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Housing completions in 2009 
One-off housing made up 70-80% of completions in 6 council areas in 2009 and 46% of national output. 
Ireland’s competitiveness is being steadily eroded by the continued development of a pattern of housing which is particularly energy intensive. As oil prices rise this cost burden will become ever more apparent. 
As high prices become embedded due to the development pattern, it will be impossible to avoid them unless there is significant capital spending to re-locate people close to services, or with significant current spending to transport services to people. 
When homes are constructed distant from one other they are more expensive to serve. This paper gives detailed data for a range of services in this regard, showing how dispersed housing raises costs for society as a whole. Since the data was last reviewed (by O Gráda in 2004, using 2003 figures), well over a billion euro in additional costs have been incurred due to the higher costs of servicing dispersed housing. This figure includes an additional €120 million on postal services and some €720 million on school transport. Other areas with substantially higher costs include road maintenance, bin collection, electricity and phone connections.
Ireland’s ability to obtain key services at reasonable cost will be further undermined if this pattern of development continues. An analysis of 2009 data shows that almost half of all completed homes (46 per cent) were individual units. While a small number of these homes will have been constructed near schools, shops and workplaces, the overwhelming majority are distant from services. In one council – Galway County Council - one-off houses made up 80% of total completions in 2009, while for another 5 councils, one-off house completions were greater than 70%, with Kilkenny and Mayo at 75%, Leitrim at 74%, Roscommon at 73% and Monaghan at 71%. 
This data reflects the recent sharp drop in the building of scheme houses and apartments rather than any upsurge in one-off housing. Scheme houses are measured by the connection of two or more homes to the electricity network at the same time. And what sees one-off housing now make up almost half of national completions is that fact that construction of apartments and scheme housing has plummeted with one-off housing falling at a lower rate. The output of scheme-built homes has collapsed from more than 50,000 in the peak year of 2006 to less than 10,000 in 2009. Apartment construction has followed a similar pattern, falling from 20,000 in 2006 to approx 5,000 in 2009. The comparable figures for one-off housing are 22,800 completions in the peak year of 2006 down to 12,000 in 2009. The total number of completions last year was 26,400. 
To illustrate the pattern, one-off house completions remained higher than 1,000 units in counties Cork, Donegal and Galway last year. This is some way back from the respective peak output in each of these counties, when these counties averaged around 2,000 one-off house completions in 2006, when more than 93,000 homes were built nationally. 
Over the course of the boom one-off housing, as a percentage of total output, had dipped just below one-quarter of total output by 2006. It stayed at 25% in 2007, but by 2008 it made up more than one-third (34%), before climbing to 46% last year. [See graph in powerpoint presentation.] 
While last year’s figures say more about the collapse in the construction of scheme-built homes and apartments than they do about one-off housing, nonetheless an increasing share of our current output is more expensive to serve. The slump in completions brings into view a key question for the 2010 to 2020 period: are close to half of all homes built in Ireland in the coming years going to be one-off?
High vacancy rates and completions
Some 5,488 one-off houses were built in the ten counties with vacancy rates higher than 20% in 2009. 

The total number of vacant properties in the State today has been subject to some controversy, with estimates of the market overhang ranging from 120,000 to 171,000. All the major studies on current vacancy rates take Census 2006 as the starting point. Holiday homes are not included in the census methodology to calculate vacancy. Census 2006 recorded some 50,000 holiday homes nationally and it gives a reasonably accurate county-by-county picture of vacant homes. 

Census 2006 recorded ten counties with vacancy rates in the 20 to 30% range: Leitrim 29%, Donegal 27%, Kerry 25 %, Mayo 24%, Sligo 23%, Roscommon 22%, Wexford 21.5%, Cavan 21%, Galway county 20% and Clare 20%. Last year saw approximately 5,500 one off houses built in these ten counties. 

