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CHAPTER 1: BACKGROUND & CONTEXT
|

1.1 INTRODUCTION

Southside Partnership is the local development company for the county area of Dun Laoghaire Rathdown. It
implemented the Local Development Social Inclusion Programme (LDSIP) from 2000 to 2009 and will implement the
Local and Community Development Programme (LCDP) from 2010 on.

Over the course of 2008, Southside Partnership commissioned a comprehensive updating of the Social Inclusion (SI)
Profile of Dun Laoghaire Rathdown (DLR) This was part of the planning process for the extension of the LDSIP (and
its successor, the LCDP) to full county area of DLR. This profile was the most comprehensive exploration of social
exclusion carried out on DLR to date and was published in 2009.

One of the key considerations for that research was the context of social exclusion in DLR: according to the official
account, DLR- for all intents and purposes - reveals limited pockets of disadvantage when compared to other
partnership catchment areas and/or counties around the state. Yet, local knowledge had repeatedly pointed t 0
significant concentrations of disadvantage in a number of locations. In view of this, the 2009 SI profile utilised a
methodology that went beyond the use of Census ED data solely to further include other quantitative sources such as
local authority, social welfare data. It also undertook qualitative research with representatives and advocates of
disadvantaged communities and groups in DLR.

This exploration of social exclusion underpinning the approach to the profile showed that in order to define and
understand social exclusion, a wider analysis of social exclusion is needed which goes beyond traditional
understandings that relate to income poverty solely. The profile research examined where social exclusion is most
likely to be located: this revealed that in urban areas, such as DLR, there is a very high correlation between
experiencing, or the presence of indicators of, social exclusion and social housing tenure.

Accordingly, the substantive aspect of the 2009 Sl Profile provided comprehensive data on indicators of social
exclusion in DLR. This was presented across a range of social inclusion indicators (i.e. groups/areas at risk). This
revealed a range of key trends and findings. It showed for instance that a number of EDs in DLR repeatedly exhibit
high relative levels (relative to DLR, Dublin and nationally) of social inclusion indicators.

Of central importance in the present context, the profile revealed that when the number of people falling into a range
of social exclusion categories (unemployed, educational attainment, housing tenure etc.) is compared with numbers in
similar county or partnership catchment areas i including some considered among the most disadvantaged in the
state - the numbers in DLR are as large and in some cases larger than those in other areas. Due to the measurement
of deprivation, such areas may exhibit a significantly higher proportion of an excluded grouping, relative to their
respective total populations at electoral division or county level, than is the corresponding case in DLR. In other
words, the soci al housing areas and other pockets of di s
official measurements of social exclusion, which rely on data at the ED level solely. This suggests that in DLR the true
scale of social exclusion, measured in persons rather than in percentage proportions, represents significant real and
largely unmet needs. These needs are unmet, relative to some others areas, due in part to the social inclusion service
provision and infrastructure legacy that has considered DLR as almost exclusively affluent (in comparisons to many
other catchments in the state). In some ways therefore, the socially excluded in DLR may be more marginalised and
isolated due to the perception (and official as sessment) of the county as not being the location of significant pockets
of social exclusion.

The main recommendations arising from the findings in the SI profile revolved around: the challenge of understanding
social exclusion; appropriate data gatheringon soci al exclusion; the role of &épar
exclusion; and strategies for the promotion of social inclusion?.

As a direct follow up piece to the findings of the county wide SI profile, Southside Partnership has identified the ne ed
to get a clearer picture of the pocket areas of disadvantage, the changes to existing disadvantaged areas and more
specific localised data sourced and developed during the updating of the wider social inclusion profile.

'Previously, Southside Partnershipds catchment area f oc u santdgedlocates atvarionblecationsf EIl ect o
throughout the County.
2The full report, O6A Social I newngjowa®Prpteihliecloy DhismepdrtisawikideionlikepaiRiee folfowiagditks .

http://www.southsidepartnership.ie/pdf/Social_Inclusion_Profile_ DLR_web.pdf
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This entails looking in more detail at disadvantaged neighbourhoods in DLR at the lowest possible level for which
relevant data is available. The aim here is to provide a
statistically by the coterminous situation of more affluent are as which has functioned to dissolve, statistically at any

rate, the true extent of disadvantage, exclusion, and above all need in such areas.

In addition, this proposed local area or neighbourhood research looks to respond to the specific needs of local
neighbourhoods for up to date, specific data to assist in their planning locally and also to overcome technical barriers
around accessing and analysing such information.

1.2 AIMS OF THE PRESENT RESEARCH

As indicated by the introduction, the aims of this research are to develop targeted data profiles of specific
neighbourhoods in DLR around social exclusion and related demographic indicators.The specific neighbourhoods are
those with concentrations of social housing and in the main relate therefore to con centrations of local authoring
housing estates.

The specific objectives of the neighbourhood research are therefore as follows:
- To develop neighbourhood profiles of demographics and data, especially in relation to social exclusion indicators
- To explore changes in demographics at neighbourhood level

1.3 METHODOLOGY

The method adopted for this research rested on a number of substantive phases. The first of which reviewed
literature and documentation which constructed the framework or context for the research. As much of this work was
carried out as part of the County wide Sl profiling process, this initial phase focused on collecting information of
relevance to the local areas in question. This included agreeing the relevant areas, and the size or population limits to
be used etc. This phase also sourced important information that could be derived from the Census in particular the
data on Enumerator Areas (EAS, available online at cso.ie.?

The second phase developed a map which outlined the EAs across the county. Each EA accounts for roughly 333
houses and they are usually contained within the boundaries of an existing Electoral Division (ED) of which there were
sixty nine in DLR at the time of the most recent Census. There are in total 169 EAs in DLR for which data is available.
These do not however cover the entire area of the county, and generally are focused on the urban areas and do not
include therefore the rural areas to the South and South West of the County leading to Wicklow and the Dublin
Mountains.

