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COMMUNITY
CONSULTATION ON THE
PROPOSED REGENERATION OF
OLIVER BOND HOUSE

Insights and findings from a unique community
information sharing, and consultation process
in relation to the proposed regeneration of
Oliver Bond House
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Forewad

The proposed regeneration of Oliver Bond House is a significant project with genuine
potential to improve the welfare of the Oliver Bond House communityemdia cycle of
poverty and social disadvantage that ledectedthe complex for decades.

The need for physical regeneratistarklyapparent by taking a walk through the flats or
makinga (pre covid!) visit tthe homes o2 y S 2eFidehtsi Teéeis an obviousack of
suitable resourceslay areas, commility centre,shared spacedor the population of the
complexand the complexes smalhdpoorlyinsulated householdare affected by
widespreaddampnesswhich impacton the health and dignity afesidents.Thesestructural
shortcomings haveeen particularly tellingver the past twelve months.

Oliver Bond House is not the only inner city housing comiblaiis due to undergo or has
undergonecomprehensive regeneration recent yearsThe projects part of a wider
course of regeneration being takdary the Government of Irelanacross the South West
Inner Cityto tackle\gstate declin€and raise the horians of the entire SWi@rea The
proposed regeneration projeatill also be complemented by number of improvement
projects in the areathe establishment of a new commupgipark on Bridgefoot Streethe
development of fifty sevenew social housing units on Bonhame®t and the potential
development ofa Creative Community Campus acrtygs locations in thevicinity of Oliver
Bond House.

While other regeneration project$ SNS al Qa DI NRSydhavelpeBn 52 LIKAY |
underway fa a number of years the prospect of a comprehensive regeneratio®liger
Bond House hagnly become apparent withithe past twelve monthsDuring this period
Dublin City Council have developed drpfans for the proposed works and established a
clinicfor Oliver BondHouseresidentsin local community centr&obert EmmeCDR An
TaoiseaciMichael Martinhas visited Oliver Bond Houaad publicallydeclared his support
for the project and a number of localeeted representatives havexpresgd their
willingness to advocate for the local community to ensure that the project is properly
resourced and completed in a timely mann&tost importantly of all Oliver Bond House
residentshaveexpressed overwhelming support for the project dondmed a strong
residents groupo effectively particigte inappropriate regeneration processes

The followng document is the account ofcmmunity consultatioron the proposed
regeneration of Oliver Bond House delivered by Robert Emmet CDP which took place
between October 2020 and January 2021. It follows an e&é&Bconsultation delivered



by Peter Dorman of Community Action Network which led to the development of the plans
currently being considered.

Asacommunity development project located in the shadows of Oliver Bond Hibisan
honour andprivilegefor Robert Emmet CDi#® deliver this piece of workhiope it is of some
use inidentifying the needf this historic inner city communitand ensuringhe
opportunity of regeneration is fully realised to safeguard these needs into the future

Austin Campbell
Executive Director

Robert Emmet Community Development Project
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Executive Summary

Thecommunity conagltation aspect of the proposed regeneration of Oliver Bond House
offers a considerable opportunity to engage a historic inner city community in important
decisions regardings future.

With this in mindRobertEmmet CDP have takewery dfort to ensure that theconsultation

net has beercast as wide as possiblend in as many way assgsible, to alloncommunity
membersample opportunities tashare their thought®n the proposed regeneratiorfhe

primary purpose of the consultation project is to derive community feedback on the

proposed plans for the physical regeneration of Oliver Bond Hosecondary purpose is

to display the appetite of the community for appropriate physical antladagegeneration of

ht A@GSNJ . 2yR 1 2dzaS +ta ¢Sttt +ta AdGQa FroAfAGe 2
and consultative bodiesuch as a Regeneration Boawehich at the time of writing have

not yet been established.

This consultation process wpartially cedesignedwith the Oliver Bond Houssommunity
to enaure that it was appropriateaccessible, and, ultimatelyseful. The processonsisted
of three main parts:

Model of PlansRobert Emmet CDP hosted, and invited feedback on, the
? model of proposed Oliver Bond House regeneration plans in our premises on
X 3 Usher Street from October $2intil December 1%

There were 270 visits to viethe plans.

SeminarsRobert Emmet CDP facilitated two online seminars to provide a

platform for community members to acceaad questiorDCC senior staff

and architects involved in the project.

53 individuals attended live seminars and 426 watched these back
retrospectively.

SurveysRobert Emmet CDP distributed regeneratgnveys to all 394
households in the complex.

54 householdgompleted and returned surveys



Total Number of Engagements with
Consultation Process: 803

The number of 803 total engagements with the process is surprisingly high given that the
consultation took place in the context of a public health pandeniihe high number is

somewhat explained by the obviooserlap betweerelement of the consultationga

number of peopld@ook partin all three aspects of the consultation procassthe number

of people whoengaged with the processlswer than the total mmber of engagements.

The high number ialso explained by the appetite of the Oliver Bond Housaroanity for

constructive regeneratioandoffersanA Y RA OF G A 2 y 2 TwillidgkeSs taehgadedzy A (i & ¢
in appropriate processsrelatedto that regeneration






Oliver Bond HouseAn Estate in Decline

ht A@GSNJ . 2y R | 2dza S3 2 gh8largestlatsainpléxasys@4yeafLol,i T Y2
more than twice the age that Oliver Bond, the man after whom it was named, ever reached.

Bultin1936thecomplexAc & 2y S 2F LNBf | YyRQa consistidm@ ad a2 OAl
sixteen separatblocks of flatsand three housesa total of394householdsuilt over 2.847
hectareswith capacity to support a population of 1,287 people.

Theestablishmenbf such a lage and wellappointedsocial housing complexas a
response to thalire sluman the area andhe physical manifestation of philosophy and
culture aroundpublic housing and servigegovision synonymous with a young and
enthusiastic country that cared for its peoplehe buildings themselves aneonuments to
their architect Herbert Simmsthe manwho designed them along with7,000 other social
housing unitsacross Dublin before dying in an untimely manner in 1948.

However while the two men synonymous with the complBend and Simmsljied in the

prime of their youththe complex has lived well beyond its best ye#frthe current

regeneration project is to be successful an understanding of and appreciation for the

reasons othis declineare important.The four main factors generally considered to be
NEBaLRYyaArAoftS F2N wSaidldisS RSOtAYySQ | NB SELX 2NEB




Design

Research on the built environment (Newman 1972, Coleman 1990) indicate that the
following aspects of estate design are most likely to cause problems: multi story dwellings
without appropriate access to higher floors, very large complexes, large open spates
areas shielded from public view.

