



dense housing area with no infrastructure in place and hoping on a wing and a prayer that Dublin Bus and Irish Rail will upgrade services. This sort of planning leads
to the permanent disruption of well settled communities and can give rise to antisocial behaviour. | would ask the council to take time to reflect and ask themselves
what they want their legacy to be - are they willing to stand over the ruination of a lovely town such as Leixlip? | moved to Confey eight years ago and it has a
wonderful community feel and that is why my family decided to buy here and start our family here. | fully accept the need to provide extra housing but it needs to be
undertaken in a far more considered manner than the current plan and needs to be undertaken by planners who have actually visited Leilxip - the planners | met at the
open evening in the library had not set foot in Leixlip before that evening.

Another concern as a resident on Captain's Hill is the potential for the Hill to be widened. We chose to buy our house because it was recessed off the Captain's Hill so
it would be safe for any future family we had. We now have a lovely son and as | am sure all on the council would appreciate | do not want my child to be exposed to
the dangers of living at the side of a main, busy road. Please see attached photos of the areas in front of my house that needs to be preserved. | would say that any
expansion of the Hill up the top of the Hill would be futile anyway as it would just cause and even bigger bottle neck at the bottom of the Hill.

MT3.8 purports to ensure that any significant new development takes place in proximity to public transport routes and can be adequately served by the road network
This objective is being completely ignored by the proposed new KDA at Confey. Furthermore, the fact that St Catherine's Park is not explicitly excluded as potential
road access is very worrying.

MT3.11 No Traffic Impact Assessments (TIA) has been completed for this KDA.
Also, the plan for through routes and bridges into the Glendale and Riverforest undermines the safety of these estates and can generate antisocial behaviour.

The development is being proposed to solve a housing issue in Dublin by putting a disproportionate housing expansion into one of the finest towns in county Kildare.

Ministerial decision 6th Mar 2018 - "The revised Draft Leixlip Local Area Plan shall be published not later than 6 months following the issuing of a Direction." Provided
more than a year later — Breach of timeframe so the council are in fact operating outside of the minister's direction.

This proposed development is contrary to S6 — “To phase significant future growth in line with the capacity and delivery of supporting physical infrastructure”. The
existing water, waste & power supply which is aging and faulty are unable to support developments of this scale. The towns infrastructure is already strained and is
evidenced by power cuts, water leaks and the ongoing stench in the middle of our town from the existing houses. There is limited capacity at the water treatment
works. Improvement works earliest will take place is Q4 - 2022.

The Strategic Transport Assessment for Confey delivered a number of road infrastructural options. No decision has been made regarding any of these options despite
the pivotal importance of them to the entire Local Area Plan.












Name Ryan, Flannery

This proposed development of 350 houses on Black Avenue in St. Catherines Park is contrary to S8 which commits the council to protect and enhance natural
heritage, amenity areas and green spaces throughout Leixlip.

This proposed development is inside an existing park and cannot have any positive impact on the existing amenity which is enjoyed by thousands of Leixlip
residents daily.

The increased traffic volumes alone for 350 houses which translates to about 700 cars in modern society, will greatly impact on pedestrian, cyclist and vehicular
Enter your access to St. Catherines Park.

submission here It seems to me that using public lands (Black Avenue) to facilitate a private development of 350 houses is in contravention of every Environmental Report produced
which all state that the loss of open space and amenity areas has the potential to give rise to negative effects on the population and human health.

The proposal to have motorized ingress via Black Avenue and egress via Glendale along with the 2 proposed pedestrian walkways through Glendale will only serve

to ensure traffic congestion, and also the sheer volume of traffic will completely alter the current environment which is enjoyed by the existing residents for many
years.

Name JJ, Flannery

This proposed development of 350 houses on Black Avenue in St. Catherines Park is contrary to S8 which commits the council to protect and enhance natural
heritage, amenity areas and green spaces throughout Leixlip.

This proposed development is inside an existing park and cannot have any positive impact on the existing amenity which is enjoyed by thousands of Leixlip
residents daily.

Enter your The increased traffic volumes alone for 350 houses which translates to about 700 cars in modern society, will greatly impact on pedestrian, cyclist and vehicular
submission here access to St. Catherines Park.

