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THE SAVE 16 MOORE STREET COMMITTEE

Grounds of Appeal for Dublin Central Application Ref no : 2862121

Opening Statement

The Save 16 Moore Street Campaign Supports and endorses the
following statements on the development of the Moore Street Area on the

about acquiring and preserving the site for posterity. Deputy O Cuiv commented, “|
believe the High Court decision is the correct one. The Moore Street area should
now be preserved as an impartant world batilefield site in conjunction with the GPO,
as the Rising signified the beginning of the end of the British Empire. “We all need to
move forward together on this issue and make the necessary resources available

whole area.
Eamon O’Cuiv TD Fianna Fail

‘Last year I infroduced The Moore Street Area and Redevelopment Bill to the
Seanad. Fianna Fail has worked to preserve the whole of the battlefield site, not

Darragh O’Brien : Minister of Heritage Fianna Fail

Ak of us are caliing for the preservation afﬂ'neemireﬁ!ooresn'eeﬂerraoe. As a
Dubfmn City counciflor between 2014 and 20186, huge pressure was brought to bear

Sean Haughey TD Fianna Fail



Procedural Point

| attemnpted to submit the Commiitee objection to the planning application on line
and registered to do so but found the

the prooess not fit for purpose

1. Commenis/ objection restricted to 6000 characters
2. Mo facility to attach documentation
3. Only primitive cut and paste facility

The model sought by Gity Planners was not displayed adequately or advertised
for public consideration.

The issues raised under further information as requested by City Planners were
not addressed adequately or at all.

The presentation of three planning applicaticns originally presented as one to
the Advisory Group to the Minister on three occasions and in private to An
Taoiseach,Micheal Martin is confusing and misleading. The public site planning
notice failed to include protected structures that are in the process of being
listed.

Grounds of Appeal

We wish to register an Appeal on the grant of permission o the
above planning application on the following grounds:

Preliminary Point:

The required written consents to this application have not been submitted by
the applicants. They are:

Consent from the City Council as owners of streets and laneways within the site
not owned by the applicant

Ministerial Content for work in proximity to the National Monument at 14 o 17
Moore

Street.

Interference with the Pianning Process

The public statement by An Taoiseach in support of the applicants plans
represents an unprecedented interference with the independence of the planning
process.

The letter of consent to the application from 2 senior officer in the Department (as
owners of 14 to 17/18 Moore Street) supporting not only the submission of the
application but the plan itself - the proposed archway - Was and is an
unprecedented interference with the independence of the planning process and
an interference with Ministerial Consent for work {0 at or in proximity to the
National Monument.An Bord Pleanala should allow this appeal on this ground
alone if the independence of the process is to be protected in the pubiic interest.




Reports and Surveys

The planning authority could not have made an informed decision on this
application without the assessment carried out by suitably qualified architectural
experts on buildings that councillors wish to see added to the list of protected
structures. No such reports were made available for consideration.

The Shaffrey Conservation Report identifying no 18 Moore Street as a 19th
century building was not made available to City Planners.

Architectural Conservation Area
—TRectural Lonservation Area

The application does not adequately recognise Moore Street as a place or town
place that is of special architectural, historical, archeological, artistic cuftural,
social or technical interest as a designated Architectural Conservation Area.

Ground Disturbance

The applicants fail to address adequately or at ali:

i. The disturbance of ground in or around or in proximity to the declared National
Monument by the proposed development. Works and excavations relating to a

protected structures throughout the site.

i. The likely damaging effect of the estimated 100 trucks a day passing through
an Architectural Conservation Area that includes monuments and protected
structures of national importance.

National Monument Cellars

Cellars fo the rear of no's 14 to 17 Moore Street discovered by engineer Kevin
Rudden on behalf of 1916 relatives that extend outside the protection zone
afforded under preservation order no' 1 of 2007 and form part of the Monument are
afforded no protection under this application.

The cellars in their entirety form part of the National Monument and as a
continuation are entitled to the same protection as those within.

Applicants Claims

The applicant does not as claimed secure protect or preserve all 1916 elements
on site. The Myles/Shaffrey Report that identifies 1916 etements visible from the
pubhic realm shows 1916 elements and buildings that will be demolished under
this application.

No 18 Moore Street

We refer to the Dublin City publication of The Local News and its issue dated May
2014,

The front page headiine of the aforesaid publication The Local News reads
“Mistake causes Easter 1916 site destruction” . A subheading states that a
“Deenihan aide now admits wrong date given in preservation order”. Mr. Terry
Allen of the Department of Arts Heritage and the Gaeltacht is reported therein as
agreeing that “at least the facade™ of No 18 Moore Street was built at the same time
as Nos. 14 - 17.




On the 30" October 2014 at a subsequent meeting at the Department of Asts,
Heritage and the Gaeltacht and in the presence of the Minister, we asked for
clarification as to Mr. Allen’s position on the status of No 18 Moore Street - which
was at that time operating as The Paris Bakery Restaurant. Mr. Allen denied that he
had made the comments as reported. When asked whether he intended seeking a
retraction or an apoiogy from the publication Mr. Allen replied that he dwd not think
any matier of any great importance. He did, however, when pressed, accept that
the facade of no. 18 was in fact “pre 1916°.

Subsequent to the foregoing, in or around November 2014 we made enquiries as 10
whether The Local News Editor, Frank Bambrick, stood over the aforesaid report
and

were assured by him that the repori was an accurate and true representation of Mr.
Allen’s position as outlined o the paper.

Historic Street Pattern

The claim by Hammerson that they are to restore the historic street pattern of
Moore Street are misleading, to put it mildly. They

plan to do nothing of the sort. A cursory glance at the Hammerson planning
application

in fact shows a complete disregard for the existing street pattern with the creation of
entirely new streets and public squares.

They also claim that they will retain "all pre 1916 buiidings and fabric along Moore

Street’. This is simply not frue. No'18 Moore Street is a pre 1916 structure

according to leading Conservation Architect Grainne Shaffrey who identified this

building as pre 1916ina Conseyvation Report drawn up on behalf of Chartered

Land. This building that has important architectural features within will be

demoliched to facilitate a new street connection to the ILAC entrance opposite.
Historic Site

The applicants seek the unnecessary demolition of a terrace of houses rebuiit
in style, shape, and form as the original after being destroyed during Easter Week
1916. The application does not reflect the historical importance of this area
described by The National Museum of lreland as‘memastimpoﬁanthmicsitem
modem Irish history’. The applicants appeal unaware of the High Court Judgment
that supports that position hokling that the Battiefield is worthy of National
Monument status.

The application seeks the demolition ofpaﬂafmetamofmuses that was the

last

Headquarters of the 1916 Provisional Govemnment of the Insh Republic.

The proposed development will atier and interfere with lines of historic sireels
and laneways directly linked to The Rising.

Archaeclogy

The application does not recognize in any way the unigue importance of below
ground archaeology as outlined by archaeologist Linzi Simpson in her report
‘Archaeological Finds Retrieval during the Essential Works Programme at Nos
14-17 Moore Street, Dublin 1 Phase 1 — Report and Preliminary Finds
Register Courtney Deery 2018. in the report she mentions test pits that
located the existence of a ‘midden’ some 2 meters deep lying beneath the




entire Moore Street Block its yards, surrounding laneways and exiending east
as far as O’Connell Street This has been described by Eamon P Kelly former

The Archway

The proposed archway will interfere, alter and part destroy the National Monument
and its curtilage at 14 to 17 Moore Street.

it will require the demolition of no' 18 Moore Street, a 19th century building part
owned by the State and under the control of The Minister.

The applicants include its removal in their application without any reference
whatsoever to the requirement for Ministerial Consent under National Monuments
legisiation

No 18 is singled out in a 2011 Conservation Report,requested by then Minister
Jimmy Deenihan, by conservation Architect Grainne Shaffrey in which she
describes no* 18 as faliows:

It is worth noting that no 18 Moore Street (which was leased on the same day
in 1759 as no's 15 - 17) was described as derelict in 1914 although a portion
of its 19th century facade remains to the first floor to the front,

Were the Minister to consent to this application he would in fact be consenting to
the demolition of a Monument that he is duty bound to protect and preserve as a

It is important to note that despite repeated requests for it {o be made available to
members of the Advisory Group to the Minister for consideration the Report cannot
to date be found within the Bepartment.

The Hammerson submission and The Dublin Develo nt Plan.
N

The further information provided on all three planning applications does not satisfy
and fails to meet the policies, aims and objectives of the development of this
historic area contained within the current Dublin Development Plan or that under
consideration at present for the future of the capital.

Zoned 75 in the Plan 2016 - 2022 to serve 'to consolidate and facilitate the
development of the central area and to identify, reinforce, strengthen and protect its
civic design character and dignity.

CEE 18: (V) : To recognise the unique importance of the Moore Street Market to
the history and the culture of the city and to ensure its protection, renewal and
enhancement as advocated by the Moore Street Advisory Committee
fecommendations relating thereto.

CHC 20: To support the retention and refurbishment of the culturai quarter
associated with 1916 on Moore Sireet,

Under CHCO 31: To develop a 1916 Historic quarter including Moore Street, with
its National Monument and historic terrace, an appropriately developed street
market creating an integrated histaric, lterary and commercial focus for the north
city centre.

Breach of The Development Plan

A breach of local authority development plans runs counter to a landmark 1991
Supreme Court Judgment that such pians form:



'an environmental contract between the planning authority and the wider
community, embodying a promise by the planning authority that it will regulate
private development in a manner consistent with the objectives stated in the plan’.

CONCLUSION

The applicants seek the demolition of no.18 Moore Street a 19th century
structure and other 1916 Monuments, buildings and structures that have yet to
be independently assessed of surveyed.

The application includes the appropniation and invasion of the curtilage of National
Monuments and protected structures throughout the site.

The proposed development is out of context with the declared National Monument
at

14 to 17 contrary to Venice Charter principles and Intemnational guidelines on
the protection of history and heritage. The application nms contrary to the
objectives of The Dublin Development Plan and the aims and objectives of

the O Snodaigh Bill under consideration by Dail Eireann and The Moore

Street Renewal and Development Bill placed before An Seanad by Minister
Damragh O' Brien in 2015.

The application fails to address/ acknowiedge the recommendations of * HQ16.
TheCitizens Plan for Dublin: Part 1

The application fails to addressi acknawiedgefuﬂplememme conclusion and
recommendations of the Kelly Report {enc) for Dublin Gity Council on the
proposed listing of 1916 buildings.

The application does not meet the recommendations of the DCC Moore Street
Advisory group {chair Ciir. Niat Ring).

The application does not meet the agreed recommendations of the Securing
History

Reports of the MSAG.

The application does not meet the aims and objectives of the Moore Street
Renewal and Development Bil presented to An Seanad by the Minister in 2015 or
The O Snodaigh Bill currently at Commitiee Stage in the Dail.

The application fails to address the concems of the Department of Housing and
Heritage on the removal of 1 to 9 Moore Street, the extent of demolitions
planned and the califora redesign of the proposal.