The map developed provided a high resolution PDF with which it is possible to zoom in and view the various streets
that are encompassed by each ED and thus EA. The EA Gazetteer published by the CSO was used to gather a full list
of the streets and parts of therein that were located within each EA. The 2009 Sl Profile had identified and mapped in
each ED the location of social housing throughout the county. Based on the EA map therefore, it was possible 7 with
the assistance of Southside Partnership staff working in Community Development i to identify the various EAs that
most closely represent the various pockets of disadvantage in the county. Due to the limited size of most of the EAs,

it was necessary in some instances to identify a number of clustered EAs in respect of one area or disadvantaged
community (neighbourhood), in other cases, a disadvantaged area may only account for a part of an EA, in other
words, the areas the research was interested in could be spread in small parts across two or more EAs.

Thus the initial map was developed, presented and discussed with Southside Partnership staff with a view to
identifying one or more EAs to include as part of the study due to the location of (identified street by street) areas of
disadvantage. From here, the research analysed the various pieces of data that pertains to each of these areas.

1.4 REPORT STRUCTURE

The present chapter is the introductory chapter of the report: following this, chapter two provides a brief summary of
the findings from the social inclusion profile which acts as a framework with which to understand and interpret data
that is available at the local area level. Chapter three outlines the key areas that are focused on in the neighbourhood
profiles, namely, areas with concentrations of local authority housing, which as will be detailed; building again on the
work undertaken for the county profile, is highly correlated with social exclusion or indicators of same.

% Enumerator Areas are those small areas ascribed to individual enumerators, Census staff collectors, for the purposbstofgletd collecting the Census to households.dé&2
there were an average of 330 households in the urban EAs for which SAPS are available. The boundaries of EAs change tm®e@sus. EA saps are only released for the five
main cities and their suburbs.
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Chapter four, the substantive and longest chapter, pro vides a profile of the range of social inclusion indicator across
the areas marked for inclusion in the research. It is planned that in this chapter, each cluster of housing that can be
most logically assigned as one disadvantaged area, will be treated individually with respect to the range of social
exclusion indicators (education attainment, lone parent households etc.) and thereafter some related demographic
data in keeping with that available for each area. This chapter will in as far as possible also p rovides a comparison
between the selected areas, county and other comparative measures.

The final chapter, chapter five, brings together the main findings for each of the areas and outlines some key
considerations which arise as a result.
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CHAPTER 2: SOCIAL INCLUSION PROFILE OF DLR
|

2.1 INTRODUCTION

This chapter provides a brief summary of the relevant findings from the Social Inclusion Profile of DLR completed in
early 2009. As suggested above, the Profile acts as a framework with which to understand and interpret data that is
available at the local area level, that is, the EA. This will also include a direction as to the paradox of the situation of
disadvantaged neighbourhoods in larger areas which are generally affluent and, as such, serve to mask what
disadvantage there exists in such areas. Therefore, as well as providing the wider profile of data in DLR and trends
therein, this chapter will also explore the extent to which di sadvantage is masked at the EA level, as has been the
case at the ED level.

However, it is important to keep in mind that the present summary provides only a brief overview of the essence of
the findings and the data in the broader SI profile. The complete Sl profile is more detailed in setting out the context
of social exclusion, its manifestation in DLR and the description of the wide range of social groups that experience
social exclusion. For this reason, it is suggested that readers consult the main SlI profile to explore further concepts of
social in/exclusion and data on the respective social groups experiencing social exclusion in DLR.

22 CONTEXT

Aim and Approach

The SI profile was developed to provide an overview of social exclusion in the county, with a particular emphasis on
the mix of deprivation and relative affluence in DLR. The profile research was charged in particular with identifying

areas of exclusion which ar“themfiidal tablsused to ddenbfy deprivee aredsaimthee | n
state®. According to the Haase index of deprivation, based on data at electoral division (ED) level from the 1991 to

2006 Census, only 11 of the 69 EDs in DLR are rated
6di sadvantagedd and most are viewed as O6above awRpThaged
according to this O6o0officialdé account, DLR for al |l i nten

compared to other partnership catchment areas and/or counties around the state. It is worth noting that the Haase
index is used by Pobal and the Department of Community, Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs to allocate resources to the
various local development partnerships - such as Southside - operating around the state. The measures for DLR
therefore suggests that at first glance the area is not in need of considerable resources, relative to other more
disadvantaged areas, for the purposed of social inclusion. Yet, local knowledge points to significant concentrations of
disadvantage in a number of locations in DLR. Accordingly, this difficulty in more accurately measuring social
exclusion in DLR was the central challenge in preparing a social inclusion profile of the county. In view of this and as
aforementioned, the Sl profile utilised a methodology that went beyond the use of Census ED dat a solely to further
include other quantitative sources such as local authority, social welfare data and also undertook qualitative research
with representatives and advocates of disadvantaged communities and groups in DLR.

4 This index was developed by social resber, Trutz Haase, with reference to Censuses 1991 to 2006 and therein, the various indicators of social exclusion (uametnploym
educational attainment etc.) at electoral division level across that state. More details of the most up to date Haaserirgefotind athttp://www.pobal.ie/dep .
®See alsoHaase, T. & Pratschke, J. 2008w Measures of Deprivation for the Republic of Ireldbdblin: Pobal
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Map 2.1

RN T
4

ELECTORAL DIVISIONS: DUN LAOGHAIRE - RATHDOWN

’