It seems to me that using public lands (Black Avenue) to facilitate a private development of 350 houses is in contravention of every Environmental Report produced
which all state that the loss of open space and amenity areas has the potential to give rise to negative effects on the population and human health.

The duty of the council should be to protect the amenity of St. Catherine's Park from roads and from private housing developments.

Name Grace, Carew

To whom it may concern | wish to make the following submission in regard to the Draft LAP for Leixlip.
Enter your

submission here
1) The policy is to provide a minimum 3315 new housing units in Leixlip. This is being achieved by increasing housing unit densities at Key Development Areas and



inserting new Key Development Areas into the Plan without any documented acceptable reasoning or demand to justify these decisions.

2) The actual delivery of the target may extend beyond the life of the plan up to 2029 therefore setting out up to ten years construction traffic and work in our town.
3) We should not be rezoning land that won’t be developed within the lifecycle of this LAP.

4) The LAP fails to provide a Master Plan as directed by ministerial order.

5) Key Development Areas that were removed from the last Local Area Plan by
unanimously backed Material Alterations have been included again without any
reasoned argument to support same.

6) Previous objective removed from Plan - 'To protect the amenity of St.
Catherine's Park. No road proposal shall be considered by this Council through
the park within the Council's ownership or jurisdiction.' In a complete “U”

turn the LAP is now in fact proposing a road into the park to facilitate a

major housing development at Black Avenue. This change is despite 1021
submissions in 2017 regarding protection of St Catherine’s Park from road
development. To totally ignore the people is dictatorial and undemocatic.

7) The Draft LAP makes no specific provision for

* A swimming pool site.

* A civil building with theatre or performance space.

» Homes for the elderly/retired — 25% of Leixlip population 55+

+ Affordable homes.

* Social housing.

* A Sensory Garden.

+ Charging points for electric vehicles.

» Adequate parking in the village, train stations or the proposed new Confey development.

» Maintaining existing estates, green areas or new developments.

» Improving and maintaining the existing water, waste & power supply infrastructure which is aging and faulty.

We have witnessed the power cuts, water leaks and ongoing stench in the
middle of our town from the existing systems.

The Primary Care Centre - location in Collinstown is not suitable to
stakeholders — young, old and infirm and without transport. A location central
to the town and on a public transport route is critical

In addition, nothing included to deal with work that volunteers, residents
associations, tidy towns and individuals are doing with little or no support from
KCC.

8. The National Planning Framework states that development will be achieved through infill and Brownfield development rather that an over-reliance on greenfield,



edge of town development. The LAP as proposed does the opposite. We have a large Brownfield option at the HP site that should be used to resolve the current and
future housing requirements of the town. This site already also has access to the motorway system.

9. The failure to deal with existing problems within the town and provide the required infrastructure upgrades in advance of any new development shows total lack of
appreciation of the current problems the town faces and disregard for the people of Leixlip and for the problems that will be visited on any new residents moving into
the new developments.

10. The plan does not adequately factor in the major expansion of Intel’'s impact on our existing transport infrastructure.

11. Any plan for Leixlip cannot be considered in isolation as the town forms part of the greater north Kildare area that includes the sister towns of Celbridge and
Maynooth. The combined development proposed for the towns is absolutely without justification.

Current Residential Homes Planned Increase

Leixlip 5219 8534 (+3315) + 38%
Celbridge 6544 9794 (+3250)
Maynooth 4674 8216 (+3542)

Total 16,437 26,554 (+10,107) 39%

Current Population Forecasted Population

Leixlip 15,504 19,794 (+ 4290) + 27%

Celbridge 20,228 22,801

Maynooth 14,585 18,996

Total 50,317 61,591 + 11,272 or 22%

Currently using Bus/Rail Projected to use Bus/Rail

Leixlip 1489 2321 (+ 55%)
Celbridge 1457 2071 (+ 42%)
Maynooth 1291 1676 (+ 30%)
Total 4237 6068 (+1831) +43%

Projected increase in Commuters using Road network (not Buses) for work
Currently using Roads Projected to use Roads

Leixlip 4790 7776 (+ 62%)

Celbridge 6906 9753 (+ 41%)

Maynooth 4005 5363 (+ 34%)

Total 15691 22892 (+ 7201) +54%

The Draft Plan does not reflect or acknowledge the complexity of towns the size of Celbridge, Maynooth and Leixlip lying in such close proximity to each other and
sharing the same road networks and Public transport facilities. Any development of Celbridge and Maynooth has a negative knock on impact on Leixlip as our road,
bus and rail infrastructure as designed results in passengers and motorists being already in the system before the vehicles reach or pass through our town. The ability
of Leixlip residents to access the N4, bus and rail system is already affected by the scale of the exiting populations in Celbridge and Maynooth without any further
development of these towns.