The application does not mest the reccomendations of The Green Party s’
Vision for Moore Street

Supporting Documentation

in support of this Appeal The Save 16 Moore Street Committee wish to refer
An Bord Pleanala to the following relevant reports and documents:

The Moore Street Preservation Trust Plan

The Green Party Vision for Moore Street

The Depariment of Housing and Heritage submission to the Planning Authority on
the Hammerson Proposal

The Securing History Reports of the Moore Street Advisory Group

The Report of the City Councit Moore Street Advisory Committee

The 'Lanes of History' Report of The Lord Mayors Forum

HQ 16 - A Citizens Plan for Dublin

The Shaffrey Conservation Report 2011

The Shaffrey/Myles Battlefield Report

The Local News, Newspaper, May 2014 (no' 18 Moore Street)

The Broderick Report on no'18 Moore Street




Irish Arts Cenire, New York
Conradh na Gaeilge

US Domestic Workers Union
The James Connolly Memorial Initiative
Ambassador fo Cuba Lord
Mayor of Belfast Deputy
First Minister O Neil

Damian Dempsey - Musician
Frances Black - Musician
Ruan O Donnell Historian
Tim Pat Coogan Historian
Pauwl Ronar - Actor

Saoirse Ronan - Actor
Fionnula Fianagan - Actor
Robert Ballagh Artist

Jim Fitzpatrick Astist,

Charlie Mulgraine, Artist

An Taisce

Dublin Civic Trust

O Connell St Revival Society
Retail Exceflence Ireland
Ciaran Cuffe MEP

Barry Andrews MEP

Mick Wallace MEP

Clare Daly MEP

Moore Street Bondholders - DaiVSeanad
Eamon O Cuiv, TD

Sean Haughey, TD

Paul Mc Auliffe, TD

Maureen O Sullivan

Dep Lord Mayor

Dublin : Clir Joe

Costelio

Labhras O Murchu



The Hosford Report on no’ 18 Moore Street

The Moore Street Renewal and Development Bill submitied to An Seanad 2015
O Snodaigh Moore Street Culture Quarter Bilt, March 2021

Statement of An Taoiseach on the planning apptication

{ etter of Consent from the Department to the Applicants

Dublin City Council Motions on the fisting of structures

The Decision of An Bord Planning Inspector Jane Dennehy on the Chartered Land
planning application

The Dublin Development Plan(s)

The Venice Charter

The Granada Convention

The Judgment Mr Justice Max Barrett of the High Court

The Kelly Appraisal of the Hammerson Plan for the MSAG 2018

The National Museum corresp. with former Minister Jimmy Deenihan

The 1916 Relatives Association Policy Submission to the MSAG 2017
Archaeological Finds Retrieval during the Essential Works Programime at Nos 14-
47 Moore Street, Dublin 1 Phase 1 - Report and Prefliminary Finds Register
Courtney Deery 2018

We urge the members of An Bord in carrying out their duty to protect and
preserve this area of special historical and architectural interest to reject
this application in the National interest, the public interest and in the
interest of proper planning and development.

The Campaign to Save Moore Street in its entirety has the support of
the following :

The elected members of Dublin City Councit

The Relatives of the Signatories to The Proclamation
The Easter 16 - Relatives of the 16 execuled leaders
The 1916 Relatives Alliance {Gamison/Signatories & killed in action}
The 1916 Relatives Moore Sireet Initiative - Vols. killed in Moore St Battle
GPO Garrison

The Sinn Fein Parly

People Before Profit

AOH

SIPTU

National Graves Association

The 16721 Club

The Save 16 Moore Sireet Campaign

The Lord Mayors Forum

The lreland Instifute

Reclaim the Spirit of 1916

The Moore Sireet Bonds Inibative

The 1916 Aris Ciub

Arms Around Maoore Street Project

Aras Ui Chonghaile, Belfast

Comhaltas

Irish Gazefte, Minnesota,

irish Heritage Center, Ohio

USA Battlefield Trust




Copy Documents for the attention of An Bord Pleanala. -

i.National Museum correspondence under an application for
Ministerial Consent 2011
il. National Museum correspondence 2012,

iii. Appraisal Report by Kelly & Cogan Architects requested by The
Advisory Group to the Minister on the Hammerson Presentation

2018.

iv. Copy Local News,North edition May 2014. headed ‘Mistake Causes
Easter 1916 Site Destruction.

V. Fig. 6 page 62 - The Franc Myles Battlefield Report - Surviving pre
1916 fabric.

vi. Page 11, Shaffrey Conservation Report re. no’ 18 Moore Street
vii. Dept. of Housing Criticism of the Moore Street Plan

viil. Reasons for Refusal of Permission by Planning Inspector Ms. Jane
Dennehy 2009

ix. Copy report on Fianna Fail position on Development of Moore Street
2015

x. Copy Survey Report on 1 916 Buildings by Kelly & Cogan,Architects,
commissioned by Dublin City Council
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Mr. Patrick Cooney on Behal
Moore Street Committee

46, Shantalla Drive
Beaumont

Dublin 9

PLAN NO.
DATE RECEIVED:
LOCATION :

PROPOSAL :

Planning & Property Development Department, Dublin City Council,
Block 4, Floor 3, Civic Offices, Wood Quay, Dublin 8

T: (01) 222 2288
E. planningsubmissions@dublincity.ie

f of Save 18

2862/21
01-Jun-2021

10-13 & 19-21 Moore Street, 5A Moore Lane & 6-7 & 10-12 Moore
Lane & 17-18 Henry Place, Dublin 1

PROTECTED STRUCTURE: Dublin Central GP Limited intends to
apply for Permission for a period of 7 years at a site, 'Dublin
Central - Site 4', (c. 0.3 Ha) at Nos. 10 - 13 and Nos. 18 - 21 Moore
Street, No. 5A Moore Lane (also known as Nos. 15 - 186 Henry
Place), Nos. 6 - 7 and Nos. 10 - 12 Moore Lane and Nos. 17 - 18
Henry Place (also known as Nos. 4 - 5 Moore Lane), Dublin 1.
Also, the site includes the rear of Nos. 50 - 51 and Nos. 52 - 54
Upper O'Conneli Street, No. 13 Moore Lane, No. 14 Moore Lane
(otherwise known as Nos. 1 - 3 O'Rahilly Parade and Nos. 14 - 15
Moore Lane or Nos. 1 - 8 O'Rahilly Parade and Nos. 14 - 15 Moore
Lane), Dublin 1 and otherwise generally bounded by No. 22 Moare
Street and No. 13 Moore Lane to the north, Moore Lane to the east,
Moore Street to the west and Henry Place to the south. Nos. 14 -
17 Moore Street (National Monument / Protected Structures) is
bounded north and south by the proposed development. The
proposed development comprises a mixed-use scheme (c. 3,290
SQ. m gross floor area) in 2no. parts located north and south of the
Nos. 14 - 17 Moore Strest {(a National Monument / Protected
Structures) ranging in height from 1 - 3 storeys including retained
independent single storey basements comprising 15no. apartment
units (c. 1,454 sq. m gfa), café / restaurant use (c. 864 sq. m gfa),
retail use (c. 617 sq. m gfa), cuitural use (c. 60 sq. m gfa) and office
use (c. 295 sq. m gfa). The proposed development to the north of
Nos. 14 - 17 Moore Street consists of: - Nos. 20 - 21 Moore Street
are refurbished and adapted to provide 1no. café / restaurant /
licenced premises with takeaway / collection facility (c. 80 sq. min
total) at ground floor addressing both Moore Street and proposed
new public plaza to the rear and 1no. 1-bed apartment and Tno. 2
bed apartment located at 1st and 2nd floor level - 4no. in totai
(cycle and bin storage at ground floar level). No terraces or
balconies are proposed fo the residential units; Provision of a new

01 222 2222 www.dublincity.ie
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Dublin City Council

An Roinn Pleanala & Forbairt Maoine, prc 4, Urlar 3,
Offigi ma Cathrach, An Ché Adhmaid, Baile Atha Cliath 8

Planning & Property Development Department, Dublin City Council,
Block 4, Floor 3, Civic Offices, Wood Quay, Dublin 8

T: {01) 222 2288
E. planningsubmissions@dublincity.ie

2 storey extension at the side of No. 17 Moore Street (National
Monument / Protected Structure) to act as an extension for ancillary
use to the National Monument - g cultural facility (c. 60 sq. m gfa);
Provision of an archway between the gable of No. 20 Moore Street
and the new 2 storey extension to No. 17 Moore Street (National
Monument / Protected Structure) to form an entrance to a new
public plaza off Moore Street; Provision of 3 2 storey building with
profiled roof consisting 1no. licenced restaurant / café unit with
takeaway / collection facility (c. 250 sq. m gfa). This building sits
independently of the northern boundary of No. 9 Moore Lane at the
rear of Nos. 14 - 17 Moore Street; Provision of part of a new public
plaza (1,085 $q9. m) and associated temporary works pending
completion of the combined plaza with the concurrent planning
application for the adjoining Site 5 immediately to the north (1,253
$9. m public plaza overall); The proposed development to the south
of Nos. 14 - 17 Moore Street consists of: - 11no. apartment units
(7no. 1-bed apartments and 4no. 2-bed apartments), accessed
from proposed central courtyard from Henry Place in 2 - 3 storeys
buildings (1 storey to rear) contained above ground floor within No.
10 Moore Street (refurbished and adapted), Nos. 11 - 13 Moore
Street (replacement buiidings with party wall of No. 12 and No. 13
Moore Street retained) and No. 5A Moore Lane (also known as
Nos. 15 - 16 Henry Place - replacement building) and Nos. 17 - 18
Henry Place (also known as Nos. 4 - 5 Moore Lane - ground floor
facade retained) with associated resident storage area at basement
levei of No. 10 Moore Street; 5no. retail units at ground floor: Unit 6
(c. 149 sq. m gfa ) and Unit 7 (c. 128 sq. m gfa) on Moore Lane,
Unit 10 (c. 69 sq. m gfa), Unit 11 (c. 149 $q. m gfa - including
basement level) and Unit 12 (c. 58 sq. m gfa) on Moore Street; 2no.
licenced restaurant / café units with takeaway / coliection facility at
ground floor: Unit 4 (¢. 250 89. m gfa - including basement level)
onto Moore Lane and Unit 7 (c. 130 sq. m gfa - including basement
level) onto Moore Street; 1no. office unit at first floor {c.221sq. m
gfa) of 6 - 7 Moore Lane with access from ground on Moore Lane;
A new courtyard is proposed between the rear of Moore Street
buildings and Moore Lane buildings to provide communal open
space (c. 155 sq. m) for the residential units: All apartment served
by terraces / balconies with exception of Unit 13, No. 10 Moore
Street. All associated and ancillary site development, conservation,
demolition, landscaping, site infrastructure and temporary works,
including: - Conservation, repair, refurbishment and adaptive reuse
of part of existing building fabric including: - Retention of Nos. 20 -
21 Moore Street with internal and external modifications and new
shopfronts; Retention of No. 10 Moore Street with internal and
external modifications and new shopfront; Retention of Nos. 6 - 7
Moore Lane with internal and external modifications and new
shopfronts; Works to include repair and upgrade works (where
required) of existing masonry, external and internal joiniery,
plasterwork and features of significance; Demolition of rear

01 222 2225 www.dublincity.ie
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Planning & Property Development Department, Dublin City Council,
Block 4, Floor 3, Civic Offices, Wood Quay, Dublin 8

T. (01) 222 2288
E. planningsubmissions@dublincity.ie

boundary wall onto Moore Lane at the rear of Nos. 50 - 51 and
Nos. 52 - 54 (a protected structure} Upper O'Connell Street, Dublin
1, Demolition of all other existing buildings and structures on site (c.
4,525 sq. m); 44no. bicycle parking spaces serving residentiai,
retail and office; Plant at basement and roof level; 1no. ESB sub-
station onto Henry Place; Building signage zone and retractable
canopies; Removal of existing boundary fence at junction of
O'Rahilly Parade / Moore Lane within that part of the site including
No. 13 Moore Lane, No. 14 Moore Lane (otherwise known as Nos.
1 - 3 O'Rahilly Parade and Nos. 14 - 15 Moore Lane or Nos. 1 - 8
O'Rahilly Parade and Nos. 14 - 15 Moore Lane). The application
site is within the O'Connell Street Architectural Conservation Area
and adjoins a National Monument / Protected Structures. An
Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) accompanies
this planning application. The planning application may be
inspected, or purchased at a fee not exceeding the reasonable cost
of making a copy, at the offices of the planning authority during its
public opening hours and a submission or observation in relation to
the application may be made to the authority in writing on payment
of the prescribed fee within the period of 5 weeks beginning on the
date of receipt by the authority of the application. The planning
authority may grant permission subject to or without conditions, or
may refuse to grant permission.