N

01 Ballinteer-Broadford

02 Ballinteer-Ludford

03 Ballinteer-Marley

04 Ballinteer-Meadowbroads
05 Ballinteer-Meadowmount
06 Ballinteer-Woodpark

07 Ballybrack

08 Blackrock-Booterstown
09 Blackrock-Carysfort

10 Blackrock-Central

11 Blackrock-Glenomena

12 Blackrock-Monkstown

13 Blackrock-Newpark

14 Blackrock-Seapoint

15 Blackrock-Stradbrook

16 Blackrock-Templehill

17 Blackrock-Williamstown
18 Cabinteely-Granitefield
19 Cabinteely-Kilbogget

20 Cabinteely-Loughlinstown
21 Cabinteely-Pottery

22 Churchtown-Castle

23 Churchtown-Landscape
24 Churchtown-Nutgrove

25 Churchtown-Orwell

26 Churchtown-Woodlawn
27 Clonskeagh-Belfield

28 Clonskeagh-Farranboley
29 Clonskeagh-Milltown

30 Clonskeagh-Roebuck

31 Clonskeagh-Windy Arbour
32 Dalkey-Avondale

33 Dalkey-Bullock

34 Dalkey-Coliemore

35 Dalkey Hill

36 Dalkey-Upper

37 Dundrum-Balally

38 Dundrum-Kilmacud

39 Dundrum-Sandyford

40 Dundrum-Sweetmount

41 Dundrum-Taney

42 Dun Laoghaire-East Central

43 Dun Laoghaire-Glasthule

44 Dun Laoghaire-Glenageary

45 Dun Laoghaire-Monkstown Farm
46 Dun Laoghaire-Mount Town
47 Dun Laoghaire-Sallynogin East
48 Dun Laoghaire-Sallynogin South
49 Dun Laoghaire-Sallynogin West
50 Dun Laoghaire-Sandycove

51 Dun Laoghaire-Salthill

52 Dun Laoghaire-West Central
53 Foxrock-Beechpark

54 Foxrock-Carrickmines

55 Foxrock-Deans Grange

56 Foxrock-Torquay

57 Glencullen

58 Killiney-North

59 Killiney-South

60 Shankill-Rathmichael

61 Shankill-Rathsallagh

62 Shankill-Shanganagh

63 Stillorgan-Deerpark

64 Stillorgan-Kilmacud

65 Stillorgan-Leopardstown

66 Stillorgan-Merville

67 Stillorgan-Mount Merrion

68 Stillorgan-Priory

69 Tibradden




Page |6

Part of the approach adopted for the county profile therefore involved setting the context for the nature and causes
and thereafter defining social exclusion. In other words, such an understanding would allow for systemic selection of
data with which to shed light on the nature of exclusion in DLR. This analysis suggests that the term social exclusion
envelops income, the traditional measure of poverty, but importantly also resources. Resources in this sense refer to
those that can be material, cultural and social. Inadequacies in both income and resources therefore can lead to social
exclusion whereby people are excluded from a standard of living and possibilities, which are regarded as generally
acceptable by Irish society. This in turn leads to non-participation or limited participation in society and crucially the
decision making and influences affecting their lives and often those of their children. Overall, it was shown how social
exclusion is:

- a complex and dynamic process

- intergenerational

- related to socialisation

- multi-dimensional

- related to social, physical, economic, psychological and political factors

- related to societal structures and polices

- reinforcing

Groups who Experience Social Exclusion

This understanding of social exclusion consequently informed the various issues or themes for which data was
collected. From here, it was established 7 using a raft of previous research - that in the Irish context those groups
who can belong to one or, crucially, more of the following groups are at increased risk of, and routinely experience,
social exclusion in large numbers:

- The long-term unemployed

- Disadvantaged women

- Disadvantaged young people

- Travellers

- Older people

- People with disabilities

- Homeless people

- Ex-prisoners and ex-offenders

- Low-income farm households

- Asylum seekers and refugees

- Problem drug users

- Lone parents

- The underemployed

- Young people at risk

- Disadvantaged communities living in isolated rural areas or deprived urban areas

- Children in large families and households headed by someone working in the home

- Carers

- Lesbian and Gay people.

In the data analysis sections of the Profile, these groups therefore informed the data and profile research in respect
the key groups experiencing, or likely indicators, of social exclusion in DLR that were explored.

Previous DLR research on Social Exclusion

The Sl Profile moreover looked at some developments on social inclusion work and related issues in DLR.Following
this, social inclusion reports of relevance to DLR were also assessed. Collectively these:
- Identified and confirmed the statistical problems with the official measurement of social exclusion in DLR,
- show that disadvantaged people and communities in DLR may be more isolated due to lack of recognition,
- show the need for engagement in western parts of DLR;
- looked at other previous research identifying issues such as family difficulties based on social and economic
problems and lack of empowerment in disadvantaged communities.

These, among other issues, identified the main locations of disadvantage in the urban areas on the Westside
including: Ballyogan, Farranboley/Columbanus, Hillview, Nutgrove/Mountainview, Rosemount/Marley Park and
Sandyford/Killcross and Moreen. All of which are social housing areas and, in keeping with the earlier finding, are
likely to reveal concentrations of disadvantage.
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Location and Social Exclusion

In tandem, the relationship between location and social exclusion was examined. In terms of the location of social

exclusion, with reference to mostly urban areas like DLR, it was also shown (from previous research in Ireland) how
there is a very high correlation between those experiencing social exclusion and residing in social housing tenure.
Although this does not include all groups at risk (i.e. people with disabilities, the underemployed, LGBT, Travellers
etc.), it suggests the need for a strong focus on such areas in both profiling social exclusion and also in terms of
where to target interventions and resources. | t suggests also the need to explore areas in which clusters of social
housing is located, which again leads to the importance of getting information on the smallest area statistically which

comprises specific social housing areas.

Table 2.1 EDswith concentrations of SociaHousing.