Oliver Bond House has at least three of the above design points. In addition to these Oliver
Bond House is chronically underserved by appropriate recreation areas for chiltiten a
young adults andinderseved by appropriate parkingubbish disposal facilitiesnd shared
spaces The porous nature of the complex has also been identified as a potential
contributory factor to the high level of anti social behaviour that takes place in the complex.

The size of householdan average two bedroom flat in the complex is 48sqm compared to

a new build standard of 70sgm for a two bed flateans that a majority of families in the
O2YLX SE I NB Wdzy RSNJ K2dzaSRQ®d ¢KS Hada$§ 2F GKS
dampness and nedependable servicesause fissures in theéay to day funabnality of

households and impact on the physical and mental heakhyell as the dignityof

residents.

Housing Management Factors:

Anne Power, an academic who has extensively stuldgecsing issues, and especially estate
decline, outlines housing management and the relationship between tenants and lasdlord
as another potential contributing factor to estate decline.

Power criticises the fragmentation of housing services across several departments, the
centralisation of services in a head office and the lack of estate based services all of which
contribute to a breakdown in the tenant landlord relationship.



Residents of Oliver Bond House consistently report frustrations regarding their relationship
with DCC as outlined by Power. While the majority of these frustrations are historic (and
perhaps best highlighted by the apparent lack of consultation regardirepdier

regeneration project in the complex) a number are persistamd ongoingand relate to the
disparate nature of DCC servidegenants. A particular issus with maintenanceboth the
poor state of the complex generally and the perceived unrespeness to issues reported

by individual householdss well as the actual process of communicating maintenance
issues.

These frustrations lead to a breakdown of regular communication pathways between
residents and DCC as was evident with the rodent situation in 2020; residents lack of trust in
5// SR G2 GKSY Ww3a2Ay3 (2 GKS YSRAIQ G2 3Si

Oliver Bond residents afraid to leave homes
continue to 'run riot' in flat complex

The rodents have been described as 'big enough to put a saddle on' and have plagued the col

g By News Reporter
¢ 7:15,10NOV2020 | UPDATED 1821, 10 NOV 202

The disconnectedness of servigasvided to tenantdas a directmpact on the

maintenance and upkeep of the complex while the perceiwglifference of DCC staff leads

to a widespread sense of hopelessness among residents. Both of these have contributed to
WSaidliS RSOtAYSQ Ay htAGSNI . 2yR | 2dzaSo

Social Factors:

Stigma and antsocial behaviour are widely understoodcecipitate estate decline.

Research conducted by Dean and Hastings (2000) on a number of social housing estates in
the UK indicates that estates that suffer from a poor public image are more likely to require
regeneration measures and be more difficultregenerate.
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I WNJI anwdhich tdak pkiedn Oliver Bond Holise2020 in contravention of public

health guidelines. A small number of residents, or relations of residents, organised a party

which was attended by approximately 150 pesghe vast majority of whontame from

outside the complex. Residents repedicontacting the Gardai on dozens of occasions

throughout the night to break up the party but the limited resporgeAn Garda meant that

the party continued until 06.0(Media reporting initially indicated the culpability of the

whole complex leadintp widespread slander and abuse from the general public towards

residents of the complex across social mediae ®cial profiling of the complex readily

evident in the searchresulis K I & Wht A @S NJ . 2cfRoaredacdasiBi@ar g A £ NI
onlinesearclesfor other housing development&n ongoing cycle of anti social behaviour,
stigmatisationJowering of morale, ad sense oflespondencyare other key contributory
FIOG2NAR (2 WwWSaidlidS RSOtAYSQ Ay htAGBSNI . 2yR |

Attention to addressing negative image and stigma has played an important part in some
regeneration projects in Ireland, for example Ballymun in Dublin and Moyross in Limerick.

¢KS NBISYSNIUGAZ2Y 2F 52FLKAY | 2dza S rivagRso¢ SNB & |
involve a considered appach towards social factors includitige early establishment of a
regeneration board anthe appointment of appropriate regeneration workers.

11



Economic Factors:

Research on the economic drigesf esate decline highligha variety ofcontributing factors

too great todraw outin any depth hereStatistics available from the 20t@nsusnclude a

50% rate of adult male unemployment rate, a 76% lone parent family rate and a 44%
proportion of population with primary education only in Oliver Bond House. These statistics,
and a host of similar statistics indicdtg higher levels of deprivation than the national
average and indicate theequirement for a comprehensive physieaid socialregeneration

of Oliver Bond House.

Only one of the four pointassociated with estate declinéhe designof the complexis
currently being considered HyCdor regeneration Best practice suggests that all four
aspects need to be considered to realise the full potentidhs regeneration project. If this
does not happen all of theocialand economigssueghat exist for the Oliver Bond
Community will continue unabated into the future.

12
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Consultation Methodology

A comprehensive consultation and engagemelarpwas established to reach as great a
number of Oliver Bond House residents as possildeng a range of channels and formats.
As the consultation process evolved, the consultation and engagement pladealstoped.
This resukd in the following consultation activities.

| |
| |
bl

Model of Plans

Robert Emmet CDP hosted the modepaposedOliver Bond Hose regeneration plans in
our premises on 3 Usher Street from Octobel" 1atil December 14. Residents were

invited to view and provide feedback on the model which would be recorded and included
in a consultation report.

The model received approxirtedy 270 visits during this two month period. Visatgeraged

out over the period at sevewisitsper day, five days per week with an average visit lasting
ten minutes.A vast number of comments and questions were received through this process
somecomments received have been attached as an appemdlikthe main ones are

explored in the body of the report.

Digital Seminars

Robert Emmet CDP facilitated twaline seminars to provide a platform foommunity
membersto access DCC senior staff and architects involved ipribject.

These seminars wemgelivered via Zoom and streamed onto Facebook Live to ersure
professional and seamless deliveviiile alscallowing as wide an access as possible to
community members (community members were consulted beforehand and advised that

14



Facebooklive was the preferred choice of platform for a seminar to be deliveredTrg.
seminar was recorded and individuals who were not in a postoattend at the timehad
the facility to watch the session baakerwards.

Thecomments /questionsthat arose during these seminanave been attached as a
separated appendix. 27 individuals attended the first seminar and 26 individuals attended
the second seminar. Bogeminarswere viewed retrospectively by community membeas
total of 426times.

Surveys

Robert Emmet CDP distributed survépependixl)and a simple explanation of the
proposed regeneration model tall 391 households in the complex. 54 surveys were
completed and returnedWhile this number is quite low it isxderstandable iyen the

larger public health risk and restrictiorturing the time that this consultation was delivered.