12. In all instances once the developers get planning permission they will look to increase the densities to the max and therefore the total numbers are
underestimated. In reality the combined new build will double the size of the residential areas in north Kildare. The numbers in the plan are very misleading in regard
to the actual size of the development. The current situation at Wonderful barn and Westfield are live examples of this type of developer opportunism.

13. This proposed LAP is contrary to S6 — “To phase significant future growth in line with the capacity and delivery of supporting physical infrastructure”. The existing
water, waste & power supply which is aging and faulty are unable to support developments of this scale. The towns infrastructure is already strained and is evidenced
by power cuts, water leaks and the ongoing stench in the middle of our town from the existing houses. There is limited capacity at the water treatment works.
Improvement works earliest will take place is Q4 - 2022.

14. The Sewer network for entire area is almost at capacity with no firm plan to extend the capacity to adequately deal with the proposed new development.

15. MT1.4 No ecological analysis has been completed on the effects of this LAP.

16. The towns historical / future flooding risks have been clearly identified. The LAP has no on-site flood risk analysis completed. No criteria offered to show what
scale or nature of a development will warrant an on-site flood risk analysis.

17. The proposed expansion of housing in particular is completely out of line with the actual local demand.

18. The cost of the housing units in this LAP will make the vast majority of the properties on offer outside the reach of the local population.

19. The LAP is being proposed to solve a housing issue in Dublin by putting a disproportionate housing expansion into one of the finest towns in county Kildare.

20. This proposed LAP is contrary to S8 which commits the council to protect, enhance, create and connect natural heritage, high quality amenity areas and other
green spaces throughout Leixlip for both biodiversity and recreational use. The LAP is in fact threatening and destroying natural heritage, high quality amenity areas
and other green spaces in the Leixlip.

21. This proposed LAP does not respect the setting of the subject lands both in terms of design and scale.

22. This proposed LAP opens up the possibility of further encroachment into the adjacent farmlands, parks and private estates for future development.

23. This proposed LAP is contrary to the Environmental Report which clearly states the loss of open space and amenity use could also be considered to have the
potential to give rise to negative effect on population and human health.

24. The LAP will destroy a Strategic Open Spaces that forms part of the green corridors in Leixlip and the surrounding area.

25. This proposed LAP will destroy ‘Key’ Green Infrastructure areas (as well as their associated habitats) in our town.

26. Many of the areas original features — trees, hedgerows and grasslands are being removed in this plan which is contrary to the council’s own policies.
27. The LAP provides no road links to M4 or M3 and no plans in place to deliver same.

28. The combined additional traffic from this LAP will bring up to 5000 additional vehicles on to the local streets which are already experiencing traffic congestion at
peak commute times and school start and finish times.

29. The LAP will have very negative impact on traffic flow through Main Street and all the local road network in the Leixlip area.



30. This LAP will cause massive increases in pollution and increased noise levels in our town.
31. The draft LAP only provides a preliminary design guide for the future development of lands. The requirement by ministerial order is to provide a master plan.

32. The LAP proposes pedestrian/cycle rotes through out the town. The design and scale are unknown. The knock-on effect on existing residents will be very
negative creating a flow of activity into settled residential areas that is unwanted and provides no benefit to the people living in these areas. These proposals will also
result in loss of green areas to path / cycle ways. The overlooking of existing homes in close proximity is also a serious issue for residents. No proposal should be
considered that facilitates anti-social behaviors and easier entrance and exit for criminals to the existing residential areas bordering the proposed new development
areas.

33. The LAP will have negative impact on residents in existing estates as they are exposed to through pedestrian and cycle traffic from new developments which is
being routed through their estates. This will completely alter the current environment in which residents have been living for many years and undermine their property
values and way of life.