ED Concentrations of Social Housing areas
DUN LAOGHAIRE -MOUNT TOWN Zz
DUN LAOGHAIRE -MONKSTOWN FARM Zz
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALLYNOGGIN SOUTH z
CHURCHTOWN -NUTGROVE z
CLONSKEAGH-FARRANBOLEY Zz
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALLYNOGGIN WEST Zz
CHURCHTOWN-CASTLE z
DUN LAOGHAIRE -WEST CENTRAL Zz
SHANKILL -RATHSALLAGH z
BALLINTEER -MEADOWMOUNT z
KILLINEY -SOUTH Z
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALLYNOGGIN EAST Zz
BLACKROCK-TEMPLEHILL z
CABINTEELY -KILBOGGET z
BALLYBRACK Z
CLONSKEAGH-WINDY ARBOUR Zz
DALKEY-COLIEMORE z
DALKEY HILL z
DUN LAOGHAIRE -GLASTHULE Zz
SHANKILL -RATHMICHAEL Z
BLACKROCK-STRADBROOK z
CABINTEELY -POTTERY z
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SANDYCOVE Zz
GLENCULLEN Z
TIBRADDEN

DUNDRUM -TANEY z
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALTHILL F3
SHANKILL -SHANGANAGH F3

The profile therefore pinpointed the location of the main areas of social housing in the county. The data provided on
social housing shows that there are significant concentrations in Ballybrack, Blackrock, Carrickmines, Dun Laoghaire,
Dundrum, Glasthule, Loughlinstown, Monkstown, Rathfarnham, Sallynoggin, Sandyford and Shankill. The findings in
the Sl Profile also show the socio-economic breakdown of households and income in these areas.
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Map 2.2

LOCATION OF LOCAL AUTHORITY HOUSING AT ED LEVEL

- St. Galls Gardens, North and South
-sr_ColumbanusAvenue,maoe&Rd
- Churchtown Road
- Patrick Doyle Road
2 - Mulvey Avenue

- Rosemount (Estate, Court, Gardens,
Park and Way)

5 - St. Nathy’s House & Villas
6 - Nutgrove Avenue and Court
7 - Mountainview Park and Court

Qsmdanxunt Avenue I"?'nd Drive
Loretto (Avenue, Crescent,
Park and Row) ’

8 - Hillview Estate & Glade
9 Kllaoss(Avenue,
Park,Road' & Way)

10 - Moreen (Avenue, Close, Lawn, Park,
Road and Walk)

11 - Sandyford Park
12 - Ballyogan (Avenue, Close, Coul
, Green, Lawn %rk
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13 - hmore (Avenue, Close and
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Green, Grove, Lawn,

14 - Cois Caimn
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23 - Church Road
- Corrig Road
24 - St. Begnet’s Villas

25 - Beaufort
ress Gardens

Villas
- Glasthule Buildings

26 - Eden Villas
- O’'Donnel Gardens

27 - Wolfe Tone Avenue
28 - Convent Road

- Desmond Avenue
- Dominick Street & Court
- St. Marys Street
29 - Smyths Villas
30 - Carriglea Court & Gardens
31 - O'Rourke Pal
-RolllnsCourt&Vlllas
- St. Kevins Villas

32 - Meadowlands (Avenue, Court, Park
& Mews)

33 - St. Patricks (Close, Crescent &
Terrace)

34 - Mackintosh Park

35 - Sallynoggin Park

36 -Duﬂr\:g)!n(‘lumoe , Court, Park &
- Casement Vil
- Oliver Plunkeﬂ: (Avenue, Road,
Square, Terrace & Villas
- Rory O'Connor Park

37 - Rockford Park & Green

38 - St. Fintans Park & Villas

39 - Marian Park

40 - St. Annes Square

41 - Castlebyrne Park

42 - St. Vincents Park

43 - Georges Place

44 - Brookfield (Court, Grove, Place &
Terrace)

45 - Emmet Square

46 - Beechgrove

47 - McCabe Villas

48 - Goatstown Close

49 - St. Laurences Park

50 - Patrician Villas

51 - Ard Lorcan & Ard Lorcan Close
52 - St. Brigid's Park

5 Pearse (:loseEi
8 { Sueet) (partofthese)

54 -Peafse(krk,Gardens&RDad)(Paft
of these;

- Rochestown Garden & House
- Pearse Villas
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The Sl Profile also presented a socio-economic profile of 4,000 households currently renting from the local authority.
The following table indicates the averages and range for the County in total where this can be projected.

Table 2.2: Profile of Local Authority Housing

Principal Income Principal Income (Av)
Source of Principal Income % U Persons per Household (Av Av. No. of Children

Employment Income 35.6% 0504 3 1
One Parent Family Payment 16.3% 1290 3.4 2.1
State Contributory Pension 7.3% 1224 1.2 0
Job SeekersAssistance 6.9% 0282 2.4 1.1
Disabled Persons Maint. Allowance 6.8% U242 1.6 0.5
Widows Contributory Pension 4.2% 1291 1.3 0.1
State Non-Contributory Pension 4% 0251 1.3 0
Invalidity Pension 4% 1292 14 0.1
Other 3.4% u220 - -
Deserted SpouseAllow/Ben. 2.2% 1274 1.8 0.5
Retirement Pension 2.2% 13914 1.2 0
Disability Benefit 1.9% 1274 2.1 0.7
Job Seekers Benefit 1.7% 1290 2.6 1.2
Self Employed 1% 0562 3.2 1.2
Employment/Training Scheme 0.9% 1251 -

Widows Non-Contributory Pension 0.7% 0239 1.2 0
Supplementary Welfare Allowance 0.5% 1278 2.6 1.4
Employment Pension Only 0.5% 0230 14 0
Carers Allowance 0.4% U242 2 1
DLR \ - \ (357 \ 2.5 | 0.9 |

Source Housing Dept., DLR Co. Co.

This table illustrates that just over one third of households rented from the local authority derive their principal
income from employment.

However, this implies that the income from around two thirds is fixed by state payment or pension. 58% of the

hous ehol d6s principal income is from the state either as
welfare. Finally, in terms of principal income of households, 44% derive their income from state welfare payments.
According to the CSO, the average earnings per weekinmid-2 007 was 0627. Wi th inflation
level of income had probably risen by between 2% and 5% by mid -2008. But notwithstanding this, the average

income per week (principal earner income) across local authority housi ng i n DLR was 0357. [
measure of relative poverty (or being at ri sk of povert
average income across local authority houses in DLR is below this figure suggests these househalls and areas
concentrate numbers at risk of poverty. In terms of groups, all categories based on their principal income, with the

obvious exception of those whose income is derived from employment, are under the 60% measure of poverty. This

is a difficult area to define as it would require better information on all sources of income, family circumstances etc.
However, the general trend is obvious. Overall, this suggests that approximately 61% of households located in local
authority housing are atriskofpoverty based on their househol dds i ncome.