Somedata from completedsurveys has been dated and represented in graphs with. The
remainder of the data is avaible in a raw form (Appendix 2) and additional comrants
section is also attached (Appendix 3)

Delivering a commuity consultation during a public healffgandemic presented a very

obvious obstacleit was not possible to physically engage vilie communityin any sort of
effective way It was not possible to deliver town hall style meetings, it was not possible to

call door to door and provide assistance completing relevant surveys, it was not possible to
consult directly with any of the relevant residents grouppsvas not possible to do anything

that we would normally do to deliver a consultation of this ty@@mmunication between
residents was also wiied by the impact of Cowti9- normal people could not gatheo

talk andbuild excitement about the prospect M5 ISy SNI (A 2y 2 Nopitioda &3 Sa &
onthe various proposed aspects of it.

Elements of the consultation which could 8elivered onlinesuch as the digital seminar
faced the obstacle of digital literachot everyone is comfortable with or has capacity to
attend and input into online seminars.

15



In order to ensure that the consultation was located in a wictamntext, background

research was also undertaken, including a profile of the community, the history of the

community and wht has happened, and is happening, in other local regeneration projects

adzOK a {dd ¢SNBal QaThdinaRes:y & | YR 52t LIKAY | 2d

1 Developing a demographic profile of the community

1 Researching to provide a brief history of regeneration

1 Collating observations on what has failed and what has worked in other areas in
order to understand what should be included in this consultation.

16



Model of Proposed Plans

Robert Emmet CDP hosted the model of propossgeneration plangrom October 19

until December 1% inviting comments and feedback on the plans for inclusion in this final
consultation report. The model received approximately 270 visits during this Ame.
amountof thesevisits were repeat visits by actively interested community memberd is
likely that the number of unique visitors was 220sits averaged out over thevo month
period atseven visitper day, five days per weekith an average visit lasting ten minutes.
The total time spent delivering thiseanent of the consultation is forty fe/hours.

Individualswho viewed the plans were provided withhamber of documents tossist
understanding a simplified explanation of the plans docume(aippendix) adocument

provided by DCC outlinimgptional variationsto the proposed planand architectural

drawings ofboth the precinct improvement plans and potential amalgamation plans.
Residents were facilitated by a member of Robert Emmet CDP staff when viewing the model
andalsoinvited to provide feedback to be included in this consultation report.

Theprimary purpose of this element of the consultation was to gather data to be included
in the consultation reportA secondarpurposewasto acclimatisaesidents to the idea of
regeneration and consultation in a safe and friendly spActertiarypurpose was to

facilitate community input and cdesign of the rest of the consultation process to ensure
that this was as accessible and appropriate for the Oliver Bond House community as
possible.

Residentsvere asked three general questions in relation to the plahthis stage of the
regeneration Everyone who viewed the plans sadvised that there would bedditional
elements of theconsultationinvolvingmore structured and data driven feedback
mechanisms. The quisns asked at this point were:

1. Are you supportive of the proposed regeneration of Oliver Bond Hbuse

2. Do you have any issues or concerns related to anything that appears or does not
appear in the plans?

3. Any additional comments?

17



Approximately three quarters of residents who viewed the model answered questires.
guarter advised they just wanted to have a look and would provide feedback at a later stage
of the consultation process.

Question 1

Are you supportive ofOliver Bond House being regenerated?

Are you supportive of Oliver Bond House being regenerated?

3%

\

= Yes = No

An overwhelmin®7% of 164e@spondents advised that they weseipportive of OliveBond
House being regenerated.

Five residents, or 3% of total responderggpressed that they we not supportive of the
amalgamation aspect @he proposed regenerationrhree individuals who express#us
point of view were middle aged or older anded the length and the disruptioaf
construction worksestimated to last ten to fifteeryears as the reason for giving this
opinion. Two individuals who expressed this point of view cited the amotimianey which
they had invested itheir own home over the years as the reason they did not support the
idea of amalgamation.

Two of the five respondentsho answered nao this questionalsoexpressed aimterest in
being decantedo a property outside the compleand not retuning when work is
completed whilethe three otherW y r2@dondentssaid that they did not wish to leave the
complex.

97% of respondents are supportive of titea of regeneation. One thirdof respondents
who answered yes did not expand on thairswerand expressed that they simplyanted
to view the model or advised thaley intended to take part at another stage of the
consultation process.

Unprompted, three quarters of respondents expressed doubts that the regeneration
process would actually proceed, or, if it did proceed, that community input would be duly

18



considered. Respondents cited a historic lack of trust in DCC related to perceived

inattentiveness to maintenance issues and the lack of consultation around an earlier
NEISYSNIridAz2y LINRP2SO0 6KAOK (221 LI IFO& AYy hifa
this doubt.

% of people who do not think regeneration will go ahead or will not go
ahead with sufficent community consultation

= Yes = No

Question 2

Do you have any issues or concerns relatedato/thing that appears or does
not appear in the plans?

One third of reglents who viewed the model either responded generally that the model
looked good or dighot respond to this question and advised they justnted to view the
modeland that they wold provide input at a later point in the consultation process

The one toone nature otthis part of the consultatiomay have been daunting for
individuals who had not contributed to a consultation process before. The wider public
health context is anothelikely contributor factor for such a high number of substantive
answers.

Over one hundredssuesand concerns were cite@ select number of theskavebeen
distilleddown into the five most frequent comments below.

T aLQY KI LR ¢ ARISKA AOXKYSE LINR L2 a8 SR
A number of people advised they wesemplyhappy withthe design as it appears
and believed that DCC appdarbe serious about the idea of regenerating Oliver
Bond HouseThe lack ogpecificity of this answer is possibly somewhat related to

19



the lack of capacitpf respondentdo comprehendarchitectural model and
drawings.

Gl 26 R2 L (1y2¢6 L gAff o0S lofS G2 32
The second most common conemt came from respondentsoncerned that they

would not be in a position to go back to their own fléndividuals cited that they

would require a very definite undertaking from Df@@arding their righto return to

theal YS FtlLd a ¢Sttt a + RSOFATSR RS&AONRL)
wouldenga$ 2 NJ aA 3y | -WésfonderEsNenerdly udderstdod that Q

due to an amalgamation process they miglot be returning to the same front door

but their regeneratedlat would be in the same general space).