34. This LAP will have a very negative impact of the value of existing properties as it will offer new incentivized alternatives to persons looking to move into the town
thereby undermining the value of existing secondhand homes which are subject to stamp duty.

35. Ministerial decision 6th Mar 2018 - "The revised Draft Leixlip Local Area Plan shall be published not later than 6 months following the issuing of a Direction."
Provided more than a year later — Breach of timeframe so the council are in fact operating ultra vires.

36. The draft LAP proposes phasing/sequencing programme to enable & ensure adequate infrastructure is provided alongside new development. The actual detail in
the draft provides no assurance that this development will in fact take place in tandem with the required infrastructure being put in place.

37. Lands will be reserved for the provision of various facilities with no commitment to actually provide anything.

38. Previous experience tells us that the housing element which is developer funded will be constructed and the new community will then have to fight a rear guard
action for decades to get the required infrastructure to match the needs. This is totally unacceptable.

39. Multiple infrastructural aspirations are included with no firm commitment of funding identified to deliver same. The plan itself clearly identifies a key to achieving
the delivery in a coherent and sustainable manner is the timely delivery of critical supporting infrastructure. The LAP without a guaranteed funding steam is
unfortunately not a plan that can deliver this infrastructure, its simply a wish list.

40. The LAP is "Encouraging a strong night time economy and presence of residents outside of work hours". Leixlip is a residential area that has very limited night
time activity outside of the main street. Residents generally wish to go to bed at night. Why do the planners think we need strong night time activity and residents on
the streets at night. This is not Paris. Leixlip is a town that people live and work in and no demand is evident to turn it into the "Temple Bar" of Kildare with all its
associated antisocial problems.

41. This plan does not harmonise with or enhance the existing built and natural environment of Leixlip.

42. The required compulsory purchase of long term residents homes to facilitate the new street does not even warrant a mention and will be resisted strongly by both
the individual families and residents generally.

43. The availability of trains, the capacity of the rolling stock , the frequency of the trains , the usage levels that are currently in play and are all matters that are
straining the existing train service. People will only use trains if they are available, comfortable, on time, travelling to locations they wish to go, clean, have adequate



seating, high quality WIFI, are priced competitively, within short walking distance of their homes and facilitated by adequate free parking. The current and proposed
future situation meets none of the criteria that will encourage and ensure high volume usage of the rail service.

44, The park and ride facility will not be close enough to the train station to encourage use particularly during inclement weather. To have a max 50 spaces is
ridiculous and an area of at least 400 spaces would be required. Currently train users are parking outside peoples homes in Glendale and other adjacent estates from
early morning until late evening. which is the source of ongoing inconvenience to the residents.

45. The plan does not provide the conservation plans for archaeology sites of interest in the town.

46. The future expansion of the Dart will not be within the timeframe of the development plan and therefore no development based on an upgraded high quality train
service should proceed until the completion of the upgraded service.

47. The LAP is proposing development at a scale and height that is totally out of line with the character, current built and natural landscape in our town.

48. The lack of commitment in the documentation is a major problem that undermines the entire plan. The suggestion is that (LAP) & (UDF) must work simultaneously
in order to improve access to this new development area and the wider Leixlip area as part of the future development of the strategic road network for the entire area.
Unless the road and other network is committed or in place to allow more development proceed will be disastrous for the town and the entire area.

49. Some elements in the Leixlip Local Area Plan are regarded to give rise to
adverse effects on the integrity of European Sites.

50. The LAP suggests a minor extension to the south and west c. 1 acre of our existing cemetery. | submit this has no merit the until the problem of flooding is
rectified.

51. The LAP includes new public parks. This could be welcomed but we already have issues with the maintenance and upkeep of St. Catherine’s Park. These issues
are unresolved with after 20yrs where is funding for the upkeep of these new parks.

52. The LAP identifies serious potential impacts to

* Rye Water Valley

» Disturbance to habitats and species associated with the Rye Water
* River Liffey pNHA through habitat loss and disturbance

+ Underlying hydrological conditions and tufa springs

53. The KCC SEA Environmental Report indicates the LAP has potential

significant negative effects on

* local services and utilities- such as water supply and wastewater infrastructure and electricity demand.
* air quality, noise and climate- due to increased emissions & pollution

« features of archaeological and architectural heritage,

« biodiversity, ecological, land and soil

« the environment

» human health & amenities

54. The back land regeneration off the main street should be used to solve the towns
parking deficit, provide a primary care centre and locate some homes for the
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elderly.

