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Aisling Reilly

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:

Aisling Reilly
Wednesday 6 August 2025 1 1 :52
kfleming@mkoireland.ie
Evelina Sadauskaite

RE: ABP-321776-25 & ABP-321882-25 HSE Merlin Park University Hospital Campus

A C:hara,

The Commission acknowledges receipt of your email; official correspondence will issue in due course.

Kind regards,
Aisling

From: Katie Fleming <kfleming@mkoireland.ie>
Sent: Wednesday, 30 July 2025 15:57
To: LAPS <laps@pleanala.ie>
Cc: Evelina Sadauskaite <esadauskaite@mkoireland.ie>
Subject: ABP-321776-25 & ABP-321882-25 HSE Merlin Park University Hospital Campus

ICaution: This is an External Email and may have maLicious content. Please take care when
clicking links or opening attachments. When in doubt, contact the ICT Helpdesk.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please see attached submission for ABP-321776-25 and ABP-321882-25 on behaLf of the HSE Merlin

Park University Hospital Campus, which we were invited to make a submission on a letter dated 9=''
JuLy 2025.

If you require any further information, pLease let me know.

Kind regards,
Katie.

Katie Fleming
Planner
MKO

Tuam Road, Galway, H91 VW84 A
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1 INTRODUCTION
On behalf of our client, Health SerbIce Executive (HSE) , C/O Gate Lodge, Merlin Park Univcrsity Hospital
Galway, ive wish to nr,rkc a further submission to the BusConnects Dublin Road Galway Planning
Application (ACP Ref: 321776) and Compulsory Purchase Order (Case Ref: 321882) which should be
read in corliunction with the submission made on the 16" " April 202.5. Gal\rav Citv Council (GCC)
responded to the submissions and on the 9"'"' July 2025, MKO, on behalf of the HSE, have been invited
bv An Coirnisiun Pleanala to make a submission on the GCC response referred to above. While the HSE
thanks you for your response, there are still outstanding concerns as outlined in this submission.

The BusConnects project is intended to provide pedestrian, cycle and public transport infrastructure along
a 3.8 km corridor on the R338 Dublin Road from the l\Ioneenageisha Junction to the Doughiskd Junction.
MKO arc rnakin£, a subnission on the GCC response, on behalf of the HSE, who o\\II and operate the
Merlin Park HospiEd Carnpus, situated along the R338 and adjacent to where pedestrian, cycle and public
transport corridor infrastructure is proposed.

Notwithstanding ongoing concerns, the HSE is fully supportive of the oIljecth’cs of the BusC-onnccts Dublin
Road Galway project as a key infrastIrrchrre upgrade which will benefit this part of the City and enhance
and facilitate more sustainable transport opportunities for those who live and work in Galway but also in
the inrnrediaLe vicinity of the proposed Dublin Road project. Inlproved public transport links will facilitate
better access to healthcare ser\Ices for patients and \lsitors at Merlin Park University Hospital (MPITH) as
well as providing enhanced accessibility for staff, while also contributing to reduced traffic congestion on
the Dublin Road.
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2, SUBMISSION TO GCC RESPONSE
PLANNING APPLICATION
Section 2.16 of the Galway City Council Response document discusses the IISE Merlin Park Planning
Application subrnission made on the 16" April 2025 by the HSE. This section of this report \\Ill directly
respond to the GCC responses on the Merlin Park submission.

2.1 GCC Response (i a), (iii a) & (iii b)
' GCC renrain conunitred to the pro\ision ofa ne iv access to Merlin Park Hospital as outlined in the (}alw,n
City Development Plan 2029-2029 Section 4.8 Specific Objectives, Ot}jecdve 27 "Facilitate a new access to
Merlin Park Hospital from the Dublin Road” The Proposed Development does not preclude a future
access to the MPI-H ennI)us at the Dublin Roa(VGalud}- Crystal junction. Subject to the approval of the
Board, GCC can futurc proof the proposcd.junction design for the pro\isiorr ofa fourth arm illto the N[erlin
Park Campus, by ensuring that serbices and utilities are laid to suHicicnt depth, and that the ft>otwa\' and
cycle track are constructed to facilitate a lbulllr drm in the future.

Should the HSE obtain planning permission for a netv access road, the junction and associated signalling
can be adapted to incorporate a fburth ann with associated anrendnrents to signalling.