In addition, the numbers and location of all former local authority households were also shown. The key point here is
that often many of these locations do not differ greatly in their social profile to those currently being rented from the
local authority; again suggesting such locations may exhibit relatively greater proportions of their residents at risk of
social exclusion than other owner occupied housing stocks.

This is supported by the correlation by th ose EDs identified above as having the largest number of social inclusion
indicators (using those EDs with a score of 4 or more, based on table 2.2, above thus discounting the life cycles
variables and those working in construction/manufacturing) and those in which there is greatest concentration of
social housing in the County.

The table below compares those EDs with largest numbers of social indicators taken from the Census Data and
compares this to those EDs in which are located the main social housing areas in the County.
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Table 2.3 : Correlation between EDs with >4 social exclusion indicato rs and concentrations of social housing
No. of Social Inclusion Concentrations of Social
Indicators Housing areas

BALLINTEER -MEADOWMOUNT 10 z
BALLYBRACK 7

BLACKROCK-STRADBROOK 5

BLACKROCK-TEMPLEHILL 8

CABINTEELY -KILBOGGET 8

CABINTEELY -POTTERY 5

CHURCHTOWN -CASTLE 11

CHURCHTOWN -NUTGROVE 12

CLONSKEAGH-FARRANBOLEY 12

CLONSKEAGH-WINDY ARBOUR 7
DALKEY-COLIEMORE 6
DALKEY HILL 6
4
6

DUNDRUM -TANEY
DUN LAOGHAIRE -GLASTHULE

(VI VI VO VI VI VO VO I,V VO VI VA VU UV VI VOV VI VO VI VI VO VO LV T Y]

DUN LAOGHAIRE -MONKSTOWN FARM 13
DUN LAOGHAIRE -MOUNT TOWN 14
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALLYNOGGIN EAST 9
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALLYNOGGIN SOUTH 13
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALLYNOGGIN WEST 12
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SANDYCOVE 5
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALTHILL 4
DUN LAOGHAIRE -WEST CENTRAL 11
GLENCULLEN 5
KILLINEY -SOUTH 10
SHANKILL -RATHMICHAEL 6
SHANKILL -RATHSALLAGH 11
SHANKILL -SHANGANAGH 4
TIBRADDEN 5

The table reveals some stark relationships and furthermore highlights the close relationship, even in generally affluent
areas, of social housing tenure and persons at risk and/or experiencing social exclusion. The ED that does not have a
concentration of social housing here is Tibradden. Its inclusion is probably by virtue of its rural nature and social class
make up.

Indicators of Social Exclusion in DLR

Turning to the data on the extent of soci al exclusion
profile focused on a range of data sources that shed light on a similar range to the above of social exclusion
indicators. In general this was based around groups that are most vulnerable to exclusion but also to other key
factors such as housing and social welfare.

This was done according to Cenais based data and also other sources. Turning to the Census data, the following
table (2.3) provides a picture of the various EDs according to the location. This provides an indication of those EDs
with levels of a particular indicator, or indeed grouping on the lifecycle continuum, which is comparatively high
relative to the County, Dublin City and County or nationally or in which there are large relative numbers of the

relevant theme.

In addition, table 2.4 includes some of the life stage age groups, children and older person. However, these are only
included for those EDs which exhibit a number of social exclusion indicators. In addition, those EDs with large relative
proportions of those working in manufacturing and construction are also indicated in vi ew of increased pressures in
employment in those sectors in the present economic climate.
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Table 2.4 : EDs in DLR with indicator of lifecycle groups and social exclusion > than the County, Dublin and National corresponding mea sure or_large numbers

LP Social No or i Construction/ Absolute & No./15
LP Households Housing Primary Lower Manufacturing Broadband/ Relative
Househol all Children >15.7 = secondary Unemployment Workers > Co. Car  Ownership PC asses Deprivation
ds <15 % Onlv ed. Only >5.4% Ava < 26.5% < Dublin
BALLINTEER -BROADFORD z Z 2 ‘
BALLINTEER -LUDFORD z z k3 z z 5 ‘
BALLYBRACK F4 Z Z Z Z Z Z 7
BLACKROCK-STRADBROOK z z P4 Z 5 ‘
BLACKROCK-TEMPLEHILL z z k3 z z z z 8 ‘
CABINTEELY -GRANITEFIELD Z Z 3
CABINTEELY -KILBOGGET z z Z Z z Z Z Z 8 ‘
CABINTEELY -LOUGHLINSTOWN z z 2 ‘
CABINTEELY -POTTERY z z z z 5
CHURCHTOWN -CASTLE 3 3 z z Z Z Z Z Z 11
CHURCHTOWN -NUTGROVE z z Z Z Z Z Z Z 12 ‘
CLONSKEAGH- FARRANBOLEY z z z z z z z Z 12
CLONSKEAGH-WINDY ARBOUR z z z z Z Z Z 7
DALKEY-BULLOCK z Z z 3 \
DALKEY-COLIEMORE = z z z z z 6 ‘
DALKEY HILL z z 6 ‘
DUNDRUM -BALALLY z Z 8 ‘
DUNDRUM -KILMACUD z 2 ‘
DUNDRUM -SWEETMOUNT z Z Z ] ‘
DUNDRUM -TANEY z z z z 4 ‘
DUN LAOGHAIRE -EAST CENTRAL z Z 2 ‘
DUN LAOGHAIRE -GLASTHULE z 4 z Z Z 6 ‘
E)urr:J ‘II_AOGHAIRE -MONKSTOWN z z z z z z z z z 13 ‘
DUN LAOGHAIRE -MOUNT TOWN Z Z Z Z Z Z Z Z Z Z 14 \
: | = | - : : : : : o
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALLYNOGGIN z z z z z z z z z 13 ‘
‘I‘-D:L?_:l\i-:l__lAOGHAIRE -SALLYNOGGIN z z z z z z z z 12 ‘
DUN LAOGHAIRE - SANDYCOVE Z z z 4 Z 5 ‘
DUN LAOGHAIRE -SALTHILL z z z z 4 ‘
FOXROCK-CARRICKMINES Z 4 Z 3 ‘
GLENCULLEN z Zz z Z 5 ‘
KILLINEY -SOUTH z z F z z z z z Z 10 ‘
: : : : : 6
SHANKILL -RATHSALLAGH z 4 z Z Z Z z F4 z Z 11
SHANKILL - SHANGANAGH z z z Z 4 ‘
TIBRADDEN Z F Z Z Z 5 ‘