It would appear that the regeneration process would benefit from very clear

instruction provided by DCC in relation to the de andeneanting process.

al 26 INB FftlGa o0SAy3a SEGSYRSR AT (K
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Thethird most common commenivas in relation to the general amalgamation

process. It would appear that this question was related to the lack of information

about the amalgamation proceskdt appeared in plans providethree

architectural drawings of proposed reafiguring of L, M and N block§here was

also widespread concern that the community felt that it might be brokemg

spread to disparate locationgith limited options to return to the regenerated

complex.

It would appear that the process would benefit from an additional survey being
conducted to understand the proportion of Oliver Bon House residents who intend
to move back to Oliver Bond House after the regeneration process is complete. This
figure could le set @ainst the expectedumber of housing unitsicludedin the
regenerated complex tanderstand whether there will be capacity for everyone

who wishes to return.

G! N GKS Fflda oSAy3a aLX Ad dzZd 2N y2
The fourth most commonly asked question was in relation to the subdivision of the

flats. Respondents had a variety of strong opinions related to this point and it was

not possible to derive anyseabledata. It appears that this ia very important issue

to respondents As such every effort should be mateoffer additional clear

information about potential subdivision potentially creating CGIl images of what this

could look like. To ensure the idea of subdivishas been duly considered ahds a

clear mandate its also recommended thain additional survey on the issue with a

required minimum level of participatiois carried out

20
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The fifth most commonly asked question at was in relation to the facilities which will
be ircluded in the regeneratedomplex.
Respondents were mainly happy with the utilisation of space in relation to the
O2YYdzyAlleé OSYGNB o6SAy3a AyadlftfSR Wdzy RSNHAN
complex. Residents were mainly happy with the concept of there being a playground
facilityind OK Wy SAIKoOo2dzZNK22RQ 2F GKS FfrdGa az2
safely while being observed by their parenffiere was amixture of opinions in
relation to theproposed location of the football pitch in the regenerated complex.

9 Question 3 Any Additional Comments

G452 &2dz GKAY]l AGQa FOdGdzktte 32Aay3a

Y.

Therewas @learRA 80 St AST YR | &Sy a&xpessedoynS QO3S A
majority of respondents vieing the plans. This disbelief was made apparent by the
comparativebelief and excitemenin the projectgenerated bythe unannounced

arrival of company conductingaGeo Survey on sitgver a number of days. Seeing

is believing!

Five respondents also enquiredhoutthe plans for thehree houses in the complex
Three of these respondents expressed concern that current houses might be
demolished. Two respondents expressed the apirthat additional houses should

be built during the regeneration as a useful way of breaking up the complex without
fully subdividing it. No indication of what if any works would be conducted on
houses in the complex was included in proposed regeneration plans.

DCC also provided an additional document (appedAfloutlining optional variations to the
proposed plans which appeared in the 3D model and architectural drawings. A number of
copies of this document were madwailable to individuals viewing the model and
drawings. Copies were also made available for collection from Robert Emmet CDP and
emailed to a number of respondents to consider and respond to.

21



It is understood that this was an important documexst it providedespondents with an
immediately obvious option of choide what was set out in the model and architectural
drawings Howeverthe optionsdocumentwhich was providedonsisted of a number of
difficult to comprehend architectural drawings and was moany wayaccessible to
respondents. As eesulthere was no feedback on thimportant document

It is worth considering creating another iteration of this document using CGI images (or
even drawings) of proposed variations instead of architectural drawings. Each variation of
plans would be offered as a multiple choice option in a new survey. Thisl\wogaure a

data driven approach to decision making and a mandate for weatdecision is ultimately
made.

22



Regeneration of Oliver Bond House

COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

Robert EJT“PF’;.tﬁ

Two hour long community consultations
on the regeneration of Oliver Bond
House will take place on:

Tuesday 15th December
10am-11am and 7pm-8pm

These consultations are an opportunity
for Oliver Bond residents to attend
presentations and ask questions from
senior DCC personnel involved in the
regeneration project.

This is your opportunity to have your say
on the future of your community.

These consultations will take place
online - links will be made available on
the day via our social media.




Chapter 2¢ Online Seminar

Robert Emmet CDP facilitated tvaour longonline seminarson 15" December 2020The

first session was delivered at 11am and the second session was delivered at @psute

that these were as accabge as possible to people leadibgsy livesSeminars were

advertised on Robert Emmet CDP social media, through posters erected in the complex and
through Oliver Bond residents group and local sporting clubs.

The purmse of these sessions wasallow Oliver Bond residents taccess DCC senior staff
and archiects involved in the project and ask questions directly.

Oliver Bond House residents were survepedr to the delivery of the seminado enquire
what the most accessible digital platform for a seminar wouldTiee majority of
respondents requested Facebook lildiese seminars wemgelivered via Zoom and
streamed onto Facebodkive to enste that the process remainggrofessional but alswas
very accessibleor community memberss it was delivered on a platform they felt
comfortable with 27 individuals attended the 11am seminar and 26 individuals attended
the 7pm seminar.

Theseminas werealso recorded sondividuals whavere not in a position to attend had
the facility to watch back afterwards and retrospectively share ques@mascomments
The seminars were wehed back a total of 426mes.

The original 11am seminar can be viewed heites://fb.watch/3ApETJeL7T/
The original 7pm seminar can be viewed here https://fb.watch/3Apl04uzg

Attendees were invitedo participate in the seminars by typing questions intoheat box on
facebook live which a Robert Emmet CDP facilitator wthéd raise with DCC staff
membersdeliveringpresentations Thirty ninecommentsand questionsvere raised with
DCGtaffduring the 11anseminar and twenty sevecommens and questions we raised
with DCC stafduring the 7pmseminarin this mannerThese were theollated down to
forty seven questions ancommentsaltogether, whichhave been attached (appendix5)

OPTIONS 182 eilagy
aeea  AREAS PROPOSALS TO BLOCKS
I LM&N
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https://fb.watch/3ApETJeL7T/

Questiond commentsfrom respondentcan be broken down into the following bad
categories. These categories would appeaintticate the relative importance of different
aspects of the regeneration projet this representative group of Oliver Bond House
residents.

Respondent Questions by Category

Interim Improvements
Timescale

Green Areas
Community Centre G
Football Pitch B&Z)

Parking Pz

1 1 1 1 1 1
> >

Sequence of Work L)

Other

i

Interim Improvements:43% of questionscommentswere in relation to iterim
improvements or maintenance issues in the complex. miagrity of thesequestions /
commentsrevolved around dampnessd condensation issues whiokspondents are
experiencing.

Timescale9% of questiong commentsaskedrelated to the timescalavithin which the
work would takeplace

Green Areas9 % ofguestions/ comments were related to the green areas in the proposed
plans.