2.1.1 HSE Submission to Response (i a), (iii a) & (iii b)
The strategic iInportance of NIPI’H and its role in delivering healthcare infrastructure and services for
Galway City and thc region \vere discussed in thc previous HSE submission. Thcrc arc currently a numI)cl
of projects nearing cornplction on the Carnpus and/or projects that are in the construction phase. In
addition, blPL’H is the idcntined location for the nc it Elective Hospital and various other infrdstnrcturc
and service upgrades and enhancements. The importance of MPI'H’s role and Galway City Council’s
aspiration to sllpport the ongoing development and enhancement of services on the Campus is enshrined
in Polie!’ 78 Healthcare of the GCDP 2023-2029. For the avoidance of doubt, it should be noted bv the
Board that this policy is explicit in stating that it is an objective of GCC to facilitate the delivery of an
cnhanccd rcbional healthcare service and cxpandcd hospital services at Merlin Park University Hospital as
well as the delivery of kc)' strategic healthcare infrastructure, including a new- Elective Hospital at NIPC’H.

The HSE acknowlcclgcs and wclcorncs Galway City Council’s (GCC) stated commitnrent to the pro\lsion
of a new access road to the Merlin Park Campus. The HSE also acknowledge and welcome GCC’s statcd
commitment to 'future-proof thc upgraded Dublin Road junction ' by cnsrlrin+, tllat scrticcs and utilities
are laid to sufhcicnt depth, and that the l-ootwav and cvcle track are constructed to facilitate a fourth arm in
the future ’. However, the design, function and capacity of the Dublin Road junction would be significantly
altered by the requirement to accoIrunodate a fourth arm serving a major healthcare campus (as would the
proposed development which is the subject of the planning application in question) . The HSE’s engineering
advisors, foIIo\\lng a prelirninary design exercise, have prepared a fully upgraded junction design to include
the BusConnecUs project anc/the pro\lsion ofa fourth ann to scr\lcc the Merlin Park Campus. This drawIng
wm included in our submission dated 16" April 2025 and is included again in Figure 1 below and is enclosed
with this submission. While the comrnitrncnt on behalf of GCC to ' futurcproof the junction is to be
welcomed, the Coirnisian will recognise that any such 'future-proofing’ should be plan led and be delivered
in accordance with the principles of proper planning and sustainable development. In this instance, there
is a recobnised and identified need for the provision of a new access to the Merlin Park Canrpus at this
location (on the part of GCC' & HSE) and this need is enshrined in the Galway City Development Plan
2023-2029 wIth a specific dc\’cloprnent objective. Sections 34(2)(a) & Sections 37 of the Planning and
Development Act 2000 (as amended) require Planning AuthorIties & An Bord PlcanaIa to make decisions
in accordance with the proper planning and sustainablc development of the arca and in accordance with
the relevant Development Plan. The practical application of these principles has the effect of ensuring that

1 As per their subnlission dated .june 202.';
See Section 2. 16 of HSE Subrrr;ssiolr dated 16" April 2025 and Sectiorr 2 of the associated Report prepared b)- RPS.
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planning decisions arc 'plan led’ and represent the principles of propcr planning and sustainable
development .

led

•

l"igt IIt 1: 1 )III\\ illq Ir(\. li(’( ;1)R-Ii-1’1,( It:( )_C;.\-.\,\-l)R-('R-CI(lilOl;. as pre}),l!'etJ IIy RI IS.

Respectfully, a grant of planning perrnission in this instance, for a development proposaI that does not
suitably 'futureprool- the Dublin Road junction would not be consistent nth the core requirements of the
Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended). The current proposal could result in a situation where
upgrade worl6 (as per proposed BusC'onnects Dublin Road) are undertaken by GCC/NTA at this location
nth associated disruption and traffic rndnagenrent measures, and subsequently upon colnpletion of that
work, the HSE secure a separate }'rant of planning permission for the pro\{sion of a nc\r access to the
Merlin Park Campus. As pcr Figure 1 above, anv such perTnission would require a further suite of major
\lpgradc works to the junction. This eventuality would not accord with a 'plan-led’ approach to devclopmcnt
and the principles of proper plarming/sustahlable development.