f¢KS FTANRG GKNBS 02f dzvstegoriesywhilekhk Eemainingcbl@nng akoredriditafols of Gaxidl inGugion.
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Each of these EDs has some sort of concentration of one or more social inclusion issues or thereafter large relative
proportions of children or older people. Each is therefore an important area for the purposes of targeting resources
and supports. Table 2.1 also highlights those EDs that show ten or more scores that are above local and regional
averages. These, again critical for targeting resources, are:

Ballinteer-Meadowmount

Churchtown-Castle

Churchtown-Nutgrove

ClonskeaghFarranboley

Dun Laoghaire-Monkstown Farm

Dun Laoghaire-Mount Town

Dun Laoghaire-Sallynoggin South

Din Laoghaire-Sallynoggin West

Din Laoghaire-West Central

Killiney-South

ShankilkRathsallagh

E I I I R E

The profile also explored the key policies that inform social inclusion activities in the state. Central among these is the
current social partnership agreement, T16. T16 is important as it sets the framework for many of the other policies
and initiatives that are focused on social inclusion. Based on the earlier National Economic and Social CouncilReport,
The Developmental Welfare State, it calls for a restructuring of policy and action toward social inclusion to be focused
on the lifecycle which comprises: children, people of working age, older people, and to an extent specific at risk
groups such as people with disabilities and disadvantaged communities. This again informs the thinking in the current
neighbourhood study.

Collectively, this therefore allows for the present study, based on EA as opposed to ED analysis of census data, to
compare measures for each of the following themes with those corresponding measures for DLR and larger areas
such as Dublin and the state. Thus the main indicators that wi Il be used centre on the following themes:

0-14 yrs

>65 yrs

>65 yrs Living Alone

LP Households

LP Households all Children < 15

Social Housing

No or Primary Ed. Only

Lower secondary Ed. Only

3 level Ed.

Social Class 5/6

Unemployment

Construction/Manufacturing Workers

Car Ownership

Broadband/PC access

E I I R |

2.3 KEY FINDINGS

This summary has presented some of the key findings emerging from the social inclusion profile of DLR. It shows how
the number of people that are at risk of, or who are experiencing, social exclusion in the county is underestimated by
the official methods used to measure social exclusion in Ireland.

When the number of people falling into a range of social exclusion categories (unemployed, educational attainment,
housing tenure etc.) is compared with numbers in similar county or partnership catchment areas 71 including some
considered among the most disadvantaged in the state - the numbers in DLR are as large and in some cases larger
than those in other areas. Due to the measurement of deprivation such areas may exhibit a significantly higher
proportion of an excluded grouping, relative to their respective total populations at electoral division or county level,
than is the corresponding case in DLR. This suggests that in DLR the true scale of social exclusion, measured in
persons rather than percentage proportions, represents significant real and largely unmet needs. These needs are
unmet, relative to some others areas, due in part to the social inclusion service provision and infrastructure legacy
that has considered DLR as almost exclusively affluent (in comparisons to many other catchments in the state). In
some ways therefore, the socially excluded in DLR may be more marginalised and isolated due to the perception (and
official assessment) of the county as not being the location of significant pockets of s ocial exclusion.

Some key numerical totals of target groups in DLR presented in the body of the profile include:

Lone Parents: 7926

Social Housing: 6413

No Formal/Primary Ed. Only: 12517

Lower Secondary Ed. only: 15995

Social Class 5 and 6: 13866

Unique Perspective2010 Social Inclusion Profile of Disadvantaged Neighbourhoods in DLR

28 Windsor Place, Dublin fuww.uniqueperspectives.ie Southside Partnership
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Unemployed: 5021 (Census 2006, current live register figures is in excess of 13,000)
Disability: 18092
People aged over 65 years, living alone: 6409

For each of these, the proportion they makeup of the population of DLR is significantly smaller than other Partnership
catchments/counties, yet the numbers are considerably larger in most cases.

However, although the Profile makes a range of comprehensive recommendations about future social inclusion
strategies in DLR, including those around data collection, sources and their analysis, these suggested changes are
unlikely to take place between now and the next census, therefore there is a contemporary need to identify the
statistical profile of those neighbourhoods or communities within or across the boun daries of EDs to get a more
accurate and less statistically skewed picture of such areas. The next chapters undertake this task and related the
choice of areas and the related statistical prolife to those revealed for DLR as a whole to allow for more relat ive
comparison.

