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The purpose of thisreport was to assess the current and future early learningand care needs
inthe lower Inchicore area. The report was prepared in the context of ongoing discussions of
a proposed residential development of a number of (social housing and cost-rental)
apartments at the site located at the former St. Michael’s estate off Emmet Road, Inchicore,
Dublin 8.

To assess the early learning and care needs in the lower Inchicore area, three types of

information sources were utilized:

1) Freely available statistical data such as CSO data, Pobal Maps and Deprivation Index and

TUSLA register of early years services;

2) Existing reports prepared by local community organisations and independent researchers

obtained from local development organisations;

3) Surveys and interviews with five (community and private) Early Learningand Care providers

located within 200m from the proposed development.

Combining various information sources allowed the capture of more in-depth and nuanced
information which isrelevant when considering both:the number of childcare places needed

and the types of childcare supportsrequiredin the area.

The lower Inchicore area (the Electoral Division of Kilmainham C) is classified by Pobal as
‘marginally above average’ with some pockets of small areas classified as ‘disadvantaged’ and
‘very disadvantaged’. Existing reports and statistics highlight persisting inter-generational
social problems — such as low level of educational attainment, high level of unemployment,

high numbers of lone parents, substance misuse, crime, and anti-social behaviour.

Local Early Learning and Care services cater for children coming from families impacted by
addiction, homelessness, joblessness, as well as children from migrant backgrounds or living
in Direct Provision. Many of the children attendingthese services are behind developmental

! The project design is yet to be finalized with the final number of the apartments to be confirmed in the
coming montbhs.



milestones and / or display behaviouralissues, some have additional needs. Many attend

Early Learning and Care services irregularly. Many other children do not attend at all.

All of the services consulted had empty places. Financial barriers, as well as lack of life- and
parentingskills and chaotic family situations were quoted asfactors contributing to high levels

of non-attendance of childcare services.

Disadvantaged familiesin the area have been negativelyimpacted by the National Childcare
Scheme as it does not adequately provide for children of non-working parents. This is
particularly concerning in the context of the area with under-age antisocial behaviour and
persistingintergenerational problems.

The extent of hidden poverty and inability to access childcare for non-disadvantaged families

is unknown.

Quality childcare goes beyond supervision of children to accommodate working parents. It
supports all areas of a child's development and wellbeing. It provides a safe space where
children can develop communication and social skills. This is particularly importantin the
context of the lower Inchicore area — where many children may not get such supports at

home.

Early Learning and Care facilities and services in the area are limited. None of the services
contacted offers a full-day care. Providers are unable to facilitate care for babies, rarely are
able to care for children under 2.5 years (pre-ECCE), or employ enough staff to address
children with additional needs. Assessment, diagnosis, and early intervention supports are
not available fromthe local Primary Care centre either. In the direct vicinity of the proposed

development, there are no parks or safe outdoor play spaces.

The nearby areas (along Davitt Road) are being developed following a built-to-rent model
with no childcare facilities planned. Multiple reports highlight hidden poverty
disproportionately hitting the renters and the prohibitive cost of commercially available

childcare services.

Future early learning and care needs in the area are unlikely to be met only by assigning a
required amount of childcare spaces in this (St. Michael’s) and neighbouring developments
(Davitt Road). In the absence of an universal full time childcare scheme, considering the
characteristics of the area, a DEIS-like pilot scheme could be introduced to meet the needs of
the children.



2. AREA OVERVIEW AND SITE DESCRIPTION

2.1 Site description

The grounds of the former St. Michel’s estate are located in Inchicore, inthe South-West Inner

City, approximately 4km west of Dublin city centre.

,a.l
i

Figure 1: Location of the St. Michael's site on the map of Dublin. Source: Google Maps.

The land extendsto over 12 acres and is bound to the north by Emmet Road, to the south by
the Goldenbridge Cemetery, to the east by the rear of St. Michael’s church and residential

dwellings of Bulfin Court and to the west by St. Vincent’s Street West.