Community Centre6% ofquestions/‘commentsrelated to theproposedcommunity centre.
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Football Pitch:6%of questions/ commentsrelated to the proposedfootball pitch.
Parking:4% ofquestions’commentsrelated toproposedparkingplans

Sequence of Work4d% ofquestions/ commentsrelated to the sequence in which work on
blocks would be completed

General:17% of questions / commentsglatedto general pointsA question / comment was
categorised by general if it was raised by a single respondent ane-iterated or
supported by any other attendee.

Respondentslear prioritisation ofnterim improvements and appropriate maintenanegs
the most significant outcome of the seminar sessian$ & LJ2 y d®iSryeitsYduestions
also indicatehow damaginghe perceival DCC inattentiveness tonaintenance issuesver
the yearshas been to the relationship with Oliver Bond House resisle

Another clear outcome of the semans was the positive impact the sessidra on the
relationship between senior DCC personnel and Oliver Bond House residenseniinas
provided anopportunity for residents to connect with DCC andlta relationshipvith DCC
personnel involved in the regeneration project. It also provided an opportunity for DCC
architects to realise the haan significancef their work aswell as thewillingnessof the
Oliver Bond House community engage in appropriate consultative processes related to
that work. DCC senior architeCecelia Naughtotook advantage of this opportunity to
advise dependent onCovid restrictions, her availability meet with small grops of Oliver
Bond residents to explore localised variations of plans within the complex. This opportunity
was wdl received by respondent3he seminaralso provided an opportunity for Estate
Manager Mark Mclnerney to advertigeclinic for Oliver Bond House residents being
delivered in Robert Emmet CBRery Tuesday morning.

Following tle delivery of the seminars a numberaitendees contacted Robert Emmet CDP
facilitators toexpress gratitude for arranging this interface with DCC architects and to advise
they felt the events were a succeds number of individuals expressed the belief that direct
interaction between DCC personnel and Oliver Bond House residents was an indicator that
DCC were serious about the regeneration project.
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Robert Emmet d

bert Emmet

Covid-19 Community Wellbeing and

Services Required Survey General Community Survey

The purpase of this survey is to gather data so Robert Emmet CDP as an organisation can understand what sort of
programmes and support our community and partners wauld like us to deliver over the next three years. All of the data that
is generated will be considered and collated to farm a three year strategy document for the organisation which will be
published in December 2020. This document will outline what the arganisation wishes ta achieve in the 2021- 2023 period
All the data shared in this survey is completely anonymous.M thanks for taking part and making your voice heard

The purpose of this survey is to gather data so Robert Emmet CDP as an organisation can understand what sort of
programmes and support our community and partners would like us to deliver over the next three years. All of the data
that is generated will be considered and collated to form a three year strategy ment for the arganisation which will be
published in December 2020, This document will outline what the arganisation wishes to achieve in the 2021- 2023
period.All the data shared in this survey is completely ananymous.Many thanks for taking part and making your voice heard.

This survey will take approximately five minutes to complete

1) Do you have access to the following?

rl Computer
I:‘ Smartphone
D Both of the above
U Neither of the above
2) Would you feel comfortable using a smartphone or computer to engage in classes online?

E Yes

E No, please state why

3) Which social media site do you use most frequently?

E Facebook
E Twitter
E Instagram

E Other, please state

4) What is your preferred method of contact?

[ ] phone call
[ Text
|| wnatsapp
(] Email

D Other, please state

5) How are you dealing with Covid-19 restrictions?

Verybadly () () () ‘ Very well

6) What are you finding the most challenging part of the current situation?

[ ] Boredom

[ ] Fear

J Loneliness

:‘ Anxiety

[ ] other, please state

7) How could Robert Emmet CDP help you through this pericd?
D More regular contact
j More classes
:‘ Other, please state

8) Other than in person classes what method of classes interest you?
D Classes through Zoom
U Classes through posted material

D Other, please state

9) What type of classes would you like Robert Emmet CDP to run?

]

Art and Craft
I:‘ Exercise

D Cooking

[ ] Mindfulness

EI Other, please state

This survey will take approxima ve minutes to complete

Y

1) Do you (or your child) attend any service provided by Robert Emmet CDP?

D Yes
D No

2) If yes, what service do you attend and how do you find it?

3) If you do not attend a service can you please provide the reason why?

D I didn’t know it was there

D It's not welcoming

D I don't know what activities they run

D No suitable activities for me

D Opening hours (9am - 5pm) are not accessible

[ ] condition of the facilities
4) Which services would you like to see Robert Emmet CDP provide?
m Meeting Space
D Computer Facilities / Training
D Activities for young people
D Activities for older people
D Exercise / Mindfulness Class
[] Help gettingJobs
D Help with Social Welfare and Housing

D Other, please state:

5) Are you interested in volunteering with Robert Emmet CDP and if so what area would you like
to volunteer in?

u Running an Activity
l:‘ Visiting vulnerable people
u Creating a newsletter
D Other, please state
6) What do you think are the main opportunities for the area in the next three years?
D Regeneration of Oliver Bond House
rl Employment Opportunities related to Dublin 8 construction projects
l:‘ Education opportunities
u Development of Bridgefoot Street Park and other patential environment projects
D There are no obvious opportunities

D Other, please state:

7) What are the main issues that concern you about where you live?
Not enough opportunity for community to come together
Lack of services for older people

Lack of services for younger people

Lack of access to green space

Lack of health / fitness activities

Crime / Violence

No opportunities for training / improving skills

Not enough for young people to do

High Unemployment

Drug related issues

Development of hotels and student accommodation
Disproportionate number of emergency services in area
Lack of suitable housing

Other:
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Robert Emmet

General Community Survey

The purpose of this survey is to gather data so Robert Emmet CDP as an organisation can understand what sort of —
programmes and support our community and partners would like us to deliver over the next three years. All of the data that
is generated will be considered and collated to form a three year strategy document for the organisation which will be -~
— published in December 2020. This document will outline what the organisation wishes to achieve in the 2021- 2023 period.
All the data shared in this survey is completely anonymous.Many thanks for taking part and making your voice heard
This survey will take approximately five minutes to complete

1) Do you (or your child) attend any service provided by Robert Emmet CDP?

D Yes S
D No “W

2) If yes, what service do you attend and how do you find it?

3) If you do not attend a service can you please provide the reason why?