Unique Perspective2010 Social Inclusion Profile of Disadvantaged Neighbourhoods in DLR
28 Windsor Place, Dublin fuww.uniqueperspectives.ie Southside Partnership
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CHAPTER 3: CHOOSING NEIGHBOURHOODS?
|

3.1 INTRODUCTION

As a start point, deciding on which neighbourhoods to include in the process rested with the local knowledge and
experience of Southside Partnership. From its inception, and in recognition of the unique social exclusion
demographics of DLR, the Partnership has followed a targeted approach that took account of the spread and diverse
nature of exclusion in the county. As identified in the 2009 SI Profile, the nature of exclusion in the county is closely

correlated with local authority or more precisely social housing tenure. Thus the main areas that the Partnership

focused its work on has traditionally taken account of this correlation, anecdotally, and therefore included the
following disadvantaged EDs as indicated by the Haase Index:

Churchtown-Nutgrove

ClonskeaghFarranboley

Dun Laoghaire-Monkstown Farm

Dun Laoghaire-Mounttown

Dun Laoghaire-Sallynoggin West

Dun Laoghaire-West Central

Killiney South

ShankillRathsallagh

= =4 =8 -4 -8 4 a9

The pre cohesion, or extension of Southside Partnerships catchment to all of DLR, target areas also included the
following estates/neighbourhoods in addition to the above EDs each of which is the location of social housing:
Kilcross/Moreeen/Sandyford

Ballybrack

Hillview

Mountainview

Parts of Blackrock

St. Fintanoés Villas

Macintosh Park

Rosemount

Rory O6Connor Park

Glasthule Buildings

Ballyogan

E R I I I e |

3.2 CHOOSING NEIGHBOURHOODS

This is therefore the starting point in the choice of
point of view there are number of complex questions that need to be answered at the outset. From the Sl Profile
research process, it was evident that the only data that was available consistently for smaller areas in DLR was that
provided by the CSO through the census EAs. Thus collection and analysis of EA data would allow for the most
comprehensive profiling of disadvantaged neighbourhoods and areas. However, there are a number of considerations
to overcome in doing this; namely:

q What are the boundaries of neighbourhoods/estates?

1 Do they fit easily into an existing EA?

1  Are there more than one neighbourhood, understood locally by residents, in statistical clusters of disadvantaged areas?

1 How do we get accurate data on neighbourhoods?

T How do we account for small neighbourhoods that are surrounded and statistically skewed by more affluent areas?

1  Are we to include small numbers of housing units, although social housing, where the area is almost unanimously one of
private housing?

q In addition, some of the data available at ED level from the Census i such as numbers over 65 living alone, numbers of one

parent households with children under age 15 etc., - are not available at the EA level presumably for anonymity reasons on
the part of the CSO.

In short most of the neighbourhoods cover only a proportion of the EA and as such it is not clear that in each case
statistical data for that E A will allow for a meaningful insight to the makeup of that particular area (disadvantaged
neighbourhood). And, in terms of social exclusion indicators, this is the case more so if the reminder of the EA is
relatively affluent area.

In response to these questions, the map of local authority housing areas developed for the full SI Profile - and set out
in Chapter Two - as well as the analysis carried out in respect of social exclusion indicators at ED level was used to
identify the location of the various e states and neighbourhoods within one or more ED. From here, each was located
in more detail on a map to define the size of the area, its make up in term of streets etc.

Co-ordinates for the EAs provided by the CSO and a map of EAs in DLR provided by DLR CoCo. were utilised to plot
the EAs on top of the map of EDs devised for the Sl Profile and again set out in Chapter Two.
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The EA Gazetteer published by the CSO in respect of Census 2006 was used to identify the streets, roads and estates
(or parts thereof) that fall in each EA’. This list was combined with the ED information to develop a matrix of which
estates and streets belonged to which EAs and also to various EDs. This was used to decide, based on the numbers of
houses, firstly, the proportionate makeup of social housing in the EA etc., and secondly, which EAs to use to explore
profile data on particular neighbourhoods. This choice was made on the basis of whether the numbers of houses in
targeted neighbourhoods in individual or a cluster of EAs would be sufficient to give va luable and worthwhile data.
The matrix is placed below.

3 4 ) 6 7 8
Upper total Total For EA ; .
nt?n’:ber of (potential aoc'a.l o Aei mal 1005 Merit of analysin EA Coterminous to another EA
houses including parts of VTG D (i) ot ey vl @i Census) for stats purposes
. Census) or buying from local auth.)
(la & former la)  EA as per address;
Whelan's Grove
Emmet Square
George's Place 22 22 9.2 29 no
Brookfield Court, Grove , Place and Terrace 120
St. Anneds Close & Squ| 37
Sweetmans Avenue
Temple Road
Cumberland Street (Pt) . 20,21, 22,23
Barrett Street 10
Cumberland Street 15
Desmond Avenue 42
Smyth Villas 65 132 15.5 51 yes 1921,22, 23
Desmond Avenue (pt) 42
Cross Avenue (pt) 12
Dominick Court & Street 45
Library Road (pt) 14
Mills Street 21
St. Marys Street 26
Tivoli Terrace (pt) 21 <181 40.3 106 yes 19,20, 22, 23
Bentley Villas 10
Cross Avenue (pt) 12
Kel l yés Vill as 5
Library Road (pt) 14
Oratory Court 21 <62 19.2 62 yes 19,21, 21, 23
Cross Avenue (pt) 12
LibraryRoad (pt) 16
Wolfe Tone Ave 29
Desmond Ave 42
Tivoli Terrace (pt) 21 <120 19.9 55 yes 19,20, 21, 23
voluntary housing/some LA 23 23 9.6 23 Yes (linked to larger EA cluster) | 26, 27
26 voluntary housing/somsA 29 29 9.1 29 Yes (linked to larger EA cluster) | 25, 27
27 voluntary housing/some LA 35 35 11.9 35 Yes (linked to larger EA cluster) | 25, 26
Dun Edin Close to Terrace 69
Oliver Plunkett Avenue to Villas (pt) 207
St.Patricks Close, Crescent, Terrace (pt) 168 <444 23.6 80 yes 29, 30, 31
Fitzgerald Park 34
Meadowlands Ave, Crt, Prk & Mews 115
Oliver Plunkett Avenue to Villas (pt) b 28, 30, 31

Ci Villas 10

Rory O'Connor Park 90 <100 15.3 60 yes 28, 2930
32 Carriglea Court and Gardens 58
32 Sallynoggin Road Lwr angrU 32
32 Sallynoggin villas 20
32 St. Kevinds Close and 51 <161 15.2 55 yes. 33, 35170
B3] Longford Villas 10
B3 O'Rourke Park (PT) 146
33 Parnell St. 29
s Rollins Court and villas 111
33 Sallynoggin Main Road (pt) 10
23 Sallynoggin Park (Pt) 100
33 Sallynoggin Road Lwnd Upr (pt) 32
33 Sarsfield 40 <478 33.6 127 yes 32,35 170
5 Pearse Ave (pt) 50
35 Pearse Cls to Villas (pt) 486
35 Sallynoggin Main Road (pt) 10
35 Thomastown Crescent 20 < 566 43.8 141 yes 32, 33170
38 voluntary housing/some IA 34 34 10.1 32
39
39
39
39
41 O'Donnell Gardens 46 46 4.7 11 ?
43 Beaufort 58
43 Congress Gardens 30
43 Glasthule Buildi 75
43 Glasthule Road 5 168 39.1 127 yes 39
46 Castleclose 5 5 Sl g no
47 St. Begnets Villas 106 106 6.6 20 no
Contd overleaf.