Figure 2: Aerial view of St. Michael's site. Source: Google Maps.

2.2 Proposed Development Characteristics

The proposed development will consist of 30% social housing units and 70% cost-rental units

aimingto attracttenantsin moderate income brackets.



It will be built between the existing social housing developments of Thornton Heights, Tyrone
Place and Emmet Crescent. Public consultation and survey run in 2020 revealed the most
common concern among the respondents was linking increased social housing to increased

antisocial behaviour and crime brought to the area?.

It was previously proposedthat the development would comprise of 484 units. The following

table outlines the unit mix:

Social Cost Rental Total
Count % Mix Count % Mix Count % Mix
Studio 0 0% 72 21% T2 15%

1 Bed 20 19% 108 30% 128 26%
2 Bed 33 30% 177 49% 210 43%
3 Bed a6 51% 18 0% T4 15%
Totals 109 23%* 376 7% 484 100%

Figure 3: Unit mix for the proposed St. Michael's development. Source: Development Framework Plan
for Lands at Emmet Road 2019.

The figure above does not include additional 52 social housing units planned to the east of
the main site. The total number of units is also likely to be increased with the development

planand the number to be finalized in the coming months.

2.3 Planning Policy

Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Childcare Facilities (2001) indicate that Development
Plans should facilitate the provision of childcare facilities in larger new housing estates.
Planningauthorities should require the provision of a minimum of one childcare facility with

20 placesfor each 75 dwellings.

However the Sustainable Urban Housing: Design Standards for New Apartments Guidelines
for Planning Authorities state that:

2 What’s Next for Emmet Road? Public Consultation Survey Results, December 2020. P.22. Available at
https://planningapplication.s3.eu-west-
1.amazonaws.com/projects/1050/documents/EmmetRoad SurveyResults Report FA.pdf
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‘One-bedroom or studio type units should not generally be considered to contribute to a
requirement for any childcare provision and subject to location, this may also applyin partor

whole, to units with two or more bedrooms’.

The proposed development contains a large proportion of studio and 1 bed units (46%). As
per considerationset out above, havingdiscounted the 1 bed and studio units, the proposed

development comprises 284 of 2 and 3 bed units.

Applyingthe standardas set outin the Childcare Facilities Guidelines for Planning Authorities
(2001) results in a requirement for 76 childcare places. The plan makes provisions for 80
childcare places.

When planning to facilitate the future early learning and care needs in the area, it is worth
considering the possible impact of the nearby built-to-rent developments on Davitt Road

which are located less than 1km from St. Michaels’s estate.

Neither the former Dulux site (currently under construction with 138 out of 265 apartments
being 2-bed apartments), nor the planned Miller/Heilderberg site (with 89 out of 188
apartments being two-bed) will provide any childcare facilities, potentially leaving the area

short of over 50 childcare places.

When granting the planning permission for the former Dulux site (without the childcare
facility) Dublin City Council accepted the planners’ rationale for not providing the childcare
facilities.? It was argued that only 13% of children avail of childcare facilities (Census 2016),
that there are sufficient numbers of childcare places in the area, and that Built-To-Rent

apartmentstend to house youngsingle professionals rather than families with children.

The reasons for the low uptake of childcare places were not considered, neither were the

types of childcare services offered in the area.

Areport published by the Department of Social Protection (2019)*, in line with other research
in this area, highlighted stratification in access to formal childcare. 63 per cent of lone parents
and 61 per cent of adults with disability — do not have access to as much formal childcare as
they need; and 45 per cent of other working age households are in the same situation. The
main barrier to meeting the childcare needs for all groups was affordability and the lack of
economic resources was cited as the main reason behind the inability to access formal

3 Davitt Road Creche Facilities Assessment, Brock McClure Planning and Development Consultants, December
2018

4 Grotti, R., Maitre, B. and Watson, D.(2019) Technical Paper on Access to Care Services in Ireland, Social
Inclusion Technical Paper No. 9, Dublin: Department of Social Protection.



childcare. Researching the families who did avail of childcare services, in their report for
TUSLA, Byrne and O’Toole (n.d.) also found that infants and children living in high income
households have significantly greater levels of participation in non-parental care than children
livingin low income households®.