55. The provisions for childcare are totally unsatisfactory for either the current of
future population of the town.

56. Future present and generations will thank Kildare County Councillors for taking on board the genuine concerns of the Leixlip population and altering this Draft plan
to bring the scale of this development to a level that matches the actual demand for our town and not the greater Dublin area. We need to provides realistic possibility
of the next generation of Leixlip natives acquiring homes in our town. Building homes that are unaffordable will do nothing to help the younger residents of this area
should they decide to put down roots in our town.

57. | submit that should any development go ahead no construction traffic is allowed use the Captains Hill or Celbridge roads.

58. In summary the requirement for Leixlip is to have a plan that deals with the issues already facing the town as its stands rather than looking to expand. Expansion
as set out in the Draft LAP will make the existing and future situation intolerable for our residents. Leixlip is a beautiful place that is very sought after as a location for
people to live. Its critical that sympathetic and innovative planning takes place with adequate infrastructure provided in a timely manner to support same. The scale of
any future development should match the communities natural expansion requirements not aim at a number just to satisfy a strategic policy that is very distant from
the residents of Leixlip who are the primary stakeholders in our town.

Marguerite, Devine

KDA BLACK AVENUE

Having lived here in Mill Lane almost my entire life as also did my ancestors the one thing that has not changed over time and won'’t change is that we live in a cul de
sac, one way in and one way out. One of the first maps I've seen it was dated 1800. The difference in back then and now is the amount of use this tiny residential
area gets. We have multiple businesses, a hotel, a business park, a waste water plant,a fire station and we also host the Leixlip entrance to the beautiful and much
valued St Catherine’s Park , acquired by our now president back in the late 90s as a park to be used as a public amenity for the people and last but not least the
fabric of the neighbourhood, the residents. That’s a lot of activity for a small community, The Waste Water treatment attracts huge tankers from all across the country
into Mill Lane and up Black Avenue which is single lane traffic part of the way and back out multiple times a day, sometimes seven days a week. The exit road from
Mill Lane has vehicles parked on left hand side , anything up to five cars ,so you have to choose your moment to get a clear run to gain access onto Main Street, not
that easy when there’s not room for a car and van to pass comfortably not to mention anything bigger. Businesses and residents often struggle with this. It is also
paramount that the fire service have a safe exit when called out in an emergency. So armed with this information | find it really hard to comprehend how anybody
would entertain the notion of allowing a developer to build houses up Black Avenue and how the entrance to the park ( FYI that starts at the gateway of Black Avenue
beside fire station) should be handed over to a developer to use as his entrance to such houses, suggesting a linear park etc, we have a 200 acre park just a few
metres beyond all this so nobody is biting on that carrot. | also note a suggested one way system for the residents of such houses and how the current car park on
the Kildare side would be given as an exit road for such houses. | also note that there is no facility for us park users to drive to the car park because of this one way
system, unless of course we are now meant to drive through a housing estate to do that, I'm also sure that these residents in this new estate would not be too happy
to have their roadway used by every park user. The residents here in Mill Lane objected to this same developer trying the same stunt back in 1994 when we had far
less volume of anything in Mill Lane , we also had no tankers heading up and down either. This same developer has recently mentioned locally that he’d probably
have no problem getting more than 350 houses. If Mill Lane were to try to support 350/500 cars daily we would effectively be living in a car park and neither us or
these new residents would be too happy, not to mention that house values would most certainly drop in our community.

| also notice that you have accidentally or otherwise omitted what KCC had promised in our last LAP “ to seek protect and preserve and develop St Catherine’s Park
as a dedicated open space”
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| am also concerned about significant woodland areas that house our wildlife, considering that these woodlands provide some of the main bio diverse habitats within
the park. The woodland heading up Black Avenue on the left should not be removed for this reason and would have to happen if the road had to be widened. On the
far side are the back gardens of some of our residents.