7 http://www.cso.ie/census/census 2006 _gazetteer_live.hfithe gazetteer sets out the roads, estated atreets (or parts thereof) that are located in each EA, which are numbered as opposed to a location name. In genebat, af s make up
individual EDs. Some however may go across ED boundaries presumably based on feasibility of a specifiousetefof collection of the Census forms for individual enumerators.
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pper tota ota o] a
ocCla A 0 e
a ame of Roads/estate ere oero potentia 0 g % ented local a ol. org et of dia w0 g o 0 O aliofie g
0 e a pa 0 e 0 a p pose
a & fo o a Aa er ad o e oro g 0] OCal a
Kilbegnet Close 31
St. Patricks Avenue (pt) 48 <79 14.1 39 yes 48
51 St. Patricks Avenue (pt) 48 <48 5.4 31 no
Sheelin Avenue to Walk (pt) 71 <71 6.7 21 Yes (linked to larger EA cluster) 56, 59, 60, 61
Cois Coille 10
Gleanntan 40
Loughlinstown Park and Wood 151
Sheelin Avenue to Walk (pt) 71 <272 43.8 161 yes 58, 59, 61
62 River Close 17 17 7.2 27 no
Shanganagh Cliffs and Woods 92 92 40.3 155 64
Clifton Park 52 63
Rathsallagh Ave to Park 280 <424 59.7 203 yes
67 St. Annes Park 109 109 12.0 44 yes
69 voluntary housing/some LA (UCD) 46 46 12.4 46 No(UCD not applicable)
Ashlawn (Pt) 216 <216 133 44 yes 74,75
76 Elmgrove 56 56 8.4 27 No
83 Sallynoggin Park (Pt) 100 <100 7.2 25 no
86 Rockford Park (and Green) 142 <142 12.0 42 yes 187
91 Marian Park 62 62 23 8 no
Patrician Grove and Villas 45
9 St. Laurences (pt) 79 124 10.8 39 yes 109
0 Ard Lorcain and Close 45 45 9.5 B3 yes 97
114 St. Bridgetdés Close an|l 69 69 4.3 16 no
Ballyogan (pt) 378 378 49.8 201 yes 123
Drinaghmore 28 28 16.3 27 yes 118
Moreen Avenue to Walk (pt) 229
Bearna Park 39 <268 24.7 91 yes 126, 128
Moreen Avenue to Walk (pt) 229 <229 12.5 41 yes 126, 127
133 Wychham Grove 13 13 8.5 25 no
St. Nathy's House and Villas 38
Carrickmount Avenue and Park (pt) 128 <166 15.7 61 yes 148, 153
Meadow Park Avenue 14
Carrickmount Avenue and Park (pt) 128
Mountainview Drive and Park 220
Nutgrove Avenue (pt) 250 <612 28.4 95 yes 147, 153
150 Carrickmount Avenue and Park (pt) 128 <128 5.2 17 no
Hillview 231 231 43.2 155 yes
Nutgrove Avenue and Court (pt) 250 250 12.7 47 yes 147, 148
Rosemount estate (pt) 373 <373 28.1 81 yes 160
Mulvey Park (pt) 182 <182 8.8 28 no
Pearse Villas (pt) 486 <469 5.1 16
Pearse Ave, St. & Pk. (pt) 50 + <50 22.5 72 Yes 32, 33, 35
McCabe Villas 70 <70 12.2 41 Yes
Coolevin (pt) 169 <169 2.8 &
St. Fintandés Park 172
Foxrock Grove 3 <175 6.2 20 Yes (contained, former LA) 86
Castlebyrne Park (pt) 114 <114 4.5 16 Yes (linked to larger EA cluster) 11,12
Goatstown Close 48 48 2.8 9 no
voluntary housing/some LA 49 49 17.4 49 yes
voluntary housing/some LA 58 57 10.8 57 no
| 200 | Furry Hill (post census) 55 55 2.0 4 no

The following is an explanation of the columns in the matrix above:
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1) Column one sets out, (EA #) sets out the numbers of the various EAs with the associated social/local
authority housing in the next column contained in each the EA. The EA numbers correspond with EAs
shown geographically in the map of EAs below. The bold and italicised text in column one indicates those
EAs that have been chosen for statistical profiling due to their proportion of current social housing, past
social housing or finally, their linkage to a logical cluster of EAs making up one neighbourhood or
disadvantaged community. After this, the colour banding of the diffe rent numbers (for instance EA 160
and 161 are banded together in blue, 158 and 157 are coloured purple) is to indicate which EAs are to
clustered to function as one neighbourhood or disadvantaged community for the purposes of analysis. A
number of EAs have will not be included in the final analysis. The reasoning here is that for the most part
the proportion of social housing in such EAs are below the county average and cannot be easily allocated
to another are without dissolving the explanatory power of a statistical profile due to the inclusion of
affluent areas of housing. However, as outlined in the 2009 SI profile, these areas 71 if it was possible to
disaggregate data on the social housing units alone i are likely to have a profile not dissimilar to tho se
social housing areas in adjoining EAs.

2)Col umn 2, fAName of Roads/ estates thereinodo,