Note: Submissions/Observations may be made on line at:

https:I!www.dublincitv.ielresidentiallglanninglplanning-apglicationsiobiect-or-supgort-
Elanning-agglication

To Whom It May Concern, '

The Planning Authority wishes to acknowledge receipt of your submission/observation in
connection with the above planning application. It should be noted that the Dublin City Council as the

course.,
. Ali queries should be submiited to the e mail address shown above.
. Please note that a request for Further Information or Clarification of Further

information is not a decision.

. You will not be notified, if Further information or Clarification of Further information
is requested by the Planning Authority.

01 222 2992 www.dublincity.ie
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Planning & Property Development Department, Dublin City Council,
Block 4, Fioor 3, Civic Offices, Wood Quay, Dublin 8

T: (01) 222 2288
E. planningsubmissions@dublincity.ie

Please also note that a weekly list of current planning applications and decisions is available for
inspection at the planning public counter.

Opening Hours 9 a.m. - 4.30 P-m. Monday to Friday (inclusive of lunchtime)

A weekly list of planning applications and decisions is avaiiable for inspection at all Dublin City
Council Libraries & on Dublin City Council’s website. www.dublincity.ie.

Yours faithfully,

For ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

01 222 2222 www.dublincity.ie






Dublin City Council
Planning Department
Civic Offices,

Wood Quay,

Dublin 8

22" November 2021

Re. Planning Ref. Nos 2861/21; 2862/21 and 2863/21

Dear Sir/Madam,

The Save 16 Moore Street Committee is an interested party to the Hammerson planning applications to
develop Moore Street/Henry Street.

It is our position that the public notices placed on site and in the media are not sufficient to comply with
the Planning regulations. They do not accurately inform the public of what is being applied for, nor the
extent of demolition in the applicant’s proposal as follows:

® The Site Notices do not refer to the specific 5 week statutory period of time for observations

® There was misleading information on the initial web page notice for all three applications headed
‘Consultation Period has Expired’ when it had not.

® There is no reference in the Site Notices or the newspaper advertisements that the model
required by the Planning Authority is available for viewing or is on public view in the Council's
offices at Wood Quay.

® The extent of demolition of buildings in all three planning applications is not referred to.

® There is no reference to the requirement of Ministerial Consent for work in proximity to The 1916
National Monument or other Monuments of National importance.

® There is no reference to the proposed demolition of no. 18 Moore Street, identified in The
Shaffrey Conservation Report (2011) as a 19th century structure and as The National Monument
in the applicant’s submission.

® There are no references to buildings that are proposed to be added to the list of protected
structures as policy agreed by Dublin City Councillors

® Further information on the applicant’s assessment of no. 12 Moore Street has not been made
available

¢ The reports or update on reports on the protected buildings and terrace have not been made
available

® The recommendations of the James Kelly Report commissioned by the City Council has not been
made available to councillors

® Without the availability of relevant reports the Planning Authority cannot make an informed
decision on the three applications submitted.

The Save16 Moore Street Committee are making a formal request that new Site Notices and Newspaper
Advertisements are now submitted by the applicants in the interest of accuracy, proper planning and the
public interest,

Yours sincerely,

Patrick Cooney
PRO, The Save 16 Moore Street Committee mob. QD
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Ref. 0061-11

Narional Museum of Ireland
Ard - Mhisaem na hEireann

Minister Jimmy Deenihan T.D.,

Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht,
23 Kildare Street,

Dublin 2.

25" April, 2012.

Re. Application for Mipisterial consent under the National Monuments Acts regarding
proposed works at 14-17 Moore Street, Dublin 1

Dear Minister Deenihan,

In 2010, the former Director, Dr Patrick Wallace received a letter from the Chief
Archaeologist, National Mopuments Service, Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht
secking his advice under the National Monuments (Amendment) Act 2004 in relation to an
application for a Ministerial Consent to undertake works at 14-17 Moore Street, a National
Monument.

In his response of 21 September 2011 the then Director gave the opinion that the National
Monument at 14-17 Moore St should take into account broader considerations than that of an
archaeological monument and in particular its broader historical and topographical context.
Such was demonstrated in the Carrowmore, Co. Sligo Supreme Court case, where it was
determined that the amenity value of a proposed development must not outweigh or take from
the integrity of the monument. In the case of 14-17 Moore St, any assessment must take into
account its location in a battlefield landscape and its interrelationship with neighbouring
landmarks and buildings.

Subsequently, discussions took place between the Director of the National Museum, the
Keeper of Irish Antiquities, Director of National Monuments and the Chief Archaeologist. At
the specific request of the Director, a detailed Archaeological Assessment of Moore Street
and its Environs was commissioned and the work was undertaken subsequently by Mr Franc
Myles, Archaeology and Built Heritage. The Myles Report forms the core of a larger report
by Shaffrey Associates Architects and Franc Myles which was submitted to your Department
on 6% February 2012. A copy of the report was forwarded to me on 6" March 2012 with a
covering letter signed by Mr Brian Duffy, Chief Archaeologist, DAHG.

NaTIoNaL MUSEUM OF TRELAND ARD MHUSAEM NA HEIREANN
ARCHAEOLOGY SEANDALA{OCHT

Kildare Soreet Srdid Chill Dara

Dubkbin 2 Ireland Baile Acha Cliach 2 Eire
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Background to the Myles Report

The former Director identified deficiencies in the EIS of October 2008 in that it failed to
address the specific historical context of the National Monument located at 14-17 Moore St.
The battle associated with the advance of Republican troops from the GPO to Moore St,
which gives significant historical context and meaning to the National Monument, was not
referred to in the EIS.

The Archaeological Method Statement for 14,15,16,17 Moore Street did not take into account
the National Monument as a key component of General Post Office -Moore Street axis
through the 1916 battlefield landscape and lacked a historical account of the activities of
Easter 1916. As such the statement should have included proposals for a structural survey for
battlefield activity and a detailed finds retrieval strategy.

| R AR RN I S TR e B S Es tH S geter in the performance of his
Wle to consult with youin respect of proposed works to be undertaken to the
National Monument under the terms of a Ministerial Consent, He was also of the view that
the proposed survey ‘should not be seen as an end in itself nor can the paper record in which
it will result be in any way a substitute for the retention of all the historic buildings, yards and
paths themselves” and that “the proposed survey when completed will inform the decision-
making process.’

o

The proposed development will see the removal of a substantial amount of original building
fabric and streetscape throughout the Moore Street theatre of conflict. This destruction will
significantly impoverish the historical and cultural significance of the National Monument by
depriving it of its historical, cultural and architectural context. The proposed development
will radically alter the street pattern, much of which still remains from the 1916 period. New
thoroughfares with new alignments will be constructed while most of Henry Place will cease
to be a public thoroughfare and much of Moore Lane will disappear. The impact upon the
route along which Republican forces advanced to Moore St will be profound and the new
alignments will make a coherent narrative of the battle difficult to sustain. Moreover, the
removal of the original streetscape will make it extremely difficult for future generations to
assess the strategic military decisions taken by the leadership of the GPO garrison in the final
days of the Easter Rebellion. In addition to the surviving building fabric that was present in
1916, together with evidence in the fabric relating directly to the fighting, it is the streetscape
along which the Republican forces advanced into the Moore Street terrace (containing the
National Monurment) that provides the clearest visual aid to the interpretation of the events of
the battle as well as the most obvious physical connection with those events. Moreover
Myles has found evidence for the survival of original cobbled surfaces and granite kerbstones
exposed beneath damaged tarmacadam. How exfensive this might be could only be
determined by removal of the overlying tarmacadam. However, the potential exists not only
to follow the final route of the leaders of the Provisional Government and the soldiers of the
headquarters battalion but to do so upon the original street surface that they walked along and
fought upon.
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It is clear that there are monumental remains surviving on the battlefield that form the wider
context of the National Monument. Within the zone of development all of these will be
destroyed including the remains of the White House, Moore Place, O’Brien’s Bottling Stores
and Stables and nos. 8-9, 10, 21-22 Moore St.

The former Director’s considered assessment was that the Moore Street theatre of conflict

‘is the most important historic site in modern Irish history. The course of Irish history
changed as a result of what happened there in Easter week 1916. The Easter Rising
had an enormous influence across the globe as the first anti-colonial war of the
modern age. If properly and sensitively developed, it could rank with famous historic
sites around the waorld as Dublin’s historic guarier.’

It is clear from the Myles Report that nos. 14-17 Moore St are of great historical significance

and that their fabric is relatively well preserved by contrast with many of the other surviving
buildings. Furthermore they contain graphic visual evidence of the events of 1916 in the

repaired holes in the party walls. However, the same can be said of no. 10 Moore St. and it is
also clear from the Myles Report that the surviving original building gghgc. SWS and
street surfaces elsewhere within the area are both monumental in form, historic in character

and : e. Myles remarks that what survives of the period is disappointingly
small. However, original building fabric survives in key areas such as the junction of Moore
Lane and Henry Place and at no. 10 Moore St. and it may be argued that the destruction of so g
much of the original 1916 landscape makes that which survives all the more important.

Given the huge national significance on the events of Easter Week 1916, consideration must
be given to determining whether the monuments in question, including the original street
surfaces, are National Monuments in their own right or indeed, are part of the same National
Monument as no. 14-17 Moore St.

There is no system in place for the protection of newly discovered monuments of
archaeological importance unless they are discovered during the carrying out of
archaeological works connected with an approved road development.

The present situation is however somewhat analogous to circumstances that have arisen in the
past when important National Monuments were discovered at a time when development
projects that would impact negatively upon them were at an advanced stage. In the case of a
hilifort at Rahally, Co. Galway and a henge monument at Lismullen, Co. Meath the
monumental status of the sites was recognised, however the Minister at the time agreed to the
development projects (road schemes) continuing subject to excavation and preservation by
record of the National Monuments in question. In the case of a Viking longphort at
Woodstown, Co. Waterford the Minister appointed an Expert advisory Committee to advise
him in relation to the site. The National Monument was considered to be of such national and
international importance that a decision was taken to move the development project (road
scheme) elsewhere.
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In the publication Review of Archaeological Policy and Practice in Ireland (Department of
Environment Heritage and Local Government), criteria were published to assist in
determining whether 2 monument discovered in the course of constructing a road scheme is
or is not a national monument, as defined in legislation. These were set out in guidelines
issued by the Department in relation to directions under the 2004 National Monuments Act.
The criteria are not definitive and archaeologists were advised to regard them as aids in
reaching an informed judgement.

With regard to the monumental aspect of the Moore St theatre of conflict it appears to me that
a number of these criteria are met.

The Myles Report is excellent in assessing the battlefield, documenting the surviving
buildings and street fabric and uncovering the evidence of the conflict. However, the need for
independent advice is underlined by the fact that the Myles Report is predicated on the belief
that the completion of the proposed development (with its widespread destruction outside the
National Monument) is o SRSSRSRIRt. This no doubt reflects the &E8S8s presented to Mr
Myles by the developer and his architect. Myles states that a purpose of his report is to
‘Inform the ultimate treatment of the historic landscape within the context of the re-
development of the battlefield.’ (My italics) (Myles, Appendix A, 2.6). In my view any
Ministerial decision on this site, which is clearly of national importance, should be informed
by a wider menu of options.