In the event that the HSE proceeded \\4th a planning application now for the provision of a fourth arm, it
is considered that the Planning Authority would require any works to be consistent wIth the design of the
NTA BusConnects project. It should rationally follow, that the NTA BusConnects prQject, having entered
the planning process first, should be consistent wIth the design requiremenLs of the HSE as they relate to
the provision of a new vehicular access to the Merlin Park L’ni\'ersity Hospital campus.

The HSEs engineering advisors have prcpared a prelirninarv desi)'n for a fUlIY upgraded junction. This
design exercise has identified specific deficiencies in the design proposal, which is the subject of this
planning application, as follows:

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

The Bus Connect Schemes and potential CPO does not allow for Right turning lane from the
East and left turning lane from the \vest;
The proposed location of the Bus Lane in the East direction (on the northern side of the Dublin
Road) currently clashes with RPS strai},ht throu},h Lane at the proposed IIe IV access to Merlin
Park

The proposed bus stop on the east bound bus lane (on the northern side of the Dublin Road)
clashes with RPS proposed Left turning lane. RPS proposal positioned this further to the West to
Facilitate the potential required length of lanes;
Placing of concrete build outs (civil structures / kerbing / paving) wIll require mo\Ing if the junction
is upgraded to a 4 ann at a later date;
t'dlity diversion/extensions will be required depending on service locations etc.;
Public lighting infrastructure such as poles, ducts and chanrbcrs would be rcquired to be rno\-cd;
Bus stop infrastructure would be required to be moved;

,1
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• Gullies and connections to sewers would be required to be moved;
• Road nrarkings and signage would need to be altered.

Figure 2 below delinedtes the extent of the CPO land acquisition required by GCC and the NTA to
accoImnodate these futureproofing measures. The drawIng presents a comparative overlay of the
BusConnects land take proposal versus RPS’s anticipated land take proposal and, along wIth the appended
drawIngs, hibhlighbi key clcrnenL'; that should be incorporated into the BusConnccts design to ensure the
junction is adequatelv ’futureproofcd’.

LEGENO

AMR}U4At[ LOQATOHrABu&comeT tH)in

u++cunt LOC4TgX tV fx STH3 acbAOUBI 8rtpR)AXV

AhTOAIED CPO bat tc 1 4(ut4T( K+ HRM AMiSS

m:Fl;i=m, -11 1. it\ jtIer,no, i in RJ’S.

Based on the foregoing, it is considered that any 'future-proofing’ rnea'lures should be realistic and should
include the provision of utilities, footway and cycle tracks in an appropriate manner (as stated by GCC in
their subrnission) but also that required turnin}, lanes are pro\lded as well as a fourth ann 'spur’ onto which
a future McI'lin Park Access Road can connect. This approach would represscIlt a meaningful and 'plan lcd’
'future-proofing’ of the junction. As outlined in thc HSE’s original submission in rclation to this matter,
these 'future prooling’ requirements would have obvious implications for the nature and extent of the
planning application and CPO applications currently before the Coinisi fm (ACP) for consideration as part
of BusConnects Dublin Road. As illustrated in Figure 2, the extent of the land take currentlv proposed is
not sufficient to facilitate the necessary 'futureproonng’ of the Dublin Road//Galway Crystal junction and it
is considered that this is a key rnatter for ACP in the assessment of the planning and CPO applications. (for
more details see section 3.1.1 below).

We would rcspcctfully request that the matters set out above are taken into consideration by ACP and that
arnendrnents to the extent of the planning application and CPC) application arc sought to address the issues
raised

2.2 GCC Response (ib)
' En&lgeInent wIth the HSE will be carried out appropriately to ensure adequate consultatiolr prior to the
comrnenccnrent of developnrellt. Plans (includillg Nledlod Statennnt.9 \viII be prcparcd in ad\rnced and
MII be reNe\red and commented by HSE in line with any formal agreements and in accordance with any
cmbcddcd nritiBrtions identified in the EIAR or conditions/modifications f}om the Board in relation to
the Proposed Development application,

2.2.1 HSE Submission to Response (ib)
The HSE acknowledges and welcomes the conrmiunent to engage appropriately prior to the
cornrnencement of developInent. The IISE looks forward to constructive collaboration to ensure the
Proposed Development is delivered in a susEUnable manner.
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2.3 GCC Response (ii)
'As set out below the magnitude of irnpact of the Proposed Development on the Dublin Road /NIPUH
junction for the Opening Year 2028 and Desk'n Year 2043 is expected to be negligible wIth the significarrce
of effects being - not significant'.