Because of the land cost factors related to one-off housing (some of which are discussed below) it is not clear that the existence of a high level of unused and under-used property is arresting one-off house construction to any significant extent. Without intervention measures to bring vacant houses into use, and/or to restrain construction in councils with high vacancy levels, a short term waste of resources threatens to become long-term. 
Census 2011 will again give an authoritative measure of vacancy on a county-by-county basis. If high vacancy rates persist, a vacancy surcharge should be considered, at least in councils with vacancy rates higher than 1 in 5. Such councils will also need to be firm and simply no longer give planning permission in the countryside unless there is on-site employment in agriculture, fishing, forestry or year-round rural tourism. This would see councils simply following the decision of An Bord Pleanála in the Dunmore East application where the planning appeals board found that proposed rural housing without local employment could not be reconciled with the Government’s 2009 Smarter Travel transport policy. 
The table below shows the counties with the highest percentage level of one-off house completion in 2009 in the context of vacancy, as measured in Census 2006. As can be seen more than 1,000 new one-off houses were built in Galway County Council in 2009 in spite of a vacancy rate of 1 of 5.
Counties with the highest percentage levels of one-off house completions in 2009 and their respective Census 2006 vacancy rates

	County Council
	% One-off 2009
	No. One-off 2009
	Total 2009
	
	Census ‘06 no. vacant homes
	% Vacancy (also 2006 Census)

	Galway 
	80%
	1,015
	1,273
	
	13,583
	20%

	Kilkenny
	75.4%
	356
	472
	
	4,108
	12%

	Mayo
	75%
	774
	1,032
	
	14,298
	24%

	Leitrim
	74%
	223
	303
	
	4,473
	29%

	Roscommon
	73%
	338
	465
	
	5,889
	22%


An Bord Pleanála’s Dunmore East decision 

The Dunmore East decision made in late Feburary by An Bord Pleanála points to need for locally-based employment before granting permission. The board found that “notwithstanding the zoning of the site, it is considered that a sound rationale for the overall development ... such as local need, has not been established and that such development would, therefore, be likely to encourage car borne commuter travel from Waterford City which would be contrary to the objectives of both the National Spatial Strategy for Ireland 2002-2020 and Smarter Travel –A Sustainable Transport Future, A New Transport Policy for Ireland 2009-2020, which encourage the greater use of public transport, walking and cycling as means of getting to work. The proposed development would, therefore, tend to promote a pattern of unsustainable development of the area” (decision of the 23 February 2010, available on www.pleanala.ie/).  
The planned replacement of stamp duty with SVT
The October 2009 Programme for Government states: 

Starting with the necessary valuation and registration process, we will move to introduce a Site Valuation Tax for non-agricultural land. This system will provide a fair and stable basis for offsetting stamp duty on residential property. 

In other words a new system of local taxation based on land values is planned to replace (or ‘offset’) stamp duty. Site Valuation Tax (SVT), which will be based on the value of land, rather than what is built upon it, will radically reduce the incentive to hoard both existing buildings - particularly empty homes, as well as zoned land. The result should see more sales of currently unoccupied premises together with a greater provision of building land close to schools, shops and services. 
A cross-government implementation group to flesh out proposals and publish them for consultation needs to be put in place without delay. It will need to be drawn from the Department of Finance, the Revenue Commissioners and the Department of Environment, and work towards having a new system in place for the Budget at the end of this year. 
As shown here, there is vital need to minimise hoarding. The higher costs of dispersed development mean that hoarding close to urban centres must be reduced as quickly as possible. 
Replacing stamp duty with SVT will improve local government. For the first time since the short-sighted abolition of local rates in the 1970s, there will be a direct link between the capacity of councillors to deliver local services and the cost of these services. A review of Ireland’s road maintenance budget on a council-by-council basis suggests that the more population dispersal that is permitted, the higher the cost of road maintenance. 
In replacing stamp duty with SVT, central government can mandate that councils meet all of their road maintenance budgets before allocating the proceeds to other areas. For example, Donegal County Council, with approx 80,000 housing units, would raise €56m annually based on the average house/apartment contributing €700 a year through SVT. Donegal’s allocation for regional and local roads in 2010 was €25.8m.  
Without local democracy being aligned to day-to-day spending, our high-cost development pattern is set to continue. Even at this early stage, it is clear that reforming revenue and spending powers of councils will be the most important plank of overhauling local government, and therefore warrants the most attention. 
It is also clear that the logical extension of villages, towns and cities can be facilitated through reform of the revenue-raising powers for city and county councils.
Laying out new streets and providing for sewage treatment
SVT will have significant implications for zoned land. Because annual payments will have to be paid on zoned land there will be an incentive to transact rather than hoard. 