Policy HC1 7.3.2

Housing for older people

The old ESB site would make an ideal site for older folk to live in. It's adjacent to Main St and bus stops so would be very convenient, the units would be single story,
in keeping with the sight lines of the nearby community so therefore would not be an encroachment on the area. The vehicular activity would be to a minimum on
such a busy junction ( Mill Lane/ Main St) No expected anti social behavior.

Finally, I am not in any way against new development but so far the most recent areas that have been developed in Leixlip have been in very poor taste in my opinion
so | suggest that KCC should choose wisely where they put houses and not cripple existing well developed predominantly retired areas and thus destroy our quality
of life that we should be enjoying having reared our children and enjoying our retirement instead of battling with extra traffic on an already busy community. There
seems to be little or no regard for this.

Anita, McHugh-Moran

| object to the black avenue being used to access and exit the proposed housing development close to St Catherine’s Park Leixlip. The black avenue is a beautiful
amenity and park in its own right and is used by walker’s bikers the old and young entering St Catherine’s park. On entering black avenue and up the hill it has a
beautiful forest area which is flourishing with wild life, | live along side black avenue and regularly see squirrels, foxes, rabbits, badgers as well as an array of bird
species. The park was gifted to the people this includes the black avenue and the lands close to St Catherine’s Park where these houses are proposed to be built. In
my opinion no one has the right to develop these lands for housing as they were gifted as an amenity for the people of Leixlip. If this housing development (close to St
Catherine’s Park) is allowed to go ahead and Black Avenue is used for residence access the future of the Black Avenue its woodland and wildlife will be short.

Jennifer, Minogue

As a train commuter from Confey station, | can tell you that the service is already very inadequate resembling a cattle truck. During my recent pregnancy | actually
had to change my working hours so | could avoid the morning and evening crush, adding THOUSANDS of more residents in Confey and indeed the far end of the
village will make this service almost unusable. | spoke to planners (who by the way were not in anyway familiar with Leixlip and had never visited the place before the
open evening!)in the library during the open evening and they explained that the service would be electrified, however, this is dependent on Irish Rail doing this work,
the fact the Kildare CO CO are making plans contingent on another organisation is very poor planning. Relying on Irish Rail, over whom the council have no control,
for is fool hardy and smacks of the wayward, greedy planning in the boom time that brought this country to its knees. We need upgraded infrastructure before ANY
brick gets laid or new housing here.

Giselle, Staunton

1. Confey is strategically located within the Dublin Metropolitan area. The Urban Design Framework has no actual Master Plan as directed by Minister Damien
English. This Key Development Area is a major urban expansion into the adjacent grasslands on the Northern perimeter of our town that is being justified on the basis
of regional figures and proximity to a rail line. The scale is way in excess of any demand locally and will negatively impact on the current residential population both
during its construction and once occupied.



2. The National Planning Framework states that development will be achieved through infill and Brownfield development rather that an over-reliance on greenfield,
edge of town development. The LAP as proposed does the opposite. We have a large Brownfield option at the HP site that should be used to resolve the current and
future housing requirements of the town. This site already also has access to the motorway system.

3. The failure to deal with existing problems within the town and provide the required infrastructure upgrades in advance of any new development shows total
disregard for the people of Leixlip and for the problems that will be visited on any new residents moving into the new developments.

4. The plan does not adequately factor in the major expansion of Intel’'s impact on our existing transport infrastructure.

5. MT3.8 purports to ensure that any significant new development takes place in proximity to public transport routes and can be adequately served by the road
network This objective is being completely ignored by the proposed new KDA at Confey.

6. The proposed works to Cope bridge to provide two way traffic will make the situation worse for residential areas located east and west of Captain’s Hill and lead to
further congestion at these pinch points during peak times. In particular it will have a negative impact on accessibility from the existing estates and lead to more
congestion at the bottom of Captain Hill. It will also result in loss of Hedgerows and green areas at Glendale. Connectivity via Captains Hill to schools and local
shopping will be a nightmare for residents in existing estates due to increased volumes of traffic.

7. Any plan for Leixlip cannot be considered in isolation as the town forms part of the greater north Kildare area that includes the sister towns of Celbridge and
Maynooth. The combined development proposed for the towns is absolutely without justification.