The Myles Report correctly treats the wider saimatiatietietd (Appendix A, 2.6) and
applies 2 methodological approach informed by experience gamed in the assessment of
conflict evidence from towns involved in the Spanish Civil War (Appendix A, 1.5). I am
given to understand that the general importance of Irish battlefields is recognised by the
National Monuments Service which financed an initiative to map the location of Ireland’s
main battlefields. Known as the frish Bartlefields Project the approach entailed interpreting
the written evidence and locating events on the ground, presumably with a view to the long
term protection and interpretation of the sites. The importance accorded in existing State
policy to battlefields is also evident in the development by the Office of Public Works of an
Interpretive Centre connected with the site of the Battle of the Boyne.

From a heritage standpoint it seems inescapable that I must advise you that the presentation
of the National Monument at 14-17 Moore St should be done within the context of the
surviving terrace houses and original street pattern. This supports the advice already tendered
by the former Director in his letter of 21¥ September 2011.

If such an approach is taken it will provide an opportunity to deal with a problem relating to
the complex’s suitability for display purposes that was identified by Dr Wallace in his letter
of 21% September 2011:

‘I also have concern about the feasibility of the proposed commemorative centre and
its utilisation as a museum in compliance with Dublin City Council Development Plan
2011-17. For the structure to function as a Commemorative Centre it should be
constructed 1o the highest possible museum standard and specification regarding
curation, safety, security and environmental conditions. However there are issues
regarding the size of rooms and the floor bearing capacity of the rooms, visitor
accessibilities, limited options available for providing an electrical supply, and so on.
Twould doubt the proposed centre would meet the requirements of the National
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Museum of Ireland in the event of the centre lodging a request for the loan of the
archaeological or historical objects for future displays.’

The spaces in the terrace now occupied by EEEERIEERIEIngs would provide an ideal
location within which to develop a custom-buﬂt Commemoratlve Centre, as part of a
complex that included the original historic buildings. This centre could be constructed “o the
highest possible museum standard and specification regarding curation, safety. security and
environmental conditions.’

It is to be regretted that Mr Myles did not consult with the Relatives Group (Relatives of the
Signatories to the 1916 Proclamation of Independence) as requested by Dr Wallace.

Summary

In summary, it is my view, and of my colleagues in the National Museum of Ireland that:

» The proposed development will significantly impoverish the historical and cultural
significance of the National Monument (14-17 Moore St) by depriving it of its
historical, cultural and architectural context.

The National Monument exists within an historic battlefield.

Outside the National Monument (but within the battlefield) there is original building
and street fabric that is monumental in form, historic in character and national in
importance.

» Any consideration of the National Monument at 14-17 Moore St must, in particular,
take account of the routeway between the GPO and Moore St to endeavour to
maintain the link in a meaningful way given the extent of the surviving street plan and
buildings, especially along Henry Place

8’ The National Monument should be preserved within the context of the existing terrace
and its other original buildings.

l g A formal process should be undertaken by the National Monutnents Service to assess the
status of these survivals and to consider whether they are part of the same National
Monument as Nos 14-17 Moore St or constitute separate National Monuments.

¢ [n relation to the proposed Commemoration Centre, consideration should be given to
revising the proposed plans for this in order that such a centre be fitted out to a
suitable museum standard. My staff would be more than willing to give further advice
in this regard.

[ am not unmindful of the difficulties that exist in that planning permission has been granted
for the proposed development. However my brief is to advise on the heritage aspects of the
proposed Ministerial Consent. Had a detailed report such as the Myles Report been
commisstoned at the start of the process, rather than at this late stage, and had the information
contained therein been available prior to the granting of planning permission, 1 have no doubt
that a different developmental approach would have ensued and the present difficulties would
have been avoided.

1

S
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If it is your decision that consent be granted, and should the development subsequently
proceed as planned, then the archaeological method statement will need to make effective
proposals concerning the recovery of archacological objects pertaining to the events of Easter
Week 1916. It is possible that British bullets remain embedded in the facade of the White
House beneath the modern render (and elsewhere). A metal detector survey might provide
information as to the likelihood of that being the case, without the need to stnp off the
modem render. Undoubtedly artefacts relating to the events in question remain throughout
the battlefield and the wholesale removal of buildings and streetscapes; associated soil
disturbance and digging of foundations would provide an opportunity to recover these. In the
event of this becoming the scenario, careful thought will need to be brought to bear on how
best to approach this aspect of the matter.

Yours sincerely,

gf 6%//4’\-"“

Seamus Lynam,
Acting Director,
National Museum of Ireland
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21¥ September, 201 1.

Minister Jimmy Deenihan T.D., AN i
Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaelitacht, [ /Llo(, ~ L) &
23 Kildare Strest,

Dublin 2.

Re. Application for Ministerial consent under the National Monuments Acts regardin

-—m’\_.
proposed works at 14-17 Moore Street, Dublin 1

Dear Minister Deenihan,

I'have recently received from the Chief Archaeologist the application for the proposed

destruction of part of the backyard areas ofMual Monument as well as of parts of the
yards of'no’s. 10 and 11 Moore Lane and the accompanying works to the structures on the
Moore Street section of the monument. In approving the Dublin Central scheme An Bord
Pleandia placed the condition that no works can take place within the National Monument 14-17

Moore Street unless prior Ministerial Consent is obtained in the “interest of clarity, having
regard to the inclusion within the site of works to a National Monument”. The inclusion of a
National Monument of this cultural-historic nature within a development such as Dublin Central
should take into account broader considerations than that of an archaeological monument. As the
broader historical and topographical context is what gives meaning and significance to the
Moore Street National Monument, the roles played by the preserved buildings of the Moore
Street Monument in the surrounding battlefield must be taken into account in the design of any

development of this nature around the National Monument.

Direcror’s Orrice OIFIC AN STIORTHORA
NaTionaL Museus oF treLanp ARD-MHUSAEM NA HEREANN
KILDARE STREET SRAID CHILL Danra

Dublin 2 Baile Acha Cliach 2
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As demonstrated in the Carrowmore, Co. Sligo High Court case, the amenity value of the
proposed development must not outweigh or take from the integrity of the monument, especially
when the very monumentality of the structures is based on their location in a battlefield
landscape and an interrelationship with neighbouring landmarks and buildings. In this respect,
the application copied to my office is inadequate and lacks the clarity required for you as
Minister to understand the archaeological and cultural elements of the National Monument. The
lack of historical and military input in the application is an oversight on a par with that witnessed
at the early phases of the Carrickmines mess. The importance of this monument rests not in its
architectural fabric or sub-surface archaeological potential but rather in its significance as one of
the surviving fragments of a battlefield landscape inextricably linked to the cultural identity of
modern Ireland. As such, the totality of the monument and every piece of its fabric, fixtures and
fittings belong as much to the Cultural Register as to National Monuments Register. Any
elevation of the monument must be undertaken from an interdisciplinary landscape approach

combining archaeological, architectural, historical and military assessments.

Both the application and the Chief Archaeologist’s recommendations are inadequate, reflecting
standard archaeological practices rather than engaging with the cultural-historical aspects of the
monument. This is apparent in the failure of the Archaeclogical Method Statement Jor
14.13,16,17 Moore Stree: to take into account the National Monument as a key component of
General Post Office -Moore Street axis through the 1916 battlefield landscape. There is no
historical account of the activities of Easter 1916 provided in the Archaeological Methodology.

~ This omission is also reflected in the proposed archaeological monitoring methodology which
fails to comprehend that the requirement for archaeological supervision is due to the significance
of the events of 1916 which culminated in the surrender in No 16 rather than any preceding
events at the site. As such there should be proposals for structural survey for battlefield activity
and a detailed finds retrieval strategy. The application fails to supply any information regarding
the buildings use during 916, the layout of the buildings as a strategic military strong point, and
the interrelationship between the monument and other buildings at the time. It is of importance
that the Minister insist that such detailed migration strategy be submitted with any application for

Consent for works to the Moore Street National Monument,

bt
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[ also have concern about the feasibility of the proposed commernorative centre and its utilisation
as a museum in compliance with Dublin City Council Development Plan 2011-17. For the
structure to function as a Commemorative Centre it should be constructed to the highest possible
museum standard and specification regarding curation, safety, security and environmental
conditions. However there are issues regarding the size of rooms and the floor bearing capacity
of the rooms, visitor accessibilities, limited options available for providing an electrical supply,
and so on. [ would doubt the proposed centre would meet the requirements of the National

Museum of Ireland in the event of the centre lodging a request for the loan of the archaeological

or historical objects for future displays.

Your advisers in the National Monuments Service will tell you that the application for your
consent under the National Monuments Acts in respect of proposed works at 14-17 Moore Street,
Dublin 1 pertains only to the buildings in question, my considered view is that any consent you
give should be mindful of the national historical importance of the whole Moore Street area with
its laneways and buildings. honestly believe that the low single and two storey red brick
buildings which make up the neighbourhood north of the GPO and east of Moore Street north as
far as the laneway where the O'Rahilly fell together constitute a battiefield site of European
importance which should be preserved in its entirety. Apart from the intensive value of
preserving such a precinct and indeed the national obligation to do so as we approach the
centenary of the Rising, please consider the negative fallout nationally and internationally for the
Government if it fails to respect this neighbourhood and also consider how the proper full-scale
preservation of all the streets, lanes, buildings and boundaries if properly presented and marketed
could be potentially one of Dublin’s leading tourist destinations. The neighbourhood of small red
brick buildings of the late 19" century could be retained for the use of small businesses and

relevant heritage/souvenir outlets.

/
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While respecting my colleagues in the National Monuments Service and their response which
derives from Minister Roche’s preservation order of the four Moore Street buildings and their, as
ever, literal approach to the area being developed outside the buildings, I have to ask whether a
compromise might not be found by which the developer and his designers might not be asked to
come up with an approach which would preserve the battlefield buildings and laneways about

which [ am concerned?

My advice is based on 40 years service in the National Museum of Ireland (23 as Director)
including charge of the archaeological excavation of the Waod Quay site with its attendant court
cases and delays. [ have seen many developments which resulted in costly over runs and
compromises. Minister Roche chose not to take my advice about the M3 through Tara; Minister
deValera did similarly when the Book of Kells was sent to Australia. You have the same right,
but please consider the fall out - both morally, cultural historical, political and economical, Our
heritage and what is best for our national morale cannot surely be subjected to the impositions of
another time and its disgraced government and remember please that once you allow the

destruction of buildings and their neighbourhood ambiance you cannot bring them back,

The National Museum of Ireland wishes to engage in a further consultation with you as Minister Aq
in regard to this application. I request that these initial comments form the basis for further o

consultation between us on the issue.
Beir bua agus beannacht.

@M

Patfick F Wallace,
Director
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Appraisal Report:

Subject: Presentation to Moore Street Advisory Group of 12t
September 2018 prepared by Hammerson and Acme

This report prepared for the Moore Street Advisory Group
by:

James Kelly BArchSc DipArch MScUrd RIAI RIBA
RIBA Accredited ‘Specialist Conservafion Architect’

EXPLANATORY NOTE:

Kelly and Cogan Architects were requested in January 2018 to review and report on the
documentary presentation prepared by Messrs Hammerson and Acme in respect of the
prospective development of lands at O'Connell Street and Moore Street.

A digital copy of that report was provided by emaii to Kelly and Cogan Architects for the
purposes of assessment and appraisai by the Moore Street Advisory Group.

SPECIFIC EXPERTISE AND QUALIFICATIONS:

The author of this Report: James Kelly, is a qualified Architect specialising in Conservation, a
member of the Royal Institute of Architects in ireland and of the Royal Institute of British
Architects and holds g Bachelors Degree in Architecture from the University of Dubiin, a
Diploma in Architecture from Dublin Institute of Technology and a Master of Science Degree in
Urban Regeneration and Development from Dublin Institute of Technology. He has acted as
Board Member and chairman of Dublin Civic Trust, and as an Advisor and Council member to
An Taisce The National Trust for Ireland.