The amount of tax paid on an annual basis will depend on land values, which in turn depends on when it is permissible to use land for development. Therefore, local councils have an important role to play in the phasing of zoned land. 
Powers to acquire land – compulsorily if need be – are already there and must be used more in order to lay out new streets to achieve the logical extension of villages, towns and cities. The alternative, as the figures show, result in higher costs borne across society as a whole. 
While annual rates on zoned land should ensure its release for housing, councils may still need to be able to obtain land at reasonable cost to lay out new streets, parks, amenity areas, effluent treatment and other public services for housing (on the zoned land).  
The central idea of the Kenny report is that owners would be paid the existing use value of the land, plus an additional 25 per cent. Kenny’s 1973 conclusions were re-affirmed almost thirty years later, this time by the All-Party Oireachtas Committee on the Constitution, chaired by Brian Lenihan, now Minister for Finance. As many commentators have noted, nothing has been done – since 1973, or since Lenihan’s committee affirmed Kenny’s recommendation in 2000. Given the costs of the alternative pattern of development, there is now an overwhelming case for councils to have the powers envisaged by Kenny, at the very least to purchase land for purposes ancillary to housing. 
Due to the staffing embargo many council employees working in planning departments have been transferred to other areas where posts have not been filled, with some planning departments under work pressure analogous to the celtic tiger boom. It is vital that resources are dedicated to master-plan logical extensions to villages, towns and cities, and revenue-raising powers at local level should ensure this. 
Sewage treatment in smaller urban areas has been a problematic issue in many councils. However, there have been significant recent advances proving the feasibility of man-made wetlands to treat effluent (typically using reed beds), one example being Glaslough in Monaghan where such a facility now treats waste for a population of 3,000. Guidelines are due to be prepared by the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government, and these will allow greater attention to be paid to this low-cost solution in master-planning urban extensions. 

Cost data on serving urban and rural homes
Postal services 

A 1976 report by An Foras Forbartha found postal services to widely dispersed houses were 3.5 times more expensive than to urban homes. More than 25 years later data released by An Post to Dr Diarmuid O Gráda indicated that rural mail delivery is 4 times more expensive. In a bid to save €20m a year, An Post sought to introduce roadside letter boxes for half a million homes in January 2003. More than 1,000 submissions were sent to the head of the Commission for Communications Regulation (then Etain Doyle) objecting to the An Post move. In May 2003 Doyle wrote to An Post informing them that without consent of each customer no roadside letter box could be installed. An Post said the failure to achieve this cost saving made rises in the price of stamps inevitable. 

Bin collection 

For its 1976 report, An Foras Forbartha drew on work done in Kildare which showed that 5 bins can be collected in an urban area every minute compared to 1.4 in a rural area. However, the distance between rural houses differs radically. Foras assumed a pattern of rural homes 58 metres apart. In reality, however, rural houses are further apart, with the Kildare study showing a figure of 93 metres. Hence, rural areas will typically be between 2.5 and 5 times more expensive to serve than urban areas, but will sometimes be more than this. 
Roads

Reviewing Ireland’s road maintenance budget on a council-by-council basis brings home the point that the more population dispersal that is permitted, the greater the amount of spending that is required, with obvious consequences for taxation.

For example Limerick City and Carlow County Council have roughly the same number of households; updating Census 2006 with more recent completions there are around 23,000 in both. Yet the allocation to maintain local and regional roads in 2010 was €5.6m for Carlow compared to €2.4m for Limerick city. Contrasting Cork City and Mayo tells a similar story. Cork City has around 55,000 homes while Mayo has around 65,000: Cork City’s 2010 allocation for local and regional roads was €4.3m while the figure for Mayo was more than 4 times higher – €20.4m. 

Two county councils obtained more money to maintain local roads than the five cities combined for local road repair and maintenance. Taken together Cork, Dublin, Galway, Limerick and Waterford obtained €24.6m in 2010, money that is used for gritting, resurfacing and patching by these councils. The 2010 allocations for Donegal and Cork county councils were €25.8m and €42.4m respectively. The allocation for Galway County Council, at €23.1m fell just below that of the five cities combined.
To school by bus
The school transport scheme costs approx €200m a year. Of the 135,000 pupils carried annually, about 8,000 are students with special needs, and 30% of the cost is attributable to these pupils. Contributions make up 5% of the overall cost. Therefore, around €130 million a year is attributable to mainstream primary and secondary pupils. The annual subsidy per pupil works out at €1,025 per year, which equates to around €2.80 per journey for each student. 

Subsidies for rural school transport are far higher than urban bus subsidies. The operating subvention for Dublin Bus was €86m in 2008, but because urban buses are more intensively used, with around 410,000 trips a day in the case of Dublin Bus, the average subsidy per journey is around 57 cent. 