Multiple reports highlight high levels of poverty, and existing social problems (thatimpact on
early learning and care needs) within the area. These will be examined in more detail in the
followingsections.

Further consideration also needs to be given to the type of tenant to be housed within the
new developments on Davitt Road, where no childcare facilities will be provided. It is yet
unknown whether these Built-To-Rent apartments will be available to individual (single,
young, professional) tenants to rent privately, or leased to Dublin City Council (as it is
happeningin otherareas) to house social housingtenantsand possibly furtherincreasing the

number of vulnerable families living locally.

D ===

Figure 4: Area within 1.5 km from St. Michael'’s site. Source: Google Maps

Within 1.5km from the proposed site, there are 17 Early Learning and Care facilities, six
offered by community providers, and 11 by private providers. Data from the TUSLA’s Register
of Early Years Services indicates these facilities have a combined capacity of 541 places. Only

> Byrne, D., O’'Toole, C. (n.d.) The influence of childcare arrangements on child well being from infancy to
middle childhood. A Report for TUSLA: The Child and Family Agency. Available at
https://www.maynoothuniversity.ie/sites/default/files/assets/document/Byrne%20and%200%27Toole 0.pdf
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four of these services offer full time (day-time between 8am and 6pm) care. Only five services

take childrenin pre-ECCE age, and only one offers places for babies under 1 year of age.

PLACE
NAME PROVIDER LOCATION S AGES SERVICES
Chestnut Daycare Ltd. Private Unit 2 Oblate View, Tyrconnell Road, Inchicore 103 0-6 Full Day Care
Frontline Community 135 Emmet Road, Inchicore 20 1-6 Part Time, Sessional
Eala Og Childcare Centre Community Goldenbridge Integrated Complex, Inchicore 17 2-6 Part Time Day Care
Eden Early Learning Centre Private 51 Sarsfield Road, Inchicore 22 2-6 Sessional
Family Resource Centre — Childcare Creche Community 55-57 Thorton Heights, Inchicore 30 1-6 Part Time, Sessional
Footprints Early Years Private IPC Community Sports Centre, Bulfin Road, Inchicore 20 2-6 Part Time, Sessional
Goldenbridge ECDS Community Off Emmett Crescent, Inchicore 28 2-6 Part Time
Hope Montessori Autism Care Centre Private Solid Rock Centre, Unit 6B Goldenbridge, Industrial Estate, Tyrconnell Rd 70 1-6 Part Time
Inchicore Community Creche and Afterschool | Community Oblate Basketball Hall, Tyrconnell Rd, Inchicore 36 2-6 Full Time, Part Time
Mayfield Montessori Private 8 Mayfield Road, Kilmainham 22 2-6 Sessional
Naionra Bogha Baisti Private Gael Scoil Inse Chor, Droichead Na Hinse/Islandbridge 22 3-6 Sessional
Safari Childcare Private The Hibernia Building, Heuston Sth Quarter, Military Road, Kilmainham 45 2-6 Full Day, Part Time, Sessional
Community Pre-school Playgroup Community Infant School, Mourne Road, Drimnagh 40 3-6 Sessional
Forget Me Not Montessori Private John Bosco Youth Centre, Davitt Road, Drimnagh 10 2-6 Sessional
Teacher Pats Playschool Private Mother McAuley Centre, Curlew Road, Drimnagh 22 2-6 Sessional
Little Treasures Playgroup Private Bluebell Community Centre, Bluebell 22 2-6 Sessional
Little Treaures Preschool Private 50 La Touche Road, Bluebell 12 1-6 Full Day

Figure 4: List of Early Learning and Care services within 1.5 km from St. Michael's site. Source: Pobal

Maps & TUSLA Register of Early Years services
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Figure 6: Location of existing Early Learning and Care services. (Green dots — community

services, Purple dots — private services). Source: Pobal Maps.
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3. POPULATION PROFILE
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Figure 8: 13 Electoral Divisions within 1.5km from the St. Michael's site. Source: Pobal Maps