He has extensive experience of the conservation of the built and Urban Environment and is
an RIBA Accredited ‘Specialist Conservation Architect’ (this being the RIBA equivalent of
Grade 1 RIAl Conservation Accreditation).

A curriculum vitae is attached at Appendix 1.



STRUCTURE OF THIS REPORT:
in order to ensure clarity this report addresses the subject matter in line with the list of

Contents presenied at page 2 of the Hammersons / Acme September 2018 presentation as
follows:

1. Update:
2. The Easter Rising 1916 and its Commemoration
3. Historical research

4. Updated Design Thoughts

Kelly and Cogan Architects

5. East West Connection

6. Bibliography.

1. UPDATE: ‘STEPS UNDERTAKEN SINCE LAST PRESENTATION’

This section of the presentation addresses the processes which the authors have engaged up
to the date of completion of the presentation document, those items being highlighted as
follows:

« Historical Research

» Meetings with Government Departments

« Meetings with Dublin Institute of Technology
« Meetings with OPW

. Meetings with Politicians and Political Parties
« Mestings with Other Interested Parties

Appraisal:

The section entitled ‘Update’ simply lists a number of actions. No detail is provided and we



would have come concern that no information is indicated as to the following:
- Historical Research:

The authors are not identified nor is there any significant clarification as to sourcing or
of any new information that may have arisen,

- Meetings:

We would normaily expect to see a summary of the outcomes of meetings and of the
purpose of the meetings.

We would also normally expect to see participants identified.

These two items are particularly of concern in that meetings with government bodies,
representatives or agencies are all in the ‘Public Realm’ and are subject to ‘Freedom of
Information’ under Agenda 21. -

2. THE EASTER RISING 1916 AND ITS COMMEMORATION:

This section of the presentation attempts to address a number of items under a single
banner,

These include the historic aspects of the events of Estate 1916 which also detail fatalities,
merge into a discussion as to how those events have been commemorated to date are further
expanded into a series of design concept Proposais detailing pavement commemoration
plaques and incorporate a number of maps (at pages 39-43) which in map and photographic
form attempt to delineate surviving structures and features of the period.

Kelly and Cogan Architects

Appraisal:

The formatting is confusing and ‘muddied’ in that the overlap between historic events,
proposed commemoration concepts and layouts of new structures are insufficiently
delineated.

The historic adequately describes the events of Easter 1916 and gives a map and ‘timeline’



driven view of evens in the period immediately prior to the surrender of the insurgents.

It fails however to contextualise the Rising against a greater historical and geographic
backdrop and tends to isolate these events to their immediate impact upon the Moore Street
Area without acknowledging the global and national significance of the insurgency.

While ‘correct it does little to enhance knowledge of the events and needs considerable
enhancement as against for example the standard presented in the Myles report.

In fairness it must also be added that the drawn map record of the volunteers movements
and the nature of the fighting is well handied.

Strangely the manner in which commemoration of these and similar events has been
addressed in Dublin and elsewhere seems to be of greater interest in the context of this
report.

The manner in which commemoration has been conceptually addressed for Moore Street is
problematic in terms of both materiality and the underlying approach. These are summarised in
the presentation as follows:

|. Retaining fabric related to the Easter Rising. I1. A Memorial Trail Ill. Photographs etched
at key locations on buildings {V. A new public square with a pedestrian connection to the
courtyard of the National
Monument V. A commemorative sculpture on the square V1. Relocating The O'Ranhilly’s
commemorative plague on the correct side of the street VII. A civic building on the square with
potential uses as an Irish language centre, dance
or cultural venue.

These concepts are highly aspirational and require a great deal further discussion. They seem
to derive from a process more akin to advertising / public relations than to conservation or
heritage management and we would aiso be concerned that in a number of instances they
would be inappropriate or ill considered:

- Retaining Fabric:
The statement of intent to retain fabric relating to the Easter Rising is certainly correct.

Appraisal:

That said, the manner in which this is to be addressed appears to be one which would
actually result in a foss of such fabric.

The paired maps on page 42 are highly misleading and would suggest that no built fabric



beyond a small number of wall structures and the National Monuments themselves survive
from either 1916 or earlier.

Kelly and Cogan Architects

This is a significant failing and our own research indicates 3 considerable number of buiit
structures in some instances dating back to the 1760s and in all cases pre-dating the Easter
Rising survive on Moore Street, More Lane and in some instances in the rea halves of the
existing buildings on O’Connell Street west,

One notable failing in this regard in the presentation document is the failure to recognithe
survival of the original 1760s building plots and their boundary / party walls — particularly in
the lands to the rear of the Moore Street Houses. These have a particular significance not
only in that they represent the survival of the entirety of the original 18" century urban plots
but also in that one of the main impediments preventing the insurgents from progressing
though the back-lands of the houses was the presence of the east - west garden and party

walls _ yromorial Traif:
Appraisal:

The idea of a memorial trial is a worthy one and would assist an understanding of the events of
1916 in the locality.

- Photographs etched at key locations on buildings:
Appraisal:

This concept is perhaps somewhat questionable and presents many difficuities — Who
should feature? What buildings should be utilised and how would the owners be
compensated for the resuitant loss of window space?

The main concem in this regard however is that it is highly seiective and would visually intrude
upon the surviving built and urban fabric which in itself tells the most important story.

- A new public square with a pedestrian connection to the courtyard of the
National Monument:

This proposal involves to removal of a significant areas of the setting about the national
monument buildings and wouid eradicate the plot outlines of a number of the original 1760s
houses.



Appraisal:

It is difficult to see how this proposal can be of benefit to the historic environment as it is of
such a nature as to suggest a significant lack of awareness or understanding of the relevant
ICOMOS Conservation Charters which apply in relation to this site, namely:

1. The Venice Charter (1964)’

2. The Washington Charter (1987)

1 The Venice Charter for the ‘Conservation and Restoration of Monuments and Sites’ of 1964, which

resulted in the establishment of the ‘International Council on Monuments and Sites' (ICOMOS)

2 Charter on the ‘Conservation of Historic Towns and Urban Areas’ - Adopted by ICOMOS General
Assembly in Washington, DC, Octaber 1987.

Kelly and Cogan Architects

3. The Burra Charter (1999)°

This proposal alone (for the formation of a new square at the heart of the historic built
receiving environment) is at odds with almost the entirety of the Venice Charterin
respect of Articles 1, 3, 5, 6 and 14;

“Article 1. The concept of a histaric monument embraces not only the single architectural work but
also the urban or rural setting in which is found the evidence of a particutar civilization, a significant
development or a historic event. This applies not only to great works of art but also to more modest
works of the past which have acquired cultural significance with the passing of time

Article 3. The intention in conserving and restoring monuments is to safeguard them no less as
works of art than as historical evidence

Article 5. The conservation of monuments is always facilitated by making use of them for some
socially useful purpose. Such use is therefore desirable but it must not change the lay-out or
decoration of the building. It is within these limits only that modifications dermanded by a change of
function should be envisaged and may be permitted.



Article 6. The conservation of a monument implies preserving a setting which is not out of scale,
Wherever the traditional setting exists, it must ba kept. No new construction, demolition or
madification which would alter the relations of mass and color must be allowed.

Article 14. The sites of monuments must be the object of speciaf care in order to safeguard their
integrity and ensure that they are cleared and presented in a seemly manner. The work of
conservation and restoration carried out in such places should be inspired by the principles set forth
in the foregoing articles.”

itis also in conflict with Principles and Objectives 2a, 2¢, and 2e of the Washington
Charter:

“2 Principles and Objectives: Qualities to be preserved include the historic character of the town or
urban area and all those material and spiritual efements that express this character, especially:

a) Urban patterns as defined by fots and streets;

¢) The formal appearance, interior and exterior, of buildings as defined by scale, size, style,
construction, materials, colour and decoration;

e} The various functions that the town or urban area has acquired over time. Any threat to these
qualities would compromise the authenticity of the historic town or urban area.”

It conflicts severely with Articies 2, 3, 8,15, 21, 22, of the Burra Charter:

“Article 2. Conservation and Management 2.1 Places of
cultural significance should be conserved.

2.2 The aim of conservation is to retain the cultural significance of a place.
2.3 Conservation is an integral part of good management of places of cultural significance.

2.4 Places of cultural significance should be safeguarded and not put at risk or left in a vulnerable
state.

*The Australia ICOMOS Charter for the Conservation of Places of Cultural

Significance

Kelly and Cogan Architects



Article 3. Cautious Approach 3.1 Conservation is based on a respect for the existing fabric, use,
associations and meanings. It requires a cautious approach of changing as much as necessary but
as fittle as possible.

3.2 Changes to a place should not distort the physical or other evidence it provides, nor be based on
confecturs.

Article 8. Setting Conservation requires the retention of an appropriate setting. This includes
rotention of the visual and sensory setting, as well as the retention of spiritual and other cuftural
relationships that contribute to the cuftural significance of the place.

New construction, demolition, intrusions or other changes which would adversely affect the setting or
relationships are not appropriate.

Article 15. Change 15.1 Change may be necessary to retain cuftural significance, but is undesirable
where it reduces cultural significance. The amount of change to a place and its use should be guided
by the cultural significance of the place and its appropriate interpretation.

15.2 Changes which reduce cultural significance should be reversible, and be reversed when
circumstances permit.

15.3 Demolition of significant fabric of a place is generally not acceptable. Howsver, in some cases
minor demolition may be appropriate as part of conservation. Removed significant fabric should be
reinstated when circumstances permit.

Article 21. Adaptation 21.1 Adaptation is acceptable only where the adaptation has minimal
impact on the cultural significance of the place.

21.2 Adaptation should involve minimal change to significant fabric, achieved only after
considering alternatives.

Article 22. New work 22.1 New work such as additions or other changes to the place may be
acceptable where it respects and does not distort or obscure the cultural significance of the place, or
detract from its interpretation and appreciation. 22.2 New work should be readily identifiable as

such, but must respect and have minimal impact on the cultural significance of the place.”

- A commemorative sculpture on the square
Appraisal:

This is a surprisingly outdated and perhaps inappropriate concept.

It has long been recognised that the: commenmoration of events such as those of Easter 1916 often
defy simple memorialisation.



We would refer the authors of the presentation document to the voluminous literature on this subject
including the following:

Bray, Z., 2014 “Sculptures of Discord: Public Art and the Pofitics of Commemoration in the
Basque Country”, Public Art Dialogue, 4:2, 221-248

Mayo, JM., 1988. “War Memorials as Political Memory” Geographical Review, Vol. 78, No. 1 pp.
62-75
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Whitmarsh, A, 2001. "We Will Remember Them" Memory and Commemoration in War
Museums. Journal of Conservation and Museum Studies, 7, pp.11-15.

- Relocating The O’Rabhilly’s commemorative plaque on the correct side of the
street '

Appraisal:

This is very much a positive development and one which is to be welcomed.

~ A civic building on the square with potential uses as an Irish language centre,
dance or cultural venue

The presentation states that among the new interventions proposed would be a new ‘Civic’
building to front onto the (new) square to accommodate the uses suggested.

Apprajsal:

Again, itis difficult to see how this proposal can be of benefit to the historic environment as it is
of such a nature as to suggest a significant lack of awareness or understanding of the relevant
ICOMOS Conservation Charters which apply in relation to this site, namely:;

1 The Venice Charter (1964)
2 The Washington Charter (1 987)
3 The Burra Charter (1999)



This proposal alone (for a new building at the heart of the historic built receiving
environment) is at odds with almost the entirety of the Venice Charter in respect of
Articles 1, 5, 6 and 14,

“Article 1. The concept of a historic monument embraces not only the single architectural work but
also the urban or rural setting in which is found the evidence of a particular civilization, a significant
development or a historic event. This applies not only to great works of art but also to more modest
works of the past which have acquired cultural significance with the passing of time

Article 5. The conservation of monuments is always facilitated by making use of them for some
socially useful purpose. Such use is therefore desirable but it must not change the lay-out or
decoration of the building. It is within these limits oniy that modifications demanded by a change of
function should be envisaged and may be permitted.