Electricity supply
Carey has contended that additional charges levied on rural homes compensate for the higher costs incurred (Carey 2010). The data does not back up this assertion. In 2004 O Gráda found that the capital cost of electricity connection to a rural home was subsidised by €865, while the comparative figure for urban homes was €390. 
In 2004 the annual standing charge was €61 for rural homes and €38 for urban homes. A higher ongoing cost is incurred in the case of rural homes (over and above a greater capital cost). Take meter reading for example. Meter readers were paid 96 cent per visit for calling to rural homes and 41 cent for urban calls. Focusing on meter reading alone, rural costs are 134% higher but the 2004 annual standing charge was just 60% higher, as O Gráda pointed out. Moreover, storm damage (typically fallen trees) is more extensive – and hence more costly to repair – in rural areas. 
Since 2004 the ESB has changed its pricing structure so urban customers pay proportionately more. For its standard tariff in 2009 rural ESB customers paid an annual standing charge of €123 compared to €92 in urban areas. The cost gap here is just 33% - a significant narrowing since 2004 - meaning that there is now even higher urban to rural wealth transfer. 

In short, the higher price paid by rural customers falls a long way short of the higher cost incurred in providing and maintaining the service. 
Landline phone and broadband
When any additional one-off house is being wired into the phone network, it is not known how many more houses in turn might be built in the area. As the Foras study put it: “it is impossible to provide the entire system at one time because of the lack of knowledge of what is going to happen in the future. While spare capacity is always allowed for in any scheme, this might never be used up in a rural area”. On the other hand, if spare capacity is not provided, and additional development occurs, the cost of ‘adding on’ is significant. Installing two cables at different times, each serving 15 houses is some 50% more expensive than cabling for 30 houses at the outset. The capital cost of landline provision can be up to 5 times more, something which does not take into account the higher annual servicing costs for rural houses due to fallen wires. Similar considerations apply to the installation of broadband. Broadband speed is largely a function of the quality of the cabling used and the distance from the telephone exchange. Given the distances between homes in rural areas, and the relatively small numbers of houses connected to exchanges, the cost of providing broadband is considerably greater in rural areas.
Indicative higher costs of delivering selected services to rural areas 
	Service
	Indicative cost difference (no. of times more expensive, to serve rural over urban)
	Additional annual cost 

	Postal service
	3.5 to 4
	Upwards of €20m

	Bin collection
	2.5 to 5
	Not quantified

	Road repair
	At least twice
	Not quantified

	School bus
	Up to 5
	€110m - €130m

	Electricity 
	At least twice
	Not quantified

	Landline phone and broadband
	Current costs not quantified 
	Not quantified


Private and environmental costs

Private costs such as home heating are typically more expensive in rural homes. Some 50% to 60% more energy is needed to heat the average detached house as compared to a terraced house. 

The construction of eco-houses in the countryside doesn’t make up for the additional energy consumed in the associated transport movements. Patrick Barry of the Irish Green Building Council has calculated that the benefits of eco-homes are completely wiped out if more than 10km a day of car travel is associated with that house. This is true today in environmental terms. It is not as apparent in terms of economic cost, first, because of the way in which costs are spread across society, as noted above, and second, because oil scarcity is currently only pushing petrol and diesel upwards at a slow rate. 
While septic tanks are not part of the scope of this paper it is salutary to note that 25% of systems tested by Cavan County Council have failed. If this pattern is mirrored nationwide approx 125,000 septic tanks and similar systems are in need of remediation. 
Tax provisions encouraging one-off housing