3.1 Sources of data

There is no uniform way of collecting data for the area surrounding St. Michael’s site.
Depending on the sensitivity of the data, some reports publish information relating to
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Electoral Division or Small Area levels. Other sources offer information on postal districts or

on whole regions only. This means that precise statistical information on all relevant issues

impactingon the childcare needs within Small Areas surrounding the St. Michael’s site is not

available. For that reason, the information is combined on ‘roughly’ same area indicating

existing correlations, unfortunately at this point without being able to precisely determine

their extent and strength.

The population of the 13 Electoral Divisions (consisting of 152 Small Areas) situated within
1.5km from St. Michael’s site is 38,596 people, including 5,347 children aged 0-12 (CSO 2016).

Pobal Deprivation Index classifies seven of the 13 Electoral Divisions (EDs) as ‘Marginally

below average’, four as ‘Marginally above average’ and two as ‘Affluent’.

Administrative Boundaries

~  Pobal Deprivation

» O 2006 - By Small Area
» O 2011 - By Small Area
» O 2016 - By Small Area
» O 2006 - By ED
» O 2011-By ED

~ (@ 2016 - By ED
W very affivent
B Affiuent
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Marginally below average
Disadvantaged
Very disadvantaged

B extremely disadvantaged

» (O 2006 - By Local Development Company

» (O 2011 - By Local Development Company

Figure 5: Pobal Deprivation areas by 2016 EDs. Source: Pobal Maps

Within these EDs, there are pockets of Small Areas classified from ‘Very disadvantaged’ to

‘Extremely Affluent.
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Figure 6: Pobal Deprivation areas by 2016 Small Areas. Source: Pobal Maps
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Pobal Deprivation Index considers dimensions such as Demographic Profile, Social Class
Composition and Labour Market situation. Key indicators include education level and

employment status, traditionally linked to social mobility.

The Index utilises data obtained through the Census only. This data does not include

information on personal / householdincome, financial assets or expenses.

The characteristics of the most affluent and the most disadvantaged areas surrounding the
St. Michael’s site will be discussed —to outline the range of social issuesin the area.

Based on the selected indicators, one of the areas within the Ushers A Electoral Division

receive a score classifyingit as Extremely Affluent.

This Small Area covers the non-residential grounds of Heuston Station and Royal Hospital, and
also the houses along the Kilmainham Lane as well as the Clancy Quay Built-To-Rent
apartment complex. In 2016 (latest available CSO data) this Small Area population was 858
people.86.8% had third level qualificationand the unemployment rate was amongthe lowest
in the whole of the area studied.

In the whole of the Ushers A division, the population was 3930 people with 71.5% holding
third level education. 38.7% of all the residents in the ED were migrants (more than half of

them from non-EU countries).

CSO data indicates that statistically, migrants tend to hold higher levels of education than
native Irish population, butthey are less often employedin professional and managerialroles,

and earn less than the Irish and UK nationals®.

68% off all housing stock within Ushers A division is private rented accommodation. The house
ownership rate is 14% - the lowest among all local EDs. This is three times less than the rate
of house ownership in the most disadvantaged local ED (Inchicore B) where the house

ownership rateis over 45%.

Statistically, a third of a household disposable income is spent on rent. The table below

illustrates the statistical information available for different Electoral Divisionsin the area.

® CSONSA 272021
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Year 2016
UNIT %

Crumlin A 34.7
Crumlin B 34.6
Crumlin E 29.6
Crumlin F 29.4
Inchicore A 35.2
Inchicore B 35.6
Kilmainham A 32.9
Kilmainham B 30.4
Kilmainham C 33.3
Ushers A 29.5
Ushers D 32.8
Ushers E 36.1
Ushers F 30

Figure 7: Average rent as a % of household disposable income. Source: CSO

CSO data highlights the impact of the tenure status on the poverty and material deprivation

indicatingthat renters are 3.5 times more likely to live in consistent poverty.

