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Terenure West Residents Association
¢fo Bevin Humphreys

63 Parkmore Drive

Terenure

Dublin 6W

DBWTA43

Date: 24 April 2024

Re: Bus Connects Templeogue/Rathfarnham to City Centre Core Bus Corridor Scheme
Templeogue/Rathfarnham to City Cenire

Dear Sir/ Madam,

An Bord Pleanala has received your recent submission in relation to the above-mentioned proposed
road development and will take it into consideration in its determination of the matter.

Please note that the proposed road development shall not be carried out unless the Board has
approved it or approved it with modifications.

If you have any queries in the mean time, please contact the undersigned officer of the Board at
laps@pieanala.ie

Please quote the above mentioned An Bord Pleanala reference number in any correspondence or
telephone contact with the Board.

Yours faithfully,

W. (el T
Eimear Reilly
Executive Officer

Direct Line; 01-8737184
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Kevin McGettigan

From: Eimear Reilly

Sent: Friday 5 April 2024 13:13

To: Kevin McGettigan

Subject: FW: Terenure Residents re: Response to NTA on Bus Connects
Attachments: IMG-5857.jpg; IMG-5858 jpg; IMG-5859,jpg; IMG-5860,jpg
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

----- Original Message-----

From: LAPS <laps@pleanala.ie>

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2024 9:44 AM

To: Eimear Reilly <e.reilly@pleanala.ie>

Subiect: FW: Terenure Residents re: Response to NTA on Bus Connects

----- Original Message-----

From: Terenure West Residents' Association i D

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2024 5:01 PM
To: LAPS <laps@pleanala.ie>
Subject: Terenure Residents re: Response to NTA on Bus Connects

Caution: This is an External Email and may have malicious content. Piease take care when clicking links or
opening attachments. When in doubt, contact the ICT Helpdesk.
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An Bard Pleanala 268March 2024
64 Mariborough Sireet

Dublin 1

laps@pleanala.ie

Appiication 316272-23 Templeogue/Rathfamham fo City Centre

Dear Bord

“This is a further submission as requested by you and related fo our submission dated. 11
August 2023 and the response by NTA of Decemitier 2023 (NTA Responsa).

We don't propose to repeat ary assertiont in our August 2023 submission, save as s
necessary for this submisslon. This submission is fapgely Rieussed on the tesponse from

NTA, -
Exira traffic on Fortfiold Roas and in other local roads

This is our key fear and if anything the response increases our {feat. We note that in a
submission made by Terenure and Temgpleogue Sustainable Community Assodiation CLG,

Professor Austin Smyth states that

“it s my opinion that there is a significant sisk that a substantial volume of traffic will divert
from the corridor eithar at Spawell roundabout, which is the first opportunily inside tho M50

or at the Templeogue Road, Forlfield Road junction, the last opportunily 1o avold the bus
gate” (page 80)

He also noles “the potentiel for redistribution of private vehide teafics that currently uses
Templeogue Road in a northbound diraction to impact on rasidential areas bounded by
Cypress Grove Road/MWainsfort Road Templeville RoadfFortield Road/Terenure Road West™
and & similar specific stelemant about freight vehicie traffic. (page 11}

The above includes our area.

has forly years experience in ransport consultancy dnd research

Professor Smyth
not good news for us, this is clear confimation that eur

worldwide. While what he is saying is
fears are justified.

said in the NTA Response on pages 64 to 66 asseriing the absence
of any line en a map for Forifield Roed as indicating no increased traffic. These maps are in
any event self evidently wrong. Itis simple not possible te have an increase in raffic on the
part of Templecgue Road fram Spawell to Cypress Grove Road and then & reduction on the
thres roads leading away from the junclion at Cypress Grove Road. Furiher those maps alse
suggest that there is no changs in fraffic using Springfield Road, but somehow when that

We wholly reject what is




traffic gets to its four way junction with Templeogue Road and Templeville Road, there is
mysteriously a reduction in volume in every direction. NTA were asked during the process to
Jersiify these maps but refused to do se.

We made the point In our submission (at page 3) that the directional signs proposed fo divert
fiort locat traffic before it gets to Fortfield Road were of no use, All we get in the NTA
Responsa is & repetiiion of what we sald. I we are to get the re-assurance we went, the
signe directing traffic right to Fifouse &t Spawel, to Butterfield at Templeogue Bridge and fo
Springfield at Templevile Road need o ba mandetary, pasticularly for lorries and
motorcycles. We think the assertion fiat after the Just turm “only focal traffic shoufd be
Travelling eastwards on Terploogue Road” is &lmply wrong.