D I didn't know it was there
D It's not welcoming
D | don't know what activities they run
D No suitable activities for me
D Opening hours (3am - 5pm) are not accessible
D Condition of the facilities
4) Which services would you like to see Robert Emmet CDP provide?
D Meeting Space
I:I Computer Facilities / Training
D Activities for young people
I:l Activities for older people
D Exercise / Mindfulness Class
D Help getting Jobs
D Help with Social Welfare and Housing

D Other, please state:

Robert Emmet ]

Covid-19 Community Wellbeing and
Services Required Survey
The purpose of this survey is to gather data so Robert Emmet CDP as an organisation can understand what sort of
programmes and support our community and partners would like us to deliver over the next three years. All of the data
that is generated will be considered and collated to form a three year strategy document for the organisation which will be
published in December 2020. This document will outline what the organisation wishes to achieve in the 2021- 2023
period.All the data shared in this survey is completely anonymous.Many thanks for taking part and making your voice heard.
This survey will take approximately five minutes to complete
1) Do you have access to the following?
G Computer
D Smartphone
D Both of the above
D Neither of the above
2) Would you feel comfortable using a smartphone or computer to engage in classes online?

D Yes

D No, please state why

3) Which social media site do you use most frequently?

D Facebook
D Twitter
D Instagram

D Other, please state

4) What is your preferred method of contact?

D Phone Call
D Text

D Whatsapp
D Email

D Other, please state



Chapter 3 Surveys

Robert Emmet CPdistributed survey® all 394households in the compler order to

allow for an anonymous andkata driven aspect tthe consultation procesSurveys were
fourteen pages long and consisted of a simplified explanation of the planmmstel and
process as well aseventeersimple multiple choice question¥hese multiple choice
guestions were based around the most frequently asked questions and most frequently
expressed concerns which arose during the first two elements of the consultation process.

Fifty foursurveys were completed and returnéy residents in total. While this numbesr
quite lowin relation to the number of overall households in the complex it is
understandable given the larger public headtbntext andveryquick turn around time on
this aspetof the consultation. Of the fifty fousurveys which wereompleted andeturned
fifty three were completed and returned by hand and omas completed over the phone.

The primary purpose dhe survey was to create
data indicating residentgreferences for various
aspects of the proposed regeneration plaii$e
secondary purpose was to provide respondents i
anonymous space to provide feedback and
additional comments without having to defend
their position or enter into debate with other
residents.

Theimportance of thesesurveydo the overall mH:

consultation proceswas communicated bthe Robert Emmet CDP distributed
Oliver Bond Residents@up and sporting groups surveys to all 394

operating in the complex and also advertised on Wausetiolds in‘tHecomplax
Robert Emmet CDP social media. Due to Gb9iealth concernandrestrictionsit was not
possible to assigesidents with completingurveys door to door as had originally been the
plan. This obstacle was always going to result in a far loaapletion rate of surveys
Waiting in vain foincidences of Covid9 tolower to the point where it was safto

complete surveys door to do@isoslowed down the entire consultation process for a
number of weeksln place of providing assistance with completing surveys face to face a
facility was established where residents could be assisted withptating surveys over the
phone.
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The survey consisted of seventeen questions in total/ datafrom all seventeerof these
questions aswell &' RR A G A 2 ptd dbcOmett appeasSin Appendix@sand ().
Answers to gght of the most important questiongudged bythe lewel of take up on these
pointsin other parts of the consultation processere converted into graphs and a brief run
down is provided on each of these below.

1. Would you like the complex
to be completelysubdivided?

=Yes = No No Response

The potential subdivision of the complex would appear to be the most hothatgel point
in the proposed regeneration plan3his was alsthe most widely responded to question
terms of individuals adding additional comments.

Overall 57% of respondents advised that they would likecthraplex to be completely
subdivided. While a simplified explanation of the proposed plans accompanied the survey it
would appear that there may have been some confusion around this question based on

A

a) They dzY o SNJ 2F LIS2L)X S ¢K2 |yagSNBR &Sa (2 a2
completelysubdivided andalso answered yes 2 2 dzf R Be2cdmplexitd b
LI NI AL ff& &adzoRADARSRE D

b) The disproportionate level of verbal support for the complex remaining open
expressed bth by members of Oliver Baol Residents Group and individual
respondents to the model.

Typical comments in favour of keeping the complex open are as follows:

1 OA lot of families have extended family in and around the flats. To divide
the flats would cut off access to grandchildren to from block to block in
al¥sSte¢

T . SOFdzAS 6S IINB || O2YYdzyAiled 5AFAaA2
fAQAY3E
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Typical comments in favour of subdividing the complex are :

T G¢KS Y2NB O2yidNRft SI OK vy Sianiavk beamimiK 2 2 R K
betterifanti-a 2 OA+ £ 0 SKI @GA2dzNJ 200dzNE® ¢KAA G A
to run through different blocks if gzt NRa | NB OF f f SR¢

f aaz2NB LISOXDSEHEE xGE=A A RASNE

Other respondents identified the reasons why the subdivision was being consideratsbut
suggested an alternative

GL GKAY]l (GKAAa ¢2ddZ R ONBI]l dzLJ G KS O2YYdzyAd
separating the blocks due to anti social behaviour but I think they and the police

together should tackle this more in other ways. Deal with it head on. Get rid of the

drug deales £

2. Would you like the complex
to be partially subdivided?

4%

=Yes =mNo No Response
68% ofrespondents answered yestd2 2 dzf R &2dz t A1S G(KS O2YL}X SE
providing a slightly clearer mandate than the previous question.

A number of additional comments werlso provided for this questionghich are
somewhat similar to question 1.

These are

x GbHAEIORAGAEZAZ2YE YI{Sa RAGARAYI GHEfa 2
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to

V G, BaBAY] AU0Qa AYLERNIIFIYG T2N OKAf RNBY
16SSYy UKS ySAIKOoO2dzNK22R&a gAGK2dzi f St

However it is possible that a small numberespondents understood subdivision as
referring to the complex being closed off to through traffic from cars but remaining open for
people to walk through.

The potential lack of clarity around the questions related to the proposed subdivision of the
complex.the relatively low number of respondents the survey(54 households out of a

total of 394)andthe volume of latent opinion around subdivision would suggest that

further surveys are required here to understand community wants in more details. The
variation in opinion to the issue would also suggest th&tired approach could be
consideredaccording to theneedsand wishes of specific areas aneightoburhoods across

the complex.