Chapter 6 (FrafTic and Transport) of the EUR documents the assessment of the road ner;york and traffic
impact arising from the Proposed Development. Section 6.5.8.4 of this chapter outlines the general traffic
impact assessment mcthodolog}’ for the opcning vcar 2028 and design year 2043. Table 6.50 and Table
6.51 respectively present the volume over capacity at key junctions on the network and pro\ldes d
magnitude of impact and significance of efFects at the junctions listed for the opening year 2028, and for
both the AM and PM peak hours respectively. The submission refbrs to the Dublin Road/]\lerlin Park
junction. Table 6.50 and Table 6.51 identify that the magnitude of impact of the Proposed Development
on this junction is expected to be nedigR3le with the signif\cance of eEects being -not significant: in both
the ANI and PRI peak. As a conclusion it is stated for the opcnilrg year 2028.

'Combining the road sensitivIty with the magnitude of impact deternrincs that the significance of
c£Tccts of the redistributcd traITic as a result of thc Proposed Dcvclopmcnt at the remaining
junctions results in a Not Signiacant and lang+elm eRect at 15 junctions and Impercepdble and
lang-term at three junctions. At one junction, a Negative, WIt md Inn94errn efFect is predicted.
At tIVO junctions a Negative, Moderate and Ix)ng+erIn eRect is predicted. Further assessment into
rniLigdtion nmasures is therefore not considered necessary for any junctions in the ARI Peak Hour
of the 2028 Opening Year.

' Combining the road scrrsiti\Ity wIth the rnafnitude of impact determines that the significance of
cffccts of the redistributed traffic as a rcsuIt of thc Proposed Development at the remaining
junctions. results in a Not Signiacant and Ix)ngaIm cfl’cct at 17 junctions and Tmperr£ptible and
1/>ng-term at three junctions. At one junction, a Negative, WIt and lang-term eRect is predicted.
Further assessment into nritigition measures is therefbre not considered necessary fLr an\
junctions in the PM Peak Hour of the 2028 Opening Year.

Table 6.52 and Table 6.53 respecth’ely present the volume over capacity at key junctions on the network
and pro\ldes a magnitude of impact and significance of effects at the junctions listed for the design \,ear
2013, and for both the All and PRI peak hours respectively. The submission refers to the Dublin
Road/NIedin Park junction. Table 6.52 and Table 6,53 identify that the magnitude of irnp,ICt of the
Proposed Development on this junction is expected to be negligible with the signKicaIrcc of effects being

not sigrrincant' in both drc ,'tV and PM peak. As a conclusion it is stated R)r the design year 20.13.

For the design year 20'13

’Combining the road sensiti\ity wIth the magnitude of impact determines that the signifrcancc ol
e11'ects of the redistributed traITic as a result of the Proposed Development at the remaining
junctions results in a Not Signi6ant and langarm eRect at 1'1 junctions and Imperceptible and
Inn94erm at t\vo junctions. At tIVO junctions, a Negative, WIt and lang+erm eITect is predicted.
At three junctions a Negative, Moderate and Ix)ng+erIn eRect is predicted. Further assessment
into mitigation measures is therefore not considered necessary for any junctions in the AM Peak
Hour of the 20+3 Design Year.

'Combining the road sensitivity n+th the magnitude of impact determines that the significance of
effects of the redistributed traffic as a result of the Proposed Development at the remaining
junctions results in a Not Sigrri6ant and Inng+erIn eRect at 18 junctions and Impertepdble and
Ix)ng&Im at three junctions. Further assessment into mitigation measures is therefore not
considered necessary for any junctions in the AM Peak Hour of the 2043 Design Year.

2.3.1 HSE Submission to Response (ii)
The proposed development of a new access point to NIcrlin Park University Hospital at thc Dublin
Road/Galway Clystal junction could significantly alleviate the rodd capacity issues identified at the existing
Campus access, as identified in Chapter 6 of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR)
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submitted by the applicant. Further to the matters set out in Section 2.1.1 above, the approphatc 'future
proofmg’ of the Dublin Road/Galway Crystal junction as part of the subject planning and CPC) applications
would serve to facilitate a new access to Merlin Park which, subject to traffic nranagernent measures, in
concert wIth the existing access, would have the efFect of reducing traffic congestion on the Dublin Road in
all the future scenarios modelled by the applicants. This would bolster the position outlined in Section
2.1.1 above in relation to the appropriate 'futureproofing’ of the junction representing a measure which
would be consistent \6th the principles of proper planning and sustainable development.