Profile of the [At Risk of |Deprivation|In Consistent

Year Tenure Status Population [Poverty Rate (%) Poverty (%)
2019|0Owner-occupied 68.6 39.2 39.7 22.2
2019 (Rented or rent free 314 60.8 60.3 77.8

Figure 8: Tenure Status and poverty rates. Source: CSO

The average number of social housing householdsin Dublin areais 13.19% (CSO, 2016). In
the Kilmainham CElectoral Area this figure is 20.85%. In 2019 in the South West Inner City
Dublin Local Electoral Area there were additional 399 propertiesin reception of the Housing

Assistance Payment (data for EDs is currently not available).

There are 3680 people living within 14 small areas including and immediately adjacent to

surroundingthe lands of St. Michael’s estate.
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Figure 9: Small Areas adjacent to the St. Michael's site

37.8% of these residents live in areas classified as ‘below average’, disadvantaged’ and ‘very
disadvantaged’ when considering dimensions such as Demographic Profile, Social Class
Composition and Labour Market situation.

CSO (2016) data records a total of 204 children aged 0-4 years and 203 children aged 5-9 in

the area.

Social problems present within the Small Areas in the Lower Inchicore include high levels of
addiction, crime, antisocial behaviour and intergenerational unemployment. Previous reports
repeatedly draw attentionto above national level of child poverty, substance abuse and lone
parents and low levels of educational attainment, all negatively impacting on children’s

outcomes’.

The physical environment of the former St. Michael’s area lacks safe and pleasant outdoor
play-spaces. Despite regular street cleaning, the area and surrounding streets are regularly
littered with rubbish, shattered glass, dog-faeces and half-burnt large household items.

Lower Inchicore is a crime and anti-social behaviour ‘hotspot’® with unresolved problems of
children often remainingunder the age of criminal responsibility engaging in such behaviours.
Unsupervised children from this and the neighbouring areas (of Drimnagh and Bluebell)
engage in acts of vandalism and drug-dealing which indicates the lack of adequate supervision

7 Childcare Professional Group Inchicore (2017), Report post meeting with Department of Children and Youth
Affairs.

8 Johnny Connolly and Jane Mulcahy (2019) Building Community Resilience. Responding 1 to criminal and anti-
social behaviour networks across Dublin South Central: a research study. Dublin: Four Forum Network and
Dublin City Council. Available at: https:// www.drugsandalcohol.ie/31426/1/building-community-resilience.pdf
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and activities for children as young as 7 years of age — and older®. These and other issues
relating to community safety were identified previously by other reports — but many of the
recommended measures aiming to increase safety in the community (e.g. CCTV cameras,
increased street lighting, more frequent Garda patrols) were notimplemented. Much of the
antisocial behaviours concentrate around the areas of St. Vincent Street West, former St.
Michael’s estate, and the Grand Canal —close to where the new childcare facility is proposed
to be built®.

% Justin O’Brien (2020) Report on Children Involved in Antisocial Behaviour in the Inchicore Area.

10 Tyrone Place, Emmet Crescent, Goldenbridge Walk, St Vincent St. West and Luas stops are specifically
mentioned as hotspots of anti-social behaviourin the South Central Area Joint Policing Subcommittee Work
Plan 2021. Available at
https://councilmeetings.dublincity.ie/documents/g4303/Public%20reports%20pack%2025th -Jan-
2021%2014.30%20South%20Central%20Area%20JPC.pdf?T=10

16


https://councilmeetings.dublincity.ie/documents/g4303/Public%20reports%20pack%2025th-Jan-2021%2014.30%20South%20Central%20Area%20JPC.pdf?T=10
https://councilmeetings.dublincity.ie/documents/g4303/Public%20reports%20pack%2025th-Jan-2021%2014.30%20South%20Central%20Area%20JPC.pdf?T=10

Five of the Early Learning and Care providers located in the direct vicinity of the St. Michael’s
site (Eala Og, Daughthers of Charity, Family Resource Centre, Frontline and Footsteps) who
directly work with local families were surveyed and interviewed. They were able to provide
the expert knowledge on the local early learningand care needs as well as the context behind

the recorded figures.