Irish tax legislation exempts transfers of sites to children from capital gains tax. This new relief from capital gains tax was only introduced in 2001with that year’s Finance Act, which inserted a new provision (section 603A) into the 1997 Taxes Consolidation Act.
The market value of the land can be no more than €500,000 – which includes virtually all sites – and the area is not to exceed .4 hectare (1 acre). The purpose of the disposal must be for the construction of a principal private residence. If the property is sold without a house which has been built and occupied by the child for three years, then the taxable gain which would have arisen at the time of the initial transfer falls due. A sale to the spouse of the child is exempt from this claw-back. 
When it comes to transferring a house to child, in contrast to land, the recipient must have lived with his or her parent/s for the previous three (3) years in order to take the asset free from tax (s. 86 of the 2003 Capital Acquisitions Act). And since February 2007, the rules have been further tightened up and now the recipient, as well as living in the house must also have looked after an older person in the home. This provisions stands in marked contrast to the law on transfer of land for houses which make no such demands.  
The original purpose of section 603A tax relief may have been to facilitate low-cost housing for persons taking over the family farm. However, there is no reason to maintain it in place for this purpose: if a son or daughter is taking over the family farm the practice is now to transfer some or most of the farm land into their name, something which enables the next generation to avail of grants directed towards younger farmers (e.g. additional milk quota in the case of dairy farmers). 
Hence, using the tax code applicable to the transfer of farm land, there exist provisions to enable young farmers to build new homes independent of their parents’ house in a tax-efficient manner. In fact the retention of section 603A has adverse implications for farm viability in Ireland because it acts to encourage the transfer of land to sons and daughters who aren’t farming and who make the farm smaller by taking land that is transferred to them largely because it is tax free. 
It won’t be enough to change section 603A alone. Under section 598 of the Taxes Consolidation Act, 1997, as amended, “where an individual who has attained the age of 55 years disposes of the whole or part of his or her [farm]”, and the amount or value of the consideration for the disposal does not exceed €750,000, relief shall be given in respect of the full amount of capital gains tax chargeable on any gain accruing on the disposal. 
The above provision only applies where the land has been farmed for the previous 10 years by the disposing party. Beyond this restriction however, section 598 is poorly attuned to the ambition of maintaining agricultural land within the agricultural land market. First, there is little justification for farmers paying no tax whatsoever on transfers of €750,000. It is only reasonable, given low agricultural incomes, that the income tax take across the sector is moderate. But the same logic does not apply to the sale of core assets to non-industry buyers. That retiring farmers pay no tax on land sales of up to €750,000 comes as a surprise to many farmers. 
Because the distinction between development land and agricultural land does not actually operate in Ireland, there is little merit in trying to incorporate the concept into a revamped section 598. Instead, the use of covenants might be examined. Here, the vendor’s tax bill would be calculated on the basis of the length of the covenant he or she has secured to maintain the land in agricultural use. To leave the current regime unchanged is to allow the unfocused nature of section 598 to negate a plethora of policy pledges to release agricultural land to young farmers. 

The 2001 changes weakened the tax code and the loose tax breaks have been used widely and damaged the capacity of younger farmers to expand. Ten years on these provisions should be reformed in Budget 2011.
While not part of tax legislation, Part V of the Planning Act needs to be reformed so that 20% of the value of land used as a house site is paid by the party that has transferred the land. 
Ageing and population thresholds for key services
By 2020 it is predicted that more than 210,000 people over 65 years of age will live alone. Somewhere in the region of 50,000 will be living alone in one-off housing. This is not a challenge we have even begun to tackle. In 1976 An Foras Forbartha estimated that it was necessary to have a population of 2,000 to sustain a doctor (see table below). While work has been done in the UK on threshold population levels needed to maintain services, I am not aware of work in Ireland that alters or updates the 1976 ratios. 
	Facility
	Min. Population

	Shop 
	150

	Primary school
	700

	Post office
	1,500

	Library
	2,000

	Doctor 
	2,000

	Dentist
	3,000

	Secondary school
	4,000


Conclusions
One-off housing imposes higher costs in a number of respects. This is not widely acknowledged, and awareness of the cost gap between servicing close-knit compared to dispersed housing needs to be raised. 
The rising price of transport (due to the rising price of energy) is likely to be a leading factor - if not the dominant factor - guiding development post 2015. Again, however, there is a need to further publicise this reality to inform those making investment decisions of the cost implications of the different patterns of development.
Councils with consistently high proportions of one-off house completions require higher road maintenance budgets. Site Value Tax, which is proposed to replace stamp duty, has the potential to re-shape local democracy by creating a direct link between local revenue-raising and spending. Put simply, unless dispersed development is restrained councils will have to devote a disproportionate amount of their revenue on road maintenance, while bin collection and other council-provided services will also be more expensive.
Without measures to bring vacant houses into use – a vacancy surcharge on top of SVT, for example - a short term waste of resources will become long-term.