Article 6. The conservation of a8 monument implies preserving a setting which is not out of scale.
Wherever the traditional setting exists, it must be kept. No new construction, demolition or
modification which would alter the relations of mass and color must be allfowed.

Article 14. The sites of monuments must be the object of special care in order to safeguard their
integrity and ensure that they are cleared and presented in a seemly manner. The work of

conservation and restoration carried out in such places should be inspired by the principles set forth
in the foregoing articles.”

It is also in conflict with Principles and Objectives 2a of the Washington Charter:

“2 Principles and Objectives: Qualities to be preserved include the historic character of the town or
urban area and all those material and spiritual elements that express this character, especially:

Kelly and Cogan Architects

a) Urban patterns as defined by lots and streets;
It conflicts severely with Articles 2, 3, 8,15, 21, 22, of the Burra Charter:

“Article 2. Conservation and Management 2.1 Places of
cultural significance should be conserved.

2.2 The aim of conservation is to retain the cuitural significance of a place.

2.3 Conservation is an integral part of good management of places of cultural significance.



2.4 Places of cultural significance should be safeguarded and not put at risk or left in a vulnerable
state.

Article 3. Cautious Approach 3.1 Conservation is based on a respect for the existing fabric, use,
associations and meanings. It requires a cautious approach of changing as much as necessary but
as fittle as possible.

3.2 Changes to a place should not distort the ph.ysicaf or other evidence it provides, nor be based on
conjecture.

Article 8. Setting Conservation requires the retention of an appropriate setting. This includes
retention of the visual and sensory setting, as well as the retention of spiritual and other cultural
relationships that contribute to the cultural significance of the place.

New construction, demolition, intrusions or other changes which would adversely affect the setting or
refationships are not appropriate.

Article 15. Change 15.1 Change may be hecessary to retain cuftural significance, but is undesirabie
where it reduces cuftural significance. The amount of change fo a place and its use should be guided
by the cultural significance of the place and its appropriate interpretation.

15.2 Changes which reduce cuitural significance should be reversible, and be reversed when
circumstances permit.

15.3 Demolition of significant fabric of a place is generally not acceptable. However, in some
cases minor demolition may be appropriate as part of conservation. Removed significant fabric
should be reinstated when circumstances permit,

Article 21. Adaptation 21.1 Adaptation is acceptable only where the adaptation has minimal
impact on the cultural significance of the place.

21.2 Adaptation should involve minimal change to significant fabric, achieved only after
considering alternatives.

Article 22. New work 22.1 New work such as additions or other changes to the place may be
acceptable where it respects and does not distort or obscure the cultural significance of the place, or
detract from its interpretation and appreciation. 22.2 New work should be readily identifiable as
such, but must respect and have minimal impact on the cultural significance of the place.”

Kelly and Cogan Architects



3. HISTORICAL RESEARCH:

The ‘Historical research section of the presentation takes the form mainly of maps, census
records and an appraisal of a number of buildings within the overall east side of Moore Street
in the context of their ‘role’ in the events of the Easter Rising.

Appraisal:

The research presented is raw information in the form of the refevant maps, census
information and insurance and claim relevant documentation.

There is however little in the way of a comprehensive and correct interpretation and
assessment of the buildings of the east side on a building by building basis nor is here any
assessment of the historic morphology of the subject fands.

In particular, there is no appraisal of the structures and plots under the relevant ‘Categories of
Special Interest’ (Architectural, Historical, Archaeological, Artistic, Cultural, Scientific,
Technical or Social) which is of relevance when one considers the overall setting of the street
and its special interest.

Neither is there any coherent methodological approach in the form of a Heritage Impact
Appraisal detailing the impact of the proposed development upon the Heritage Environment.

No significant detail of the proposed development is included beyond aspirational and
undetailed ‘Sketchup® type perspectives is provided. Neither ae pans elevations sections or
details of plot ratio and site coverage or scheduled uses provided.

In consequence the highly important process of mitigation of adverse impact of the proposed
development has not been addressed.
4. UPDATED DESIGN THOUGHTS:

This section of the presentation is represented by a number of three dimensional ‘model’ views
of Moore Street and its hinterlands as envisaged by the authors of the presentation in relation
to the proposed development works.

Appraisal:

No significant detail of the proposed development beyond aspirational and undetailed
‘Sketchup * type perspectives is provided. Neither are pans elevations sections or details of
plot ratio and site coverage or scheduled uses provided.



This is somewhat puzzling as the methodology by which even very simple ‘cartoon-like’
perspective imagery such as that generated by ‘Sketchup’ is prepared usually involves a
base layout in two dimensions in the form of plans, section and elevations all of which
usually provide quite definitive and measurable information.

In so far as a proper appraisal of design ideas is concerned. the provision of such
information would be more informative than the imagery presented,

* SketchUp was developed as a general-purpose 3D content creation tool and was envisioned as a

software Program "that would allow design professionals to draw the way they want by emulating the feel

and freedom of working with pen and paper
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As before the most worrying aspect of the proposed development insofar as any design intent
can be determined from the presentation drawings, is the significant impact upon the More
Street terrace occasioned by the formation of new link through a new square to O’'Connell
Street as clearly shown in the image at pages 208 and 209.

With regard to ‘design quality’ we wouid be particularly concerned at the degree to which the
architectural language proposed - and in particular that shown on the Q'Connell Street
facades is heavily reliant upon a crude form of ‘facadism’ which might best be described as
‘pastiche’ whereby a number of generic fake ‘traditional fagade types seem to be being
utilised to for ma skin over a monolithic development model.

Additionally, we would have a considerabie concern generally that the design proposals as
submitted are generic and decontextualized:

This is particularly apparent in the proposed treatment of a new entrance from O'Conneli Street
illustrated at page 184 in which a series of ‘pod’ type umbrellas are proposed, a design which
closely mirrors the design on the design on the Acme website for the ‘Gardens of the Emirates’
in Dubai.

SUMMARY:

The presentation submitted while aspirational is lacking in detail to such a degree that it is
almost impossibie to assess the impact of the proposed development upon the receiving



Heritage environment.

it is lacking also in detail that one would normally expect to accompany the level of
consultative presentation.

We would have a particular concern that notwithstanding the significance of the Heritage
Environment that there is little or no awareness in the presentation proposals of the
requirements of the ICOMOS Conservation Charters. This is a fundamentai flaw the
importance and magnitude of which is difficult to overstate .

It is difficult to avoid concluding that the development as proposed is severely lacking in
insight or understanding of the heritage context either at a built or urban level and that the
design response is ‘internationalised’ t such a degree as to erase the 'sense of place’
inherent within this environment.

Neither is any great understanding evident of the principles of ‘Place’ ‘Cuitural Significance’ or
‘Cultural Heritage'. It is worth considering these concepts in some detail for the purposes of
clarity:

Structure / Place of Cultural Significance: A structure or place perceived to be of value to
society, as a result of its continuity of presence and worth (as a synthesis of its historical,
emotional, cultural and spiritual significance) which has historically established value for its
social, architectural and aesthetic worth. °

Cultural Heritage: As defined in Article 1 of 17" Session of UNESCO®.

5 Authors own definition.

6 The General Conference of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization

meeting in Paris from 17 October to 21 November 1972, at its seventeenth session:

10
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“For the purposes of this Convention, the following shall be considered as "cultural heritage™

monuments: architectural works, works of monumental sculpture and painting, elements or structures of
an archaeological nature, inscriptions, cave dwellings and cornbinations of features, which are of
outstanding universal value from the point of view of history, art or science;



groups of buildings: groups of separate or connected buildings which, because of their architecture, their
homogeneity or their place in the landscape, are of outstanding universal value from the point of view of
history, art or science;

sites: works of man or the combined works of nature and man, and areas including archaeological
sites which are of outstanding universal value from the historical, aesthetic, ethnological or
anthropological poeint of view."

Against this backdrop it is clear that the goais of Urban Regeneration may not simply be
achieved by the provision of accommodation, the establishment of amenity, availability of
work or ease of access {o services but that other issues associated with memory, (both
group and individual), identity and character in respect of piace are involved.

Loss of place in the context of the loss of morphology or of heritage fabric occurs for various
reasons and under varying circumstances, some traumatic some not so.

An example of the former might be the devastation caused over a short period — perhaps a
few hours — as a consequence of an act of violence — naturally invoked or otherwise: The
destruction of the remains at Palmyra, the fire-bombing of Dresden, the loss of Bam in Iran or
the Santa Catalina Monastery in Peru, both to earthquakes or the Glasgow School of Art, lost
to fire.

Equally, some loss may not be regarded as traumatic, notwithstanding the significance of the
loss — historic loss over an extended period of time comes to mind, such as for example the
gradual erasure of the mediaeval streets and burbage plots of Dublin,

Norberg Schuiz (1980} argues that in the built environment the concept of place has a
meaning beyond the immediate accommodation provided or value of the property —he
names this phenomena the ‘genius loci’ or the ‘spirit of the place’ in which the built
environment is a potentiaily ‘meaning giving place and argues that where the ‘traditional’
urban structure of place is lost, the landscape is deprived of it's 'meaning’.

He goes on to discuss this crisis as an urban problem and characterises the loss of built fabric
as the loss to man of individuality and belonging and argues that that in such circumstances,
all ‘qualities’ are lost and that such loss of recognisable forms of spatial structures which
Secure the identity of a settlement might be regarded as an ‘environmental crisis’.

This is the background against which these proposais must be considered.

We would conclude that the presentation proposals do not adequately respond to these issues,
that they are inadequately detailed and that in particular the Heritage Environment is not
properly understood.



James Kelly BArchSc DipArch MScUrd RIAI RIBA
RIBA Accredited ‘Specialist Conservation Architect’
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Nos. 14.17 in 1916 and sinre

In Aprl 1916, Mns. 14 17 Moore Street would hava looked very similar lo how they do
thday The need for security and ever mnre glaring signage resulted in the late-201h-
rentury replacemant of the 19th century shnpfronts in order 1o it metal rber shullers.
1ius is ennaisient theoughaud the streed Mor have the 19th-century timbher windnw
sashes survived, except at first flacr lavel in Mo 14 Othersdse the red-brick fagades
with {heir varying parapets and with their sirong 19th-canlury appearance, sel within a
busy furit and Aower market, are just as they might have been in the days before the
Ristng The intaciness of he interiors varies, with No 15 having Inst the majority of its
early fabric, and with Mos 16 and 17 retaining their mid eighlesnih character to ihe
qreatest degree. The fine mid Georgian staircase with eriginal newel past renain infact
in Al faure buildings In a large extent  In Nos.15-17, a number of the atiginal daor and
vindow archittaves have survived, and the ¢haracleristic ptan form, with profecting
cabine! returne supplementing e tao-room plan, set araund a diagonally orientalad
chimney braast, is typical of modest middle-class Georgian houses which continuad to
be used as sesidenne and shops — as they were originally designed - far the last two-
hundrer and {ifly years

In roatrasl o the whotesate destruction at the Henry Street end nf Moore Street
Nos 1417 saem lo have suffered vary litite during the days of e Rising, There are no
immediately visible temnants of shirapnal or ricocheled bullets off The front fagade, al.
though any fulure warks should be archaenlogically sensitive o these possibilities Of
the 16 houses an this terrace (Nos 10-25), Nos. 15 and 16 were Lhe only fwo houses
from which no claims were made to the Property Lossas (Irgland) Commilles, 191{6
The effects of the damage 1o the rest of the sireel is most eyvident on its southern end at
the junrtion with Henry Stieat. whers teaces of heuse-shops with ctassical facades
ware re-huilt under tha supervision of the Reconshuclion Commities of Dublin Corpora
tion A portion of the Goad Fire Insurance Plan produced after the rising, shows the ex
tent of destruction on that south Aastern corner of the strest ( See Fig 2 1.5)

Itis worth noting thal No. 18 Moore Slrset {which was leased on the same day insf759
as Mos 1517 although this tims to John Danagh) was described as deretict in 1954
(map from 1913/1314 | ocal Govemment Board Inguiry inte Dublin Housing conditions
repraduced in Jacmta Peurdy Dublin slums, 1800-1925: a study in urban geography
(Qubhn 1908) p 171), although a portion of ils 19th-santury fagadg remaing to the frst

“floor at ther frant. Nos 18 & 19 were recordad as being in ruins in the 1911-1915 valua-

tian records Mo 19 recardad as baing In riins in the 1911 census. There were no in-
surance claims made for eitiver 18 or1@ afler the fRising, both being in ruins.