Services differ in current structures, facilities, and the additional supports available to

families.

Each currently operate a morning ECCE group with some offering an additional afternoon
session; there are a number of available spaces for ECCE age children across each service,
with no waiting list at present for this age group. A limited number of services in the area

offer full time childcare for either working or non-working families.

Many services are currently not operating at full occupancy due to a number of factors,
includinga reduction in families seeking places for the ECCE age group, reduced capacity and

or/amended operating hours due to Covid-19 publichealth and safety guidelines.

There are small waiting listsin some services for babies and young children under the age of
two years and for the afterschool age group, with all services receiving enquiries from families
and organisations seeking places for the under two-year age group. None of the existing
services currently offer care for this age with the exception of one service temporarily catering
for one child aged 1 year, thisis a specialist service respondingto an urgent need, this service
does not have the capacity to cater for additional babies or youngchild underthe age of two

years.

Services report that they face many barriers in providing for both the 0-2 age group and full
day care for children of all ages, the lack of adequate facilities, staffing issues and the
additional financial burden of runninga service for a younger cohort recognised as factors.

Some of both the community and private services are not financially secure. Covid-19 health
and safety protocols have increased financial overheads of each service in the areas of staffing
and equipment costs to ensure a safe environment. The government EWSS payment has
lessened the impact temporarily; yet some services reported struggling financially with fears

around sustainability when the scheme ends in 2022.

A number of services have SLA agreements with statutory organisations to provide fully
subsidised childcare to the families mostin need, these fully funded places are necessary but

currently limited in number.

The attendance of some children from disadvantaged families is consistently poor; with
parenting confidence and chaotic lifestyles quoted as factors contributing to high levels of

17



non-attendance of childcare services. Services also noted an obvious drop in attendance
occurring when payments are due by parents. Poorattendance can prove a challengeto the
service who may be penalised by funders over circumstances that are beyond their control,
this also affects negatively on children’s long-term outcomes, poor attendance in early
childhood care and education can result in poor attendance in later education and early

school leaving.

The level of need in the area is high; the funding currently available is not adequate to meet
the needs of the families and children in the area. All services stated that they do not have

the financial resources to support the children fully to the levels required.

A significant number of children come from socially disadvantaged backgrounds and both
display behavioural issues and delay in their normative development. The staff felt these
children would benefit from additional early intervention supports. It was commented that
such supports are not available in the local Primary Care building, and (with waiting lists
between 16-24 months) no supports were available in a timely manner for an early
intervention. In an area of such disadvantage, additional supports at an early stage are
required to level the field for all children to achieve the best outcomes possible.

Early Learningand Care services struggle to recruit staff to cater for children’s needs. Services
welcome the Access and Inclusion (AIM) scheme but find it hard to recruit staff for those
positions dueto lack of job security and low pay. Many of the early years educatorsthat are
qualified to do thisrole optto enter primary education system instead which is deemed more
stable and secure. On Dec 6™ 2021 the Department of Children Equality Disability Integration
and Youth (DCEDIY) launched a ‘Nurturing Skills’, a Workforce Plan for Early Learning and Care
(ELC) and School — Age Care. This a welcome development and gives hope to a better way

forward for educators, offeringa clear career path and recognition.

Inter-generational poverty in the area brings additional challenges and therefore additional
supports for families are required. Some children avail of TUSLA sponsored childcare places,
in orderto do this an application must be made through a sponsored body. Services would
favoura DEIS — style model to early years to ensure no child is left behind. Following the
discussions a new funding model was released for Early Learning and Care and School-Age
Childcare (DCEDIY, 2021), model will see additionalfinancial supports beingdirected to

areas of disadvantage.
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It is worth reflecting what is to be achieved in the lower Inchicore — where “there is no
doubting community concerns regarding crime, anti-social behaviour, drug dealing and
general criminality in the area. Despite significant state and city intervention since the 1980s
this situation appears to be persistent and while generally contained it has not been resolved
to date. (...) (Clonsultations and interviews with residents and practitioners in the area do
highlight many of the social issues associated with crime and criminality. The persistence of
this problem is particularly worrying from a community perspective where the underlying
causes are rooted in deprivation, unemployment, lack of education and lack of opportunities

or possibly, an unwillingness to accept opportunities when offered”**.

