
Our Case Number: ACP-323972-25

An
Coimisi(in
P I e a n i I a

Sean O'Carroll Street Residents
c/o Rita Finegan
Sean O’Carroll Street
Ardee
Co. Louth
A92A2P6

Date: 09 February 2026

Re: Public realm and community infrastructure project on lands in Ardee, Co. Louth
Ardee, Co. Louth

Dear Sir / Madam

An CoimisiCln Pleanala has received your recent submission in relation to the above mentioned
proposed development and will take it into consideration in its determination of the matter. Please accept
this letter as a receipt for the fee of €50 that you have paid,

Please note that the proposed development shall not be carried out unless the Commission has
approved it or approved it with conditions

If you have any queries in relation to the matter please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned officer
of the Commission at laps(a2pleanala.ie

Please quote the above mentioned An CoimisiCln Pleanala reference number in any correspondence or
telephone contact with the Commission

Yours faithfully

\C,;\A ft(3&k(aa
MmR
Executive Officer
Direct Line: 01-8737263
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Glao Aitioil LoCall
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(01) 858 8100
1800 275 175
(01 ) 872 2684
www.pleanala. ie
communications@pleanala. ie

64 Srald Maoilbhride 64 Marlborough Street
Baile Atha Cliath 1 Dublin 1
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T\me.. p { qI. By: DU
Sean O’ Carroll Street,

Ardee,

Co. Louth

A92A2P6

To whom it may concern,

1 Rita Finegan on behalf of the residents of Sean
O’ Carroll Street and the people of Ardee, we wish to lodge an objection to the
proposals on the plans for the Railway Walk Area for the Ardee Regeneration Plan
2040 and the proposed new entrance on Sean O' Carroll Street.

CHARACrER AREA 2

On the basis that:

No more traffic congestion on our street, please find enclosed, signed Objections
from the residents of Sean O’Carroll Street.

1. Concerns of safety for children I.e. walking to and from school, playing on the
street, riding their bikes etc.

2. Property of residents ie. structure of some houses already affected by the
traffic and damaged cars

3. Elderly and the residents of St, John Of God’s house

4. No traffic adhearing to weight restrictions on the road which are not referenced
in the submission

5. Additional parking on new development will cause additional major congestion to
an already congested road.

6, Devaluation of our houses especially those houses backing on to the Railway
Line

7. With the extra traffic, there are concerns for residents parking their cars and
getting to their houses safely will be a major issue.

8. No recent traffic survey was carried out during peak times to evaluate the
disruption and inconvenience and safety of residents, pedestrians, cyclists and all
road users of this street. ( see separate comment on Road Safety Audit)

9. In addition to our concerns, there are also other residents affected, who have
children with severe autism in the immediate surrounding areas of the Railway Walk
and Lands. Noise levels are a major problem for autistic children and the park as it is



now, is a very tranquil and safe place for their parents and their autistic children to
enjoy and run around and is the only area in the town where this resource is
available.

Yours Sincerely,

Rita Finegan

Representative for Sean O’ Carroll Street Residents

OBJECTION – INCOMPLETE ROAD SAFETY AUDIT (12 May 2025)

We wish to formally object to the reliance on the Road Safety Audit dated 12 May 2025

The audit report itself confirms that the following essential design elements were not provided to
the Audit Team

• Drainage design

• Cross sections

• Kerb heights

• Elements of road markings

• Signage proposals

• Utility diversion details

• Swept path analysis for treatment plant traffic

These are fundamental safety inputs required for a meaningful Road Safety Audit. Without them,
the auditors could not fully assess wet-weather risks, pedestrian and accessibility interfaces, lane

geometry, vehicle containment, driver guidance, surface hazards, or the ability of heavy vehicles to
safely manoeuvre within the scheme.

The Audit Statement expressly limits the review to “the information provided”, meaning the audit
cannot be relied upon as a complete assessment of the safety of the scheme

It is therefore inappropriate for this RSA to be relied upon for approval or planning purposes in its
current form. A supplementary or revised Road Safety Audit should be undertaken once the full

design information is available

This objection is made in the interest of ensuring a complete and robust safety assessment of the

proposed works
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