Mame Slreet and environs confinue to deteriorate in slatus throughaut tha 20th
cenhiry, and syslematic plans for ifs archilectral revival, dala hack as early as the
18308, when Iha then Dubln Corporalion invited an American academic, Professor
Abrahiams 1o devise plans for ils rewival Abrahams was disinissive of what he refered
to as lhe "small.ccale pediling” which made up the majority of buzinesses tn ihe west
of Moore Slrast in cm%n:_m_m He suggested the replacemant of these seemingly lows
qrade streats by laige depaiiment slores, with car-parking areas Some thirdy 1o frly
years Ialer all of this was hegun. The houses, lanes and streels hetween Cale's Lane
and Moore Stieel were cleared batwean ¢ 1968 and 1972 The new | AC centre, rom
prising a co-operative lease and renl arrangement with Bublin Corporation was begnn
soon aflepwards  [hose of the {raders onilo Moara Sirael tirectly were given snme over
might lock uap facilities and the fruil and vegstable and fiower markels persist,

Fate Paarspn Tha heat of Dabbn reenrgenee of an histore city (Nubling 2060), 409

FA U5 #6117 Roara Sheeel Datanal Rlopument Kmisteral Consent Application — Consersalion Reped

KTt S 7097 pim 7 EIREAN

Fis 22 FR
e 2ond Fun fncoranres Clan ofees [ef damage ie biotdnge was conrecfrafed amund Leer Sarkube Sloeno!
fprarcanl fing O el Sfreat) anrd tha iver (Hengy Shreat) sid vf (fanie Sfeeet

Some of the second-hand clolkes dealars were also given nidmantary premises facing anl-
Pamell Stieel The run-down and dull fagade of this shapping eenira now makas up mush of tha
weslern half of the strerl The 18h-century appearanca and 18th-century rity grain of the shieat

ia slill valiarttly bui only partially preserved nn Ihe eastern side, where Mos 14 17 are Incalad







Department of Housing
criticises Moore Street plan

OLIVIAKELLY
Dublin Editor

The extent of demolition on
Moore Street and Henry
Street planned as part of the

_5.5-acre “Dublin Central” de-.
velopment is “unnecessary”“

and “unwarranted”, the De-
pnnmcmn'l‘ll:msinghas said.
UK property group Hamm-

erson is seeking permission of significance.

for a mixed retail, office and
residential scheme on the
large northinner ¢ity block for-
merly known as the Carlton
site, parts of which havelainva-
cant and derelict for more
than 40 years.

The site, which stretches
west from (’Connell Street 10
Moore Street, and north from
Henry Streetto Parnell Street,
is to be developed under six
geparate planning applica-
tions. The first three applica-
tions, which focus on Moore
Streetand Henry Streetandin-
clude residential, hotel, retail,
restaurant and café and cuktur-
aluses, were lodged with Dub-
lin City Council last month.

While Hammerson propos-
as the retention of a number of
buildings in its ownership on
both streets, significant demo-
lition across the site is
planned.

In a submission to the cout-
¢il the Department of Housing
said the “extent of demolition
ofall or partofthese twoterrac-

es of early-20th century puild-  so-called ‘permeability” in the
,—-——"’-’
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street block is, in the depart-
ment’s opinion unnecessary,”
it said.

“Dublin has a tradition of
arched openings within terrac-
es of buildings which allows

ings is unwarranted”. The de-
partmentis responsible for the
National Monument buildings
14-17 Moore Street, which are
due to be developed separately
as a 1916 Rising Commemora-

tive Cenire, permeability at street level
However, it said, the  whilst maintaining the integri-
post-1916 buildings on Moord{ ty of the terrace and retaining

now  the building fabric at the up-
also perfloors.”

The adaptation and reuse of

existing buildings “should be

<ireet and Henry Street,
almost 100 years old, were

‘ The extent of considered a more sustainable
I-molition option than the demolition
B demolition and construction of new ones,”
of all or part it said. —
of these two “The department believes
terraces 2 that many of the landmark

buildings on this site arc capa-
bleof refurbishment and adap-
4. tation and recommends that¥
the planning authority should
“These are fine buildings off consider whether an alterna-
their time, form an impertant] tive design of the redevelop-
part of the urban streetscape ment of this site wouid allow
of the city centre and appear to for the retention and sensitive
be largely intact both internal=l adaptation for reuse of signifi-

unwarranted

| S

ly and externally. They also'} cantexisting SITDCIUTES.” s
have historical significance as The council planners had
art of the reconstruction of been due to issue a decision on
ublin City immediately after the application this week, but
he Easter Rising of 1916,” it it is expected they will ask
dded. Hammerson to review aspects
It raised particular concern of their plans.
about plans to demolish num-  While several business and
ber 38 Henry Street, which tourism organisations, includ-
Hammerson proposes to con- ing Failte Ireland are support-
vert into a new passageway ing the scheme, large numbers
into the site. of objections have been lodged
“The proposed demolition by politicians, 1916 relatives’
of no 38 Henry Street to create  groups, and Moore Street busi-

5 °\ 527/7 / ¥
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DECISION.

Refuse Permission on the Basis of the Reasons and Considerations set
out below.

REASONS AND CONSIDERATIONS

1 I is considered that the proposed destruction of the internal lane network and
construction of new streets and public spaces of excessive proportions, width and
exposure, especially at the junctions on the Upper O’Connell Street and Henry
Street frontage would radically change the existing street hierarchy and grid like
layout of linear streets and lanes within the area and the historic context of the
GPO and Nos. 14-17 Moore Street, monuments which stand registered under the
National Monuments Acts, 1930 — 2004.  As a result the proposed development
would fail integrate into the established pattern and context of the north central
city and would therefore be seriously injurious to the amenities and contrary to the
proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

2. The site which is located almost entirely within the O’Connell Street Area and
Environs Architectural Conservation and contains a large number of protected
structures and a high quality of design in context with the architecture of the
surroundings is required. Having regard to:

the architectural composition and integrity of the existing buildings at 37
to 41 Henry Street and 1-9 Moore Street in the streetscape, the demolition
in entirety of which is proposed;

the form, footprint, height and detailed design of the proposed iconic
building and roof top park and observation areas, especially the glazed
screen to each side of the sloping roof garden and the elevation onio
Moore Street;

the large scale above parapet fagcade and unbroken horizontality of the
canopy and the large scale facade above the parapet line adjoining the
upper fagade of the Carlton cinema over the entrance to the anchor store
and the wide opening and prominent exposure of the public plaza onto tie
street, the double height glazing on the proposed new facades and, the
lack of engagement with the well defined continuity in the architectural
articulation on existing facades to be retained on the Upper O’Connell
Street frontage, the proposed development would result in undue
fragmentation of the architectural, cohesion, continuity and integrity of
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the streetscapes and would be visually dominant and obtrusive from
various vantage points.

As a result the proposed development would be seriously injurious to the
visual amenities of the area and the context and setting of the protected
structures on Upper O'Connel! Street, and would fail to maintain and enhance
the architectural character and integrity of the architectural conservation area.
The proposed development would therefore be contrary to the proper planning
and sustainable development of the area.

JANE DENNEHY
Senior Planning Inspector
June, 2009.
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ill to turn Moore€

OLIVIAKELLY
Sublin Correspondent

A historical quarter, along the
Tines of the Temple Bar cultural
quarter, should be developed
on Moore Street, according to
Fianna Fail
The party has published a
Bill to regenerate and preserve
the entire street and its sur-
rounding lanes, and notjust the
National Monument buildings
at 14 10 17 Moore Street.
Minister for Arts and Herit-
age Heather Humphreys last
week announced the Govern-
.+ eandd huv the buildings,

the last head
leaders of the 1916 Rising,

quarters of the

have put forward
Number 16 Moore Street was hensive and ap-
the location where the decision
was taken to surrender on Sat-
pril 29th, 1916.

declared a national

monumentin2007 by

a more compre
propriate pla
thebirthplace

wruly recognised for its signifi-

ofthe Republicis

11 see the entire

e, buthasbeen

Fianna Fail coun
aid the Govern-
ment's plans wer

«The Government plan

report on the plan
on irishtimes.com

Moore Street ared redeveloped
and the historical and econonl-
ic significance of the site pre-
served.”

Most of the sireet is owned
by Chartered Land, the compa-
ny of Dundram shopping cen-
tre developer Joe (rReilly,
which has planning permission
for a shopping complex on a
9 7 hectare site stretching from
the former Carlton cinema on
(rConnell Street o Moore
Street.

While planning permission
was granted for the develop-
ment, known as Dublin Cen-
tral, in 2010, no work has start-

[}

ed and a spokeswoman for
Chartered Land said the
scheme was “on hold pending a
recovery in the Irish economy’.

The company’s property on
the street, inchuding the Nation
al Monument buildings, are in
the control of Nama.

Compulsorypu rchase
The Fianna Fail Bill contains
provisions which would allow
the compulsory purchase of the
sites by the State to ensure the
preservation, renewal, restora-
tion or redevelopment of the
street.

Patrick Cooney of the Save

/—PIIN

street into next Temple Bar

the WNational Monument at
Moore Street lacks vision and
does not do justice 10 the sur-

= Senator Darragh O'Brien
speaking at the launch of
Fianna Fail's proposal for the
regeneration of Moore Street.
PHUTOGRAPH CONOR MCCABE

16 Moore Street Committee
said he supported Fianna Fail's
plans.

“The Government plans only
to protect the National Monu-
ment buildings, and alter
14 years campaigning | think
this was a given, and to be hon-
est we aren’t impressed with
that. This Bill goes much fur-
ther.”






Preservation Omder No. 01 of 2007, National Monumental at No's
14-17 Moore Street, Dubiin 1.

Consent issued by the Minister for Arts Heritage and Gaeltacht
under Section 14 of the National Monuments Act 1930, as amended
by Section 5 of the National Monuments (amendments} Act 2004,

"% April 2014
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umwmm&mwmm&mmmﬁmmmwmmmm
m&mmmmmﬁo(Wbreuhammmm.mmﬁm.m.m
trhthﬁzgearﬂGmﬂadﬂMﬁMZﬂﬂmﬁmﬂgﬁszﬁhmﬁsMam
works that are not considered necessary for #he preservation of the National Memwment. The following
documents were also reviewed;

o The sections of the Environmental knpach Statement prepared by Shafiey Associates Architects
on hehalf of Chartered Land dated December 2012 submitted to the Depariment of Arts, Hertage
and the Gaeltacht

= The revised documents prepared by Shaffrey and Associates in response to Minister Deenihans
fetier of 16/0T/2013.