There are multiple reasons why working and not working parents need Early Learning and
Careservices. The reasons why children need them, are even greater. Research indicates that
universal child care programs have positive impact on cognitive test scores and educational
attainment, and substantially increase intergenerational mobility*?. Levelling the field and
providingan adequate early intervention could disrupt the intergenerational cycle of poverty
and help create a long-term investment into society.

The new development will meet some of the housing needs of the city residents. The ‘creche’
will meet the legal requirements associated witch such developments. Developing a universal
— DEIS-style model of early learningand care availableto all childrenin the area may provide
an opportunity to address wider societal issues where the old ways — of activating parents -

have not always worked.

11 Jack Nolan (2019), Building a Sustainable Community. P. 28. Available at
http://www.tara.tcd.ie/bitstream/handle/2262/93944 /Building%20a%20Sustainable%20Community%202019.
pdf

12 Tarjei Havnes, Magne Mogstad (2015), Is universal child care leveling the playing field? Journal of Public
Economics, Vol 127, pp.100-114.
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. A universal, full time DEIS-style (Delivering Equality of Opportunity) early learning and

care model should be implemented for all children livingin the area.

. The study of existing Early Learning and Care services shows that there are several
services currently catering for the 2.8 - 5 yr age group, with a noticeable gap in services for
children 0— 2 and 5+ yrs. Any new service should focussed on supporting this need for all

familiesin the area —both working and non-working.

J Thereis a need for additional full time Early Learningand Care services in the area for
children 0 — 6 yrs to accommodate parents working outside 9-5 roles. A need has also been

identified fora universal service catering for children 13+ yrs.

o A number of existing services are operating from premises, which oftenlackin suitable
space indoor and outdoor and need upgrading in order to cater for children with additional
needs. Some of these services are in search of suitable premises to relocate to, this should be

considered when seeking a tenant.

. There is a lack of early intervention services in the area for all children, new
developments must keep the child at the centre of planning with wrap around services to
meet the local needs — such as play therapy, mother and toddler groups, early interventions

services.

o Prioritisation of local families must be a key consideration for any new service

advertisingchildcare.

. Further work is necessary to transform offensive behaviours and to achieve and

maintain the standards of safety and child-friendliness desired for the area.
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Crumlin A| 2098 | Marg belowavg | -6.16 | 3714 | 3354 182 156 910 | 40.64 | 2521 | 2209 | 1650 | 13.77 | 15.63 201 996 170 1440
Crumlin B| 2099 | Marg belowavg | -7.60 | 2968 2722 117 116 780 | 39.09 | 27.64 | 2413 | 2281 | 14.82 | 15.75 180 804 137 1183
Crumlin E| 2102 | Marg belowavg | -8.36 | 2793 2508 129 147 9.80 | 45.80 | 2850 | 2292 | 2268 | 1543 | 21.15 210 667 114 1070
Crumlin F| 2103 | Marg belowavg| -2.19 | 2985 2549 127 295 1413 | 24.36 | 1573 | 30.96 | 12.46 | 9.76 3.71 47 792 213 1099
Inchicore A| 2106 | Marg above avg | 2.62 2392 1948 274 158 18,06 | 24.67 | 17.08 | 39.52 | 12.30 | 12.65 | 8.24 83 583 269 1025
Inchicore B| 2107 | Marg belowavg| -9.08 | 2218 1902 147 112 11.67 | 43.25 | 23.38 | 18.81 | 26.63 | 22.41 | 26.93 248 379 124 815
Kilmainham A| 2108 | Marg belowavg | -9.08 | 2534 | 2298 131 92 8.80 | 47.00 | 2367 | 2220 | 2358 | 16.76 | 16.86 184 675 184 1099
Kilmainham B| 2109 Affluent 1153 | 2414 1787 239 253 2038 | 23.80 | 940 | 64.16 | 1167 | 1025 | 1174 154 401 412 1032
Kilmainham C| 2110 | Marg above avg| 2.85 5186 | 3828 581 721 2510 | 34.05 | 14.47 | 4656 | 16.13 | 1565 | 14.73 139 821 643 2106
Ushers A| 2152 Affluent 18.75 | 3930 | 2337 676 845 38.70 | 1575 | 5.83 | 7158 | 11.30 | 8.4 8.11 178 236 1149 1675
Ushers D| 2155 | Marg above avg| 4.14 2188 1602 262 304 25.86 | 4250 | 12.75 | 48.96 | 17.32 | 13.34 | 18.72 228 342 323 976
Ushers E| 2156 | Marg belowavg | -4.97 | 1790 1452 131 191 17.98 | 3656 | 19.33 | 32.59 | 25.37 | 20.23 | 40.50 311 270 169 789
Ushers F| 2157 | Marg above avg| 4.08 3484 | 2895 200 341 1552 | 2025 | 11.08 | 60.19 | 14.09 | 9.63 12.46 149 542 426 1234