Current Residential Homes Planned Increase
Leixlip 5219 8534 (+3315) + 64%

Celbridge 6544 9794 (+3250) + 50 %
Maynooth 4674 8216 (+3542) + 76%

Total 16,437 26,554 (+10,107) + 62%

Currently using Bus/Rail Projected to use Bus/Rail
Leixlip 1489 2321 (+ 55%)

Celbridge 1457 2071 (+ 42%)

Maynooth 1291 1676 (+ 30%)

Total 4237 6068 (+1831) +43%

Projected increase in Commuters using Road network (not Buses) for work



Currently using Roads Projected to use Roads
Leixlip 4790 7776 (+ 62%)

Celbridge 6906 9753 (+ 41%)

Maynooth 4005 5363 (+ 34%)

Total 15691 22892 (+ 7201) +46%

The Draft Plan does not reflect or acknowledge the complexity of towns the size of Celbridge, Maynooth and Leixlip lying in such close proximity to each other and
sharing the same road networks and Public transport facilities. Any development of Celbridge and Maynooth has a negative knock on impact on Leixlip as our road,
bus and rail infrastructure as designed results in passengers and motorists being already in the system before the vehicles reach or pass through our town. The ability
of Leixlip residents to access the N4, bus and rail system is already affected by the scale of the exiting populations in Celbridge and Maynooth without any further
development of these towns.

8. In all instances once the developers get planning permission they will look to increase the densities to the max and therefore the total numbers are underestimated.
In reality the combined new build will double the size of the residential areas in north Kildare. The numbers in the plan are very misleading in regard to the actual size
of the development. The current situation at Wonderful barn is a live example of this type of developer opportunism.

9. This proposed development is contrary to S6 — “To phase significant future growth in line with the capacity and delivery of supporting physical infrastructure”. The
existing water, waste & power supply which is aging and faulty are unable to support developments of this scale. The town’s infrastructure is already strained and is
evidenced by power cuts, water leaks and the ongoing stench in the middle of our town from the existing houses. There is limited capacity at the water treatment
works. Improvement works earliest will take place is Q4 - 2022.

10. The Strategic Transport Assessment for Confey delivered a number of road infrastructural options. No decision has been made regarding any of these options
despite the pivotal importance of them to the entire Local Area Plan.

11. The Sewer network for entire area is almost at capacity with no firm plan to extend the capacity to adequately deal with the proposed new development.

12. Irish Water is currently undertaking studies to prepare a Drainage Area Plan (DAP) and model for the Leixlip area. The delivery of the LAP at Confey in
accordance with the Urban Design Framework for these lands will require the cooperation of Irish Water. No agreement is in place with Irish water.

13. This development is contrary to the MASP which clearly states "The integration of transport and land use planning with significant new housing development to be
focused at locations proximate to high quality public transport, especially rail access, that is easily accessible to existing local infrastructure such as schools, and local
services such as neighborhood centers, in the interest of a sustainable pattern of urban development; ". The existing rail and public transport system cannot be
considered high quality by any yardstick and are in fact currently being reviewed with a strong possibility of service reduction rather than improvement.

14. MT3.11 No Traffic Impact Assessments (TIA) has been completed for this KDA.
15. | refer to the RPS Report (Outline Transport Assessment for the Developments of Lands at Confey) this was completed at the request of KCC in November 2016
and was incorporated as part the original LAP. Subsequently this LAP was redrafted due to boundary issues with the report left out. Nothing has changed in relation

to these lands since this report was completed which referred to no more than 250 houses should be built on these lands with the upgrading of Cope bridge.

1) Protected structures, are part of this development with no plan as to how they will actually be protected.



2) The groundwater in this area described in the Lap as highly vulnerable with sections of extreme vulnerability. This plan requires a detailed underground and over
ground site analysis. No detail is provided of what this analysis will entail, when it will be completed, who will undertake same, what level of expertise they will have

and what will done with the findings. Groundwater in the this area is predominantly moderately vulnerable. The objective of the LAP is to encourage protecting these
resources from further deterioration with no commitment to improvement works.

18. MT1.4 No ecological analysis has been completed on the effects of this proposal.

19. The Confey historical / future flooding risk has been clearly identified. The LAP has no on-site flood risk analysis completed. No criteria offered to show what scale
or nature of a development would warrant an on-site flood risk ana