As pre\louslv reported, the existing Merlin Park University Hospital entry / exit junction is currcntlv
operating at overcapacitv and is not fit for purpose. Congestcd junctions of this nature, without adequate
infrastructure for each travcl mode (vehicle, pedestrian & cyclist) are prone to safety issues arising from
erratic vehicle movements, caused by delays at peaks times. In providing a new access point, while
significantly alleviating road capacity issues at the existing junction, we would also expect a significant
decrease in accidents and an overall iInprovement of road safety for the public.
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3, SUBI llSSION TO GCC RESPONSE CPO
Section 3.7 of the Galway City Council Response document discusses thc HSE Merlin Park CPO
submission made on the 16" April 2025. This section of this report \all directly respond to the GCC
responses on the N'lerlin Park submission.

3.1 GCC Response
GCC can confirm that all areas included in the CPO have been carefullv considered and onjy included
where deemed absolutely necessacv to meet the Proposed Development objectives and to construct the
Proposed Dewloprnent with pemrancnt and tcnrporiu}’ acquisidolls respecti\’ely.

The temporluv land take is required for the duration of the consaucdon period to allo it working space for
the construction \yorks and boundary works/and or acconlmodation \yorks and raII be rcturncd after
construction. It tall be reinstated in the same colldition as ivas existing.

Chapter i (Constnrcdon) in Volurne 2 of the LIAR gives a description of the Consrruction Phase of the
Proposed Development, including with respect to temporary land acquisition. Specifically, Section 5.5.2.1
states the followIng

'Any land ternporaril}’ acquired from a landowner will only be utilised for the purposes of
undertaking boundary works or acconunodation works related to the land in question. Any lands
acquired tcmporarib’ to facilitate construction work Iall be returned to landowners on colnpletion
of the tyorks. Existing boundary ItaIls or fencing being relocated wIll be constructed to match the
CXiStiIIg conditions, unlcss o then Ilse agreed. The removal of trees, vegetation, laulrs, pa\ing etc
uill be minimised in so far as practicable.

It gocs, on to state in Section 5.5.3.2 that:

'Details regarding tcmpora11’ access pro\isions will be disclls.';cd with residents and business
owners prior to consuucdon starTing in the area. The duration of the works will \ ,UV IIvIn propeR)
to property. but access and egress Itill be maintained at all dales.

Reinstatement of property fronErge including gates, railings, driveway and footpath MH be on a like for like
basis and deLrilcd acconrmodadon works plans (including Method Statements) \\Ill be prepared in
ad\7urced and will bc rc\leIVCd and commented by HSE in line wIth any formal agrccrrrclrh and ill
accordance wIth any cnlbcd(led nlitigations identified in the E:TAR or conditions/nrodifications from An
Bold Plcanila in relation to the Proposed DcveIopmcrlt.

Nfatters relating to the opcrationaI impact and rcinst,rtemelrt of lands will be addressed through direct
engagement WitII afFected landowners during the detailed design stage. These discussions will infl)rm thc
agreement of compensation and acrc)mmodation \yorks, as appropriate.

Should the Proposed Developnrent be approved by the Board, the appointed contractor wIll be required
to liaise directlv wIth HSE Merlin Park to facilitate the continued use of the existing access to the hospital
durin}, the construction sUrge.

It is sugFested that any issues relating to the temporary and penrlancntly land take wIll be addrc.';sed through
fair conlpensation package.

Subject to the Proposed Dcwlopment being approx’cd and the CPO confirnrcd by the Board, a Notice to
Treat may then be served OII thc landowner whose land is being acquired. Following scrIIce of the Notice
to Treat, the landowner will bc required to subnrit a claim for compensation and as parT of this process
GCC will pay the reasonable costs (as pall of the claim) for the landOUTrer to engage its agent / valuer in
preparing, negotiating and adIi.sing on cornpensation.

The stlbnrission raised a nurrrber of concerns regarding inconsistencies of the Proposed De\'elopnrenl wIth
the GTS and GCDP. These concerns have been addressed in Section 2.16 of the Report.