TOTAL 048 | 38596

Figure 14: 13 Electoral Divisions geoprofile. Source: CSO
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268078006 Saint James's Road Inchicore A
268084006 Grattan Crescent  Kilmainham B

268085002 Thomas Davis Street West  Kilmainham C
268085003 Berry's Court  Kilmainham C

268085005 Luby Road  Kilmainham C
268085006 Bulfin Gardens  Kilmainham C

268085010/02 Camac Crescent  Kilmainham C

268085014 Connolly Gardens  Kilmainham C

___________
268085016 Anner Road  Kilmainham C . X X X X 4.10
268085017 Goldenbridge Terrace  Kilmainham C

TOTAL 7027 0.45

Figure 105: Small Areas geoprofile. Source: CSO
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Deprivation Total Owned Rented Socially Not
ED description households | Mortgaged % outright % privately % rented % Stated %
Crumlin A Marg below avg 1439 453 31.48% 543 37.73% 170 11.81% 201 13.97% 52 3.61%
Crumlin B Marg below avg 1183 316| 26.71% 488| 41.25% 137 11.58% 180 15.22% 50 4.23%
Crumlin E Marg below avg 1070 286| 26.73% 381| 35.61% 114 10.65% 210| 19.63% 59 5.51%
Crumlin F Marg below avg 1099 318 28.94% 474 43.13% 213| 19.38% 47 4.28% 30 2.73%
Inchicore A Marg above avg 1025 259| 25.27% 324 31.61% 269| 26.24% 83 8.10% 75 7.32%
Inchicore B Marg below avg 815 153 18.77% 226 27.73% 124 15.21% 248| 30.43% 57 6.99%
Kilmainham A |Marg below avg 1098 355 32.33% 320( 29.14% 184| 16.76% 184| 16.76% 44 4.01%
Kilmainham B |Affluent 1032 236| 22.87% 165 15.99% 412 39.92% 154 14.92% 51 4.94%
Kilmainham C |Marg above avg 2106 424 20.13% 397| 18.85% 643| 30.53% 439| 20.85% 183 8.69%
Ushers A Affluent 1675 158 9.43% 78 4.66% 1149| 68.60% 176| 10.51% 107 6.39%
Ushers D Marg above avg 976 185 18.95% 157 16.09% 323 33.09% 228| 23.36% 75 7.68%
Ushers E Marg below avg 789 120| 15.21% 150 19.01% 169| 21.42% 311 39.42% 26 3.30%
Ushers F Marg above avg 1234 268| 21.72% 274 22.20% 426 34.52% 149| 12.07% 97 7.86%

Figure 16: Tenure status (households). Source: CSO
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