3. What purpose would you like
a community cnetre to serve?

Sport Meeting Space Youth Activities
for community
groups

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

EYes No

The majority of respondents chose all three optionfeidd regarding the potential purpose
that a new community centre in the regenerated complex will sefitgs would suggest
that the community would be best servdxy a multi use space. This space would have
capacity to serve a& large hall with options to sub dividlee space into room$or use by a
number of groups simultaneously.
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There were only three additional comments to this question which vesréollows
L

.‘ Gl 218 SOSYy AF dzy RSNENRdzy R RI&fA3IKG OFy

A 4=

[ )
‘aﬂ AhiKE8NIaasSa 2F Ydzar Oz NI SiGo¢

[ )
IZI GOYUNBLINSYSdINEKALY / fl aasSat

4. Is having a football pitch
important to you?

2%

4

=Yes =mNo =No Response

The response to the inclusion of a football pitch in the regenerated complexawas
comprehensivéye<with 78% of respondents answering that this was important to them.
There was only one additional comment provided by respondents to this question

428 KI @S Frfglrea KIEIR | F22G0l ftf LAGOKE

A secondary question was also asked in relation toptbetion of the football gchin the
regenerated complex

&Would you rather the football pitch in the location shown inthe plandd A 1 Q& O dzNNB y (
locationK €

Out ofa totalfifty four survey respondents, thirty orrespondentsadvised that they would
like the football pitch to rerain in its current position, twentyespondentsadvised they
would like the football pitch to be placed as it appears in regeneration plans and three
survey respondents did not answer this question.
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Athird question in relation to thdootball pitchfacility was an invitation to respondents to
suggest a football facility managed by DCC in another location as a positive example of what
can be achieved in Oliver Bond HoLiBke following four comments were made in relation

to this:

 a. tdzSoStt /2YYdzyAide / SyYyadNB NXzy | FI odz
not on a housing complex as such but if we had a proper community centre
and locals giving job opportunities to run it like Bluebell it would be great

f abSFNJ GKS FNHzA G YFENJySG A& | 322R SEF YL

&, SGeek Street has their pitch at the side of their complex which is
ANBI ¢

T aL dKAY]l K&
LIAGOK Aa (K
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5. Are playgrounds an
important feature to you in the
regenerated complex?

2%

= Yes = No

¢KS NBaLRyasS 2 a! NS tfl@3aNRdzyRa Iy AYLRNIIY
gl a I NB&ZAY RANEK Why:'z 2 FthahtBes ardayl ipoytantfeattr®& O A 4 A Y
for them.

Respondentsvere also asked what age they would like play facilities to cater for;

70% of respondents answered®

81% of respondents answered 10

54% of respondents answered 118

24% of respondents answered 11

Once again itan be noted that aumber of respondents answered yes to more than one
category lere highlighting the need for play and recreation areas that serve the needs of a
variety of age groups.

Additional commentgor this question are as follows:

Gt - @3aINRdzyRa G2 AyOfdzRS 2dziR2
gKEFEG&a Ay a2YS LI NJ ace

(et

a!'taz2 ySSR INBFa FT2N 2f RSNJ OK
G ¢ 2 &S S cater fad By iabERyroups; art

g2N] aK2LJA YR ¢SS1TSYR NBIUNBSI
GCKSNBE aK2dzZ R 0SS 2LIIR2NIdzyAdAS

so they should do a baby, toddler and older stuff for
GKS {ARat
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Respondentsvere also asked to suggest playgrounds currently managed by DCC in other
locations as examples of what could be achieved in Oliver Bond Hbhusdollowing three
comments were made in relation to this:

Ga2NBE FLOAfAGASE tA1S NRO] Of AYOAYy3E
. tSaaAry3aidzy {GNBSG I NBI F2N SEIFYLXS adl i

G{1rd8 tIN] tA1S 281 @gSNI {ljdzt NBE

6. Are you happy with the
proposed bin compund
locations?

11%

7%

A\

=Yes =mNo No Response

At 82% the vast majority of respondengsswered that they are supportive of the proposed
bin compound locations the regenerated complex

Howevera relatively high 11% of respondents did not answer this question and a number of
additional comments sugge=d that respondents were not aware tife plans for proposed

bin compound locationsA number of respondents to other elements of the consultation
process also advised they were unawaf@roposed bin compound sites and had to be
emailed nformation in relation to these.

G!'ylrotsS G2 yagSNI RdzS (2 y20 1y26Ay
aAlddz G§SRE

s 0P 2 OAY LXIya OAarot Se

Two respondents who are not supportive of the proposed bin

. compound sites provided the reason that they are closer to each
block in the proposed plans.

Gb-dAya Of2a8NJ G2 SIFOK of201¢

acKSe aSSY (2 oBmaiTheteSMlotibRothedS 2 LI S
! places the O2dzZA R 6S Lizi If2y3 glftfta Si

a
O¢
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7. Are outdoor communal
clothes dryig facilities
important to you?

2%

4

=Yes =No = No Response
At 72%, almost three quarters of respomds advised that outdoor commuh clothes
drying fadities are important to them.

There were also eight additional comments provided in response to this queskimm
includedopinions on alternative uses for thespaces:

& b [o outdoor drying areas]2 dzil R22NJ 38Y YI OKAySa ¢g2dz R 6
really know. Alot of people dry their clothesA Y 8 A RS y 2 g ¢

G.A1S CHAyANVEASE LyadsStRé
or suggesteccomplementary uses for this space

Gb2 KIENY Ay LdzidAy3a | (EBdz02Y LE B Eo F & $36 24
Three respondents also suggestdternative clothes drying solutions

GPerhaps aclotheR NE Ay 3 FIF OAftAGE Ay | O2YYdzylt | NB
G2 Ke y20 Lidzi | fFdzyRSNBGGS Ay SIFOK O2YLX S

62S KI @S y2 ySSRA2 AT 200 D0 124 KBAY @ y&g&ES (G KS
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8. Are you supportive of
proposed parking plans as they
appear in plans?

-

=Yes mNo = No Response

At 71% a relatively cleanajority of respondentexpressed support for thproposed

parking plans for the regenerated complex with one notadsld understandablexception
residents who live on the ground floor facing onto proposed parking $tiesenadditional
commentswere provided for this section and a disparity in support between ground floor
and norground floor residents in evident in these responses.

GL GKAY]l LINJAY3I Ay (GKS 3INBSY I NBFa 2dzi
ARSF a Ad OFly 6S RFEY3ISNRBdza G yA3IKGE L
mygAyR2ga |G Fff K2dz2NE 2F GKS yAIKGE

T <=

GLYGNHzZRA Y 3 Li®S bélrSoins draNdcid@hlodi@the proposed car parks.
Prefer to be a communal garden. Creating traffic

Another respondent requested identified the problem of individuals from outside the
complex taking up parking spaces and offered a solution

Ge22 Ylye LIS2LXS y2 tAGAYy3a KSNB LI NJAy3Ia
LISNXYAGE @




Another respondent worried that cars would be parked further away from the owners
households under the new plans and worried this would have a negative impact as people
grow older.