We remain of the view that a substantial bit of the up to 7,454 vehicles using Templeogue
Road in 2019 (statistics way out of date dus to NTA failures fo provide up to date
information) will divert into Fortfield rather than taking the prescribed right tums. This is not
least beoause other features of the alternative routes, particulady othier turn bans, make it
nigh impossible to reach Terenurs and Rathgar village areas and access to Rathmines is
otherwise via Churchtown.

The tum bans ex Fortfield

We note that in response to our concems about the itam bans affecting our access (o our
homes, NTA assert that this "may result in an inconvenience for those segking fo access
business or residenlial premises o Lavama Grove and Greanlea Road™. This so calied
inconvenignce also affects residents of Parkmore Dilve, Lavarna Road and Graenlea
Avenue, Drive, Grove and Park, an issue NTA Fail ta nife, no doubt die to camiplete non-
assessment of local geography. They have also wholly fariored our fist of “instifutions*
affected by the ban at the end of page 4 of our letter.

We are then prasented with an altemative route on page 172 of the NTA Response via
Templaville Road, Wainsfort Road and Forifield Road. This is desaribed as a “suitable
alternative route”. This is material new information anly introduced for the first time in the
context of the response. We note other exampies of such material new information only
being introduced now and relating fo Lower Rathmines and aress of Ranelagh.We are
aware ihat our nelghbours in Ranslagh are very concemed about this and few of any of
them knew about it up to now, This alternative routs propeszl seems to be enly a feature of
corridors in our part of the Gity, 50 we are being treated differently from others.

We reckon this new route (o Gresnlea} Is in length Templaville Road {0.66k) Wainsfort
Road (0.895k) Fortfield Road (0.22k). This adds about tkeni to the existing joumney. It
ignores wholly the fact that there are frequently tailbacks on both Templeville Road and
Wainsfort Road.

{t also whully fails & teke account of the vary dangerous right tezm frorm Wainsfort Road to
Farifield Read. Again Ihis latter Issue did not seem relevant to ihis torridor until this malkesia)
new plesa of infarmation appears. We would direct you (and ask Yol ta read) in this regsrd
to Appendix 11 of 4 submission made on the Kimmage comidar (317660 reference Brendan
Heneghan} to which it is relevant.



We fail to see how on any proper use of English this could be described as a mere
“inconvanience” or proposed as a “suitable allernative route”. We think it i8 a massive
inconvenience and that the guggested new route is complelely unsuitable,

The times of the tum ban

We nate that the turn bart is progosed to be 24/7 and that this acsording to the NTA
Response is "preferred in order to provide road users with & read Iayout and network which

is consistent at all times — and hence can be easily understood and safsly used by car
drivers, pedestrian and cyclists”

NTA applles this maxim very selectively, There are an array of time periods for bus gates o
apply inciuding ones already approved by the Bard. On Kimmage Scheme, the appiication
1ot o bocal (to us) juncfton af Aidesn Avenue proposes 1o retain fhie existing no dght tum sign
which s 7.00am to 10.00am and we undetstand Monday to Friday. So there are many things
not consistent at all imes, but consistency is being prescribed for us.

We remain strongly of the view that any operation of these two furmn bans should mirror at
most in hours the bus gate on Templeogue Road.

Enforcement

Wa think that enforeement of measures is critical and that is indeed a vety serious problem
with existing bus fane infrastructure. it is disappolnting that in an almost 800 page NTA
Responsa less than one page {page 41) is dedicated to enforcemeant. We think this

fllustrated that NTA reafty don't care aboufenforcement. A competent body would have all
this in place at this time rather than wishy washy aspirations under a plan stretching out to
2042, Enforcement is relevant for us if there are to be tum bans, aithough it would be our
strang view that local residents need to be exempt when accessing their homes and that any

measures should so provide.

Park and Ride

Wa note the concerms expressed by Professor Srmyth (a5 quated above) as 1o fhe use of
areas immediately south of the bus gate as an “informal’park and ride. This would entail
impacts on road safely risks and accumulation of additiorsal parked vehicles. This Is of great
concem to residents of Fortfield Road in particutar and is of concern given the number of
schools in the area. it is shocking that this planning application did not include a proper park

and ride at Spawell.

‘The bus gate

We remain strongly of the view that the bus gate at Templeague Road should be omitted
and that the existing bus priority lights (which we fully support) are adequate to achieve bus
pricrity. We note again that the time saving here is a maximurm of 1.6 minutes reducing fo
0.7 minutes assurming all of the time saving from Spawell to Terenure Village is bus gate
darived. Nothing has been szid In the NTA Resporise fo explain why the priofity fights are
not adequate and indeed NTA have not even apofogized fo the Bérd for misleading them as
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