,q
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The Proposed Development does not preclude the provision of the fourth arm. It just does not form part
of the Proposed DeveJoprnenf.

3.1,1 HSE Submission to Response
The HSE acknowledges and welcomes Galway City Council’s (GCC) stated commitment to the provision
of a new access road to the Merlin Park Campus and welcomes the conunibnent by GCC to pro\ide
Method Statements and to reinstate telnporaw land take etc. The HSE also acknowledgc dn(I welcome
GCC’s stated commitment to 'future-proof the upgraded Dublin Road junction ' by erlsurirlg that sertices
and utilities are laid to sufficient depth, and that the ft)ofwaT and cycle track are constructcd to fhcihtatc a
ff)urtlr arm in the fulure ’. However, as outlincd in Section 2.1.1 above, there remains concerns in relation
to the extent of the land-take proposed as part of the CPO relative to the extent of works that would be
required to adequately 'future proof the Dublin Road/Galway Crystal junction.

As indicated in Figure 1 above, the IISE’s ad\lsors have prepared a fully upgraded junction design to
include the BusConnects project and the pro\lsion of a fourth arm to ser\Ice the Merlin Park Campus.
There are a number of engineering requirements involvcd in pro\lding a fourth arm and changes rcquil-cd
to the proposed Busconncch design including the provision of a left hand turning lane into \lPITH on the
cast bc)IInd lane of the Dublin Road, the pro\lsion of a right hand trlrning lane into XIPL :H on the wcst
bound lane of the Dublin Road, reposition of bus lane in the east direction, reposition of the bus stop on
the eait bound lane, utilitv diversions/extensions, altering of road nlarkings and signage etc. These
requiremenLs wIll require additional land take than what is currently identified by GCC and the NTA.
Figure 3 below indicates the extent of the RPS anticipated CPO line which accommodates a 'futurel)roofed’
Dublin Road/Galwav Crystal junction in comp,trison to the GCC & NTA proposed CPO line.

APPROxht4TE tOCA7tCW OF 8USCObWtCY Ceo Lnit

APl+tOXhtATE LOU?ICH O[ EnSTlhIG ROAD/liSE BOU4tWIV

LIlIE TO FACri7ATE raw WW ACCESS

It

Fi{III e 3: III:1\\irIR nI 1. II:fUJI 12;bRPS+It J-,t\bIt-(--SKI )th)3 Bll\(\ llllrec'ts ( )\'el'la\' 1 )2. a\ IDrep ill-ccI I))' RJiS

The following drawings, Appendix 1, compare the RPS anticipated CPO line in conrpanson to the GCC
& VFA proposed CPO line -

• IEOO 1123-RPS-00-XX-DR-GSK0003 BusConnects overlay-01 ;
IE001 123-RPs-oo-m-DR-GSKOO03 BusConnccts overlay-02;
IE00 1123-RPS-(>O-XX-DR-C-SKO(mB BusConnccts overlay-03 ; and
IE00 1123-RPS-00-M-DR-C--SK0003 BusConnects overlay-04 in Appendix 1

•

•

•

These drawings highlight the engineering requirements involved in providing a fourth ann , in particular the
left and right hand turning lanes and the additional land take required. The HSE ask that the CPO land
take is reviewed in rclation to the extent of land take proposed as part of the CPO relative to the extent of
works that would be required to adequately 'future proof the Dublin Road/Galway Crystal jullction.
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4 CONCLUSION
The Health Service Executive is supportive in principle of the ovcrall objectives of the BusConnccts Dublin
Road prqject, recognising its potential to significantly improve public transport connecti\ity, reduce
congestion, and enhance access to healthcare ser\Ices, including the Merlin Park University Hospital
campus. Improved transport links will benefit patients, stall, and visitors, and align with the HSE’s goals for
sustainable de\'eloprnent and irnproved public health outcomes. However, while the HSE welconres the
project, we respectfullv request that ACP consider the content of this subrnission particularlv as it relates to
the suitable 'futureproonng’ of the Dublin Road/Galway C-rystal junction and the irnplicadons of same for
both the planning and CPO applications.

The HSE looks forward to continued engagement wIth GCC, NTA and ACP in order to ensure that the
final design appropriately addressscs these issues while delivering on thc broader and c\Ident benefits of thc
Bus;Connects Dublin Road PrQject.

If I
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APPENDIX 1
RPS DRAWINGS
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