GhdzNJ 62NNE Aa GKIFIG a ¢S 3Si 2t RSNJ o6l 3a 2

transport if we are not allowed to drive close to the flat. Although in the grand
Aa0KSYS 2F GKAy3da (KAa Aa y2i4 GKS Y2

ax
c:

9. Do you agree with the
complex being gated?

\

=Yes =mNo No Response

There is nothing set out in current plans regardi
access into the complex either for pedestrians og

that the complex be gated and there be fobbed _!
gates for motorists (with one fob being provided gt
to each ar owner in the complex) at each road g3
into the complex to prevent non residents parkin® = i '
their cars in the complex. In addition to this it has
been suggested that there be gates which can b i
accessed by key for pedestrians to enter and exgsis
the complex. Asuch a question was included in
the questionnaire taunderstand @erall support

for the concept of including external gates in theAn overwhelming 90% of respondents advised
that they would like the complex to be gated.
plans for the regenerated complex.

An overwhelming 90% of respondents advised that they wouldhi&eomplex to be gated.

Three additional comments werdsoprovided to this questionOne supported the complex
being gated

GLOGQA | YdzOK al FSNJI SY@ANRYYSylG GKSy¢é
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And two citedpotential issues with the complex being gated:

FlLYAfE& @QGAaAG AT &2dz KI gS y?2

Al 26 ¢2dzZ R |
GSYylyld R2 y2i RNROSE

@2dz a |
G! t GK2daaAK L F3aINBS L OFy Ffaz2z asSsS I+ ft2a 27
gKFEG | 02dzi NBfFGAGSa GAaAGAY3AK 22dzZ R L 3IS

A secondary questiowas also asked in relation to tip@tential gatng of the regenerated

complex:
LA GKSNB |y | 00Saa Y2RSt Ay | ynéhk 20 KSNJ 5/
provides a good exampke @

Two additional comments were provided in response to this question:
LY alNB ' A1SYyKSIFIR 3IrddSa OFly 6S 2LISYSR AT
and

GL R2y Qi 1y2¢ 2F lye 5// 2LISNXYGSR L} I O0Sa
having a fob access the block is essential. This would alos avoid the disgusting state

that the outdoor stairs have. | cannot emphasise this enough. Having a main door

that you enter and then go up the stairs would improve the quality of life ten

GAYSa¢

The second answer would suggest that the question was not asked clearly enough and the
respondent understood that the gating referred to was doorways into individual blocks of
flats.
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Recommendation®8ased on Consultation

Delivering this consultation process has revealed valuable learning in terms of the feelings,
concernsideas and preferences of the Oliver Bond House community. Behind the limited
guantitative data which has been generated to dagethe deep seams oheaning and
significanceThe act of engaging in this consultation process alone, and the level of that
engagement, indicates the courage this community has to be hopeful about its futuise.

vital that thishope is respected and the residents of Olizand House arappropriatdy
consulted and involved in decisiomaking processes related to the regeneration project.

The following are a short list &y pathways forward based on learnings from this
consultationprocess

1

A level of trust and optimism has been developed between the residents of
Oliver Bond House and DCThis has been carefulyhieved and hareéarned
and should be consciously developed through an ongoing consuliatamess
and the development diormalised communication processes.

Technical assistance should be provided to Oliver Bond House residents in order
to ensurean dfective consultation ppcess in which residents hatiee capacity

to provide logic based and actionable inptihelack of technical assistance
provided to datewas made apparent by the complete lack of response to the
options document provided by D@Q@ring this phase of the consultation

It is vital that funding is provided for a regeneration worker to assist residents
developcapacity to effectively participate in appropriate consultation and
decision making processes related to the regeneration project. The regeneration
workerwould also have a responsibility festablishing and managing
communications among stakeholders, identifyangd responding to emerging
community need and developing appropriate arts and culture prcje designed

to build community cohesion.

It is vital thatthe regeneration is a social as well gshg/sicalone as thassues
present in OliveBond House are inter related, multi layered andtually
reinforcing.The needs which have arisen in this consultation indicate the need

for an integrated needbased regeneration strategy which encompasses quality
designed homes and facilities and high standards of housing management, along
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with measures to tackle social exclusion issues such as community development,
employment, education, health, community safety, and youth work. A
regeneration programme that does not address these issues poses a very strong
risk that low income tenants ipoor housing simply become low income tenants

in new housing.

The establishment of an Oliver Bond House Regeneration Board (involving DCC
and all relevant government and community sector interests within an

I O002dzyil 6f ST (NI YyaLINByld WySg LI NIYySNAEK.
package and deliver an integeat regeneration programme in Oliver Bond
Housellt is vital that members of the Oliv&ondResidents Groupavea strong
representation on this group.

It is vital that interim improvements are made to the compéad that both
shared areas and individual households are appropriately maintamedsure
the cycle ofphysical decay discontinudsis vital that additional play areas are
provided. It isalsoimportant that community safetgontinues to be prioritised
and residents and DCC work with stakeholsiech as An Garda to achieve
shared objectives.
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Robert Emmet CDFAbout Us

Robert Emmet CDP are a team of seven community development and citizen participation
experts who argpassionate about building resilient and empowered communities.

We currently run several practical services to meet the needs of the South West Inner City
including an afterschool programme, a programme for migrant women, social enterprises
and pilotemployability and education programmes.

We consistently engage the local community to identify emerging need and-t¢oeabe
solutions using a design thinking methodology that is respectful, enjoyable and effective.

We also work strategically and collaboratively to achieve our goal of building empowered
and resilient communities in the South West Inner City and deliver a variety of consultations
and research projects, individually and with academic partners, to aglies objective.

Robert Emmet CDP is a founding member of Dublin City Community Cooperative, a group of
thirteen inner city community development projects, and a founding member of Community
Organisations and Residents Network (CORN), a group of 43 voluntary organisatieds

in Dublin 8. We have been managed by a voluntary board of directors since our
establishment in 2003.
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Appendix1
Simplified Explanation of Plans andurvey

Simplified
Explanation

2-bed : 2-bed 1-bed 2-bed

65.7 sqm 49.1 sqm 74.8 sqm

=)

FIRST TO THIRD FLOOR PLANS

2-bed ! 2-bed 1-bed 2-bed

65.7 sqm 49.1 sqm 74.8sqm

70.4 sqm

BLOCK

GROUND FLOOR PLAN



Appendix2
Copy ofData Results




