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In support of this observation, please find attached four documents:

1. A dissertation undertaken as part of a masters degree in University College Dublin in 2017, that
reviewed current Dublin rail plans, previous plans, and delivery to date of proposed services. This
research found that current rail plans for Dublin are based on assessment maps in which the five
kilometre line between Broombridge and Docklands was omitted, which could provide a pathway
for airport trains, negating the need for the metro project to tunnel south of Cross Guns Bridge.

2. A design response to the dissertation findings. As shown in this document, when the omitted line
is included, it could be useful for providing a pathway from the city centre as far as Glasnevin for
the purpose of a rail link to Dublin Airport and Swords, and separately, to bring about the objectives
of DART Expansion / DART Underground. Both of these objectives are national policy. A second
design alternative is then set out, which would see Dublin Airport and Swords instead connected by
two Luas light rail lines into the city centre and beyond. This option emerges as the option of
linking Luas to the airport etc. was discounted largely because one Luas line would not have the
capacity needed to serve the airport. However, if an additional Luas line were to be provided, the
issue of passenger capacity would be resolved. Hence, instead of the current application, for a
stand-alone metro service, both of the design alternatives would result in much less construction —
with no need to tunnel south of Glasnevin / Cross Guns Bridge, and so result in much less cost,
disruption, and negative environmental impact as would be caused by CO2 intensive engineering
required by tunnelling under the city centre.

3. An additional study that assesses the prospect of linking Dublin Airport with Charlemont Luas
Station via the Port Tunnel by Bus Rapid Transit. A number of route options are addressed, with a
prospective travel time of circa 22 minutes identified, which compares favourably to the 20 minute
journey time proposed by MetroLink between these two points.

4. A review of recent decisions, reports, and policies that relate to the current proposal. Essentially
this review surmises the implications of the cancellation of the Galway ring road (2022), the OECD
report; ‘Redesigning Ireland’s Transport for Net Zero’ (2022), Department of Transport; ‘National
Sustainable Mobility Policy Action Plan (2022), International Transport Forum of the OECD;
‘Benchmarking Accessibility in Cities: Measuring the Impact of Proximity and Transport
Performance’ (2019), Department of Environment; ‘National Climate Action Plan’ (2021).




Ultimately, it appears to me that the current proposition is based on a flawed assessment, and it
seems any of the three options of linking Dublin Airport with the city centre by DART, Luas, and or
BRT are likely to be more effective, require less work and capital, and be delivered sooner.

As a result, the Bord is put in a difficulty by the current proposal. Although the MetroLink is
National Policy, it has been conceived without proper inclusion of existing railways, which results
in the need for tunnelling south of Cross Guns Bridge. However, as it is apparent that there is no
need for such a pathway, the granting of consent does not appear justifiable.

Given this scenario, and in view of the prospect of a BRT service delivering comparable journey
times between Dublin Airport and Charlemont, it appears that the inexpensive BRT option should
be prioritised — with Dublin Airport linked by either DART or Luas at a later date.

Finally, it is recommended that new stations are opened on the existing Irish Rail lines and
emerging DART network in the city, at Croke Park, Cross Guns Bridge, Cabra, Zoo, Inchicore, and

Ballyfermot, as this would serve over 100,000 residents within 1 kilometre walking range according
to ArcGIS.

" 1 am grateful for consideration of these matters.
Is mise,

Ruadhan MacEoin
MSc., BSc., BA.
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Abstract

Transport 21 (T21) was the largest capital spending programme in the state’s
history, yet terminated prematurely, with numerous megaprojects unbuilt,
including elaborate Dublin underground plans. This research has sought to
evaluate that programme in hindsight, to gauge performance, and identify what
if any lessons may have been learned from T21. This project identifies the value
of application of the Common Appraisal Framework in assessing projects at
planning stage — but finds that it does not appear to be consistently applied in
preparation of current plans, despite initial official assertion. Morcover, the
research uncovers new documentary evidence that suggests the Dublin
underground plans date back at least 50 years, and that there appears to be a
pattern of the project being promoted during times of prosperity, only to be
deferred during recession, only to be rebranded, modified, and represented as a
‘new’ solution, only for the cycle to occur again — with Dublin transport policy
perennially haunted by this zombie megaproject. Meanwhile, significant
elements of railway infrastructure that could present another possible option,
have been overlooked by policy makers, in an apparent case of suppressio veri.
All the time, Dublin has gone from being a relatively compact city 50 years ago,
to being regarded as a “worst case example” of car-dependent sprawl. The project
also identifies over 100,000 residents in Dublin city centre could be brought onto
the Irish Rail network by way of new stations, as based on ArcGIS generated
research. It is suggested this research may be of interest to pecople working in the

sector, academia, and possibly others in wider civic society.
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