And without measures to strengthen villages, towns and larger urban centres, it will become increasingly difficult to provide key services at reasonable cost, ranging from postal deliveries to bin collection, and from electricity supply to school transport. All of these services are at least twice as expensive to deliver in rural areas, but are often much more expensive than this, and since 2004 well over one billion euro of costs have been incurred which could have been avoided by a more close-knit pattern of development. 
Where there is no contribution to agricultural production (or other land based activity such as fishing, forestry or year-round rural tourism), councils should no longer give permission in the countryside. 
Perverse tax measures which encourage the building of new houses on agricultural land, where these new homes do not contribute to agricultural production, need to be removed. Part V of the Planning Act should be reformed so that 20% of the value of land used as a house site is paid by the party that has transferred the land. 
Competitiveness is intimately tied to critical mass. A failure to develop critical mass hand in hand with continued settlement dispersal are two sides of the same coin. A whole host of factors affecting competitiveness have not been reviewed in this paper – from fire and health services to truancy officers. 

But based on the limited data contained here the following is clear: The longer the delay in reforming our planning and tax systems the more Ireland’s competitiveness will be damaged. 
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	NEW HOUSES COMPLETED BY TYPE -   2009
	
	
	
	
	% ind.
	10 highest  Vacancies
	% ind. Top 6
	€ local & reg. roads, 2010

	County Councils (including Borough and Town Councils)
	Individual House
	Scheme House
	Apartments
	Total
	
	
	
	

	Carlow
	202
	163
	58
	423
	47.75%
	
	
	€5,602,699

	Cavan
	345
	163
	53
	561
	61.50%
	
	
	€12,886,998

	Clare
	508
	237
	20
	765
	66.41%
	508
	
	€15,586,498

	Cork
	1268
	1212
	160
	2640
	48.03%
	
	
	€42,384,713

	Donegal
	1076
	443
	170
	1689
	63.71%
	1076
	
	€25,823,931

	D/L Rathdown
	84
	233
	635
	952
	8.82%
	
	
	€5,632,449

	Fingal
	132
	756
	421
	1309
	10.08%
	
	
	€6,646,866

	Galway
	1015
	204
	54
	1273
	79.73%
	1015
	1
	€23,101,894

	Kerry
	575
	232
	59
	866
	66.40%
	575
	
	€17,935,942

	Kildare
	360
	553
	93
	1006
	35.79%
	
	
	€12,922,893

	Kilkenny
	356
	110
	6
	472
	75.42%
	
	2
	€10,490,699

	Laois
	260
	255
	8
	523
	49.71%
	
	
	€8,886,299

	Leitrim
	223
	77
	3
	303
	73.60%
	223
	4
	€8,316,699

	Limerick
	430
	214
	81
	725
	59.31%
	
	
	€12,665,598

	Longford
	162
	271
	12
	445
	36.40%
	162
	
	€5,837,799

	Louth
	317
	393
	53
	763
	41.55%
	
	
	€6,249,368

	Mayo
	774
	207
	51
	1032
	75.00%
	774
	3
	€20,370,746

	Meath
	491
	449
	122
	1062
	46.23%
	
	
	€13,157,397

	Monaghan
	295
	97
	25
	417
	70.74%
	
	6
	€12,393,499

	North Tipperary
	291
	202
	105
	598
	48.66%
	
	
	€10,807,598

	Offaly
	253
	118
	13
	384
	65.89%
	
	
	€8,152,699

	Roscommon
	338
	122
	5
	465
	72.69%
	338
	5
	€13,748,598

	Sligo
	234
	208
	42
	484
	48.35%
	234
	
	€9,988,699

	South Dublin
	71
	383
	176
	630
	11.27%
	
	
	€9,012,608

	South Tipperary
	277
	134
	13
	424
	65.33%
	
	
	€10,716,098

	Waterford
	284
	190
	22
	496
	57.26%
	
	
	€10,336,926

	Westmeath
	289
	144
	73
	506
	57.11%
	
	
	€12,064,899

	Wexford
	583
	387
	54
	1024
	56.93%
	583
	
	€13,140,248

	Wicklow
	315
	319
	66
	700
	45.00%
	
	
	€9,118,098

	City Councils
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cork
	53
	223
	390
	666
	7.96%
	
	
	€4,317,050

	Dublin
	168
	317
	1912
	2397
	7.01%
	
	
	€10,583,776

	Galway
	20
	58
	121
	199
	10.05%
	
	
	€3,725,000

	Limerick
	8
	52
	22
	82
	9.76%
	
	
	€2,406,000

	Waterford
	8
	81
	50
	139
	5.76%
	
	
	€3,610,000

	TOTALS
	12065
	9207
	5148
	26420
	45.67%
	5488
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	total 2010 county council roads
	
	€373,979,458

	
	
	
	
	total 2010 city council roads
	
	€24,641,826

	
	
	
	
	total for borough and town councils
	€13,287,520


13