¢ TI O Connor and Associzies Civi and Struciural Consulling Engineer Environmental Impact
Statemen dated the §1/1 172012

a Wmmmﬂmmmmﬂmmwmﬁ

An inspection took place of the Nasional Monument on Moore Street on 1% April 2014 for the purpose of
mmmwmmmmmmammam&mm
mmmmmmmhmmmmmmmmm
mmmmm,mc«mmmn,c&gm

Newly Discovered Cellars

No 83 Moore Lane are located in the rear gardens of 15/16 Moore Street and are within the beundary of the
National Monument.

4

. Mewdy Discovered
Lt —3 14 Basements
AL
M o 16 .
0;!12 .; L] \ Na9 MOORE
L\ No 15 LANE
No 8

Frp 1- Location of Newly Discovered Ceilars

Mmmwmmmmwmummgmmmwmwmwmmmm&m
msrﬁmmmmamdmﬁmmaﬂmmmmnm
learufMMom’eStmetﬂPieen&etuﬁtgrenmmtH'meviiedthatt!ﬁsm:stﬂdﬂmldhgispm1916.

mmmm:wmmmgmam,mmmdmmmt
(mmmmammyawmmm.mmremmmmm
m{mm@mmemmmmwmmmmmnﬂmmm
under the concrete fipor of the now demolished buidings No's 8-9 Moore Lane. The basement is five bays
mmmmm-mmsmmmm-mmmm
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comesponding with each bay. The span of the beams s halved with concrete coksms. The condition of the
m&mmmmmmamammauywmmmmmsbmwmm
some considerabla ime ago.

£1g 1: Stairs to Newly Discovered Cellar

Fig 2: Internal View of Celiars

Although 14 Movre Streel Is wifhin the National Monoment, the cellar befund # 5 not within the National
Monument and is not a protected sirucire despile being of an idenfical consinscBon o That coniaived within
the National Monument. However as iis existence was not kwown abouwt, it could not harve been proeciEd.

HawmgPmmhashanrmﬁedmﬁmdmemm'!8.?mdeephasemeum-wjﬂzin
&0Dmm of the gables of No's 14 and 17 and within 3m of the back fine of the Bulidings Mo. 15 and 16. The
deep basements are designed to provide two levels of retail units with two levels of car parking under fhem.
However to nsiall e planned works it will be necessary that the cellar behind 13/14 Moore Street must he
removed.
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N¢ Moore Street.

mm@mﬁmdmmmmimammmmmmatmmmm
mammwﬂsma&smnsmmmmem!mmmmm
ondy. Wemmmiwmmmmmmmm

o National Monument form Henry Place.

Hshrk:dRemxxﬁSskmthataﬁerﬂeehgﬁmmeGPOtheVouﬂeersgamed access o No 10 Moore Street
viaawirﬂowon!hei—lemyﬁaceelevaﬁmafﬁistm]dmg.ﬂvewhduwwasbmkenmnmfonnadmropenmg
maccnmmodamthekamenumberoﬂfwrmersmmmg. This opening is visible inday.

mmmmmmmmmwmmmeHm a shared flat
roof at first floor level. From No 11 ibmmmMizmmmmmmmhm
mm_ﬁmmmm12!13Momesueetaﬁepostiﬁiﬁba@d§fngs,hmveritiseuideE$anan
mmmmmmmmmmmmasmm.mmmwamnhas
been replaced. HEMEMCMMademﬁedexmﬁmﬁoanﬁedmtdﬂmehﬂdhgsmdetmm
ﬁveeﬂerﬂofpreﬂﬁebnwﬂsttmts&ﬂemmmdelmmebcaﬁmdmmbeiweenmese
biﬂaﬁngs.ﬂieapefﬁrgbetweenm13’14iswefyevidemmm14-

-Misc-002 Page 5of 7
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wwed&mwlmmmmtisbdgedm
to remove the newly discovered cellars outside the Nationat
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the Reoord of Protected Stractures
Kefy and Cogan Architects August 31™ 2016

DRAFT

DESCRIPTION OF THE URBAN BLOCX:

Part 1: Morphology and Origins:
The Moore Estale:

Simms and Brady” describe in detail the process by which development of Moore Street took place.

The lands form part of the Mediaeval St Marys Abbey which, following confiscation were granted in
1619 to Garrett Moore. The Moore family names are still remembered in Henry Street, Earl Street,
msmmwsmxmmmmmmmmdmuummm
ﬁwwayofdewbpnmnwasmeuidememﬂaatamaatmeiauermdafﬂaeﬂ*mmmgn.

X ?‘._-4 . ““‘: .
bJ%La;ﬁ'ﬁy'.“? =
Figure 1 — Frands Place - & Wiew of the City

Pearson states “that while the Moores {later to become Earls
of Drogheda) adapted part of St Mary’s Abbey for their own
e that it was not until the early 18™ century that they
capitalised on their holdings by laying out the estate for
bullding puposes.

Hotwithstanding that statement, some level of development
is in evidence on Brookings Map of 1728 {fig 2}, which would

! publin Through Space and Time, Simms A and Brady |, 2001-39
2 The Heart of Dublin, Pearson P, 2000: 506




Moare Street, Henry Place and Moore Lane Assessment of Structures for the Proposed Addition to
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Kelly and Cogan Architects August 317 2016
suggest that at that date a profo —sireetscape was beginning to emerge.

This is not supported however on the 1756 Jobhn
Roque Map which shows a significantly bess
developed streetscape and much of the area shown
as devedoped on Brookings 1728 image is
represented as “Brickfields” as can be seen from the
accompanying overlay mmage (fig 3).

A guestion obviously arises as to the aoccuracy of
Brookings map and whether or not the insertion of
development at the street-line was conjectural given
the later depiction of the same street frontage on
Rogue as being ‘Brickfields’.

It is conceivahble that this is indeed the case and fttle
in the way of registry of deed information is aveilable
o indicate otherwise. Similarly, Francis Place in 1658
shows some development at the approximate
focation of Lower Moore Street abutting what would
become More Lane but nothing north of that location
on the Upper Roore Street alignment.

On the other hand the surrounding area had becosme
wrbanised to a visible degree on Brooking, who also
cewrectly locates the former Gregg Street (later
Sackville L2ne then O'Rahilly Parade) and Bunting
Lane {fater Henry Place} and shows beth connecting
directly ta an undeveloped Drogheda Street.
Development in the vicinity of Drogheda Street and
Martborough Street is fargely comrectly shown on
Brookings 1728 image, so there is a strong possibility
that some degree of ad hoc development had taken
place along Moore Street between 1700 and 1728 which was swept away in the course of the
developments of the 1750's by Luke Gardiner.

in terms of urban form, the Brookig map also Hiustrates new departure m town planning, namely
that the new streets on the Moore Lands and other estates such as Aungier and Jervis, have
acnuired a rational grid form in strong conirast to the narrow and winding streets of the old town
and Simms and Brady” point to the similarities with the private estates of London at the same time

By mid century Moore Street / Drogheda Street were at the centre of a signficant matrix of
speculative designed development as seen in Sinms and Brady's map iusirating spheres of
influence of private landlords in 187 century Dublin fig 4*

* Dublin Through Space and Tine, Simms A and Brady }, 2001: 89
“ pubiin Through Space and Time, Siimms A and Brady J, 2001: fig 23
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Figure 4 —Spheres of Influence of Private Landionds i the 18th century

The Gardiner Esiate:

{n 1714, Luke Gardiner acquired significant land holdings north of the Liffey which had previously

been in the ownership of St Mary's Abbey.

in 1749, his son, Lord Mountioy
{the second 1k Gardiner)
purchased a portion of the
the Moore Street fands and the
old Drogheda Street and
proceeded to re-develop the
latter by the demolition of
Drogheda Sireet norih of Henry
Sireet, widening it into a

: rectangwlar Majl, 1050 fi long
- prd 150 ft wide as can be seen
in fig 5, in a process described




Moore Street, Henry Place and Moore Lane Assessment of Structures for the Proposed Addition to
the Record of Prorected Structures

Kefly an Cogan Architects August 317 2016
i geater detail and context by McCutlogh®.

By the late 18" tentury the Gardiner Family had developed or re-developed much of the older
Moore Estate bi the immediate vicinity, with only the more peripheral Moore developments of the
1670's— 1720's surviving the wholesale re-planning of this quarter ffigure 6}

-h“q: TETT - TN, peita ior
Cardiner mvolemen?
Area developed and baoiit @p by the Gardiners

Bl o =
[ Jwsr.emm
Bl -rm

25m S0Om
'3 L 4 ') L L

1 Cusiom tieuse 2 Lying i hespini 3 Chasiemont House
Betveders House § Tempie House § Barbhorech Hoose

Figure & - The Gardiner Estate - Late 181k Century — E Sheridan

Kuch of the Moore Street development appears to date from this period on the same model of
development procured ekewhere by Gardiner:

Pearson® describes that process as being one whereby Gardiner himself laid out and designed the
Mall but mdividual sites were leased out to bricklayers, carpenters and builders who developed
them and izased them on a speculative basis.

Formn'q:h:—ls-.'l?lﬂame Street were built by Joseph Ryan, a Dublin merchant between june
1759 and July 1760 on three adjpoining plots each of 20 foot width acquired from Charles Gardiner
Esq, the son and heir of Luke Gardiner, senior, for Bves renewable forever,

* Dablin An Urban History, McCullogh N, 2™ Ed 2007 114
© The Heart of Dublin, Pearson P, 2000: 394
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Ryanwas a deveioperramerﬂmnamiﬁerandisremrﬂedmﬁmeleassasataibrbyhade,
hawever other members of the Ryan family were plasterers and painters and possible building
contraciors for these houses, incude George and fohn Darley who deveioped no. 14 Moore Street
on foot of a lease from Gardiner dated October 1758,

No. 13 was built by John Dowling, brick-layer, on a 21 foot plot acquired from Charles Gardiner also
mn October 1758,

Part 2 Historic Built Form Of Moore Street:
The house types erected from 1750 on appear to have followed 2 more or less generic paitem.

No's. 14, 15, 16 and 17 Moore Street have previously been the subject of survey and recording asa
part of the Chartered Land Planning appﬁcaﬁonandpmentmedmﬁcaﬁonofmemaﬂgerm
form of the original street blodk.

1t is clear from the survey floor plans submitted with the Chartered Land planning application that
ms,ﬁ,lﬁandl?m&maﬁeammegeneﬁcmmmm*mmhnmeplan,mnplete
with comer fireplaces and doset retums.

in saction and stair detail, these tivee howses conformn io precedents elsewhere, with the sole
emepﬁouﬂwtmeremnsmtmmmmammmmﬂm roof structures.

The cruciform roof had been a defining characteristic of the gabled house tradition in ithe early 18th
century, but declined int importance by the mid 1730s and examples such as ne. 20 Molesworth
Street feature the crucionm roof element only on the chimney side of the house.

in later houses this cross element, abtting the central chimney stack became furthey reduced sisch
ﬁwatitsﬁdgembngeralignedwﬂhﬂaepﬁnawfwntmmm,so it is perhaps not
wmﬁﬁng&atmﬂshﬁmmmﬂudedinl?ﬁﬁmwhmmﬁﬁehmmdmmm
to the roof.

The fioor plan of no. 14 is distinct from that of the adjoining Ryan terrace houses in that the rear
retum humﬂtedafdﬂﬁbadcmammfemaﬁm;ﬂambemmapairofmm
feature became pommon in the 1770s and is found primarily in the north Georgian district.

Modest houses of this type were developed
! by George & John Darley on the lower end
¥ of Dominick Street in the 1760s, one of

= which was sold on completion to Francis
Ryan, painder.

| The assertion in the Charterad Land EIS that
the existing haif-hipped” roof to the front is
‘original’ is ceriainly open to guestion given
o the extent 1o which this featwre has long
been recognised as a characteristic
intervention by which originally gable-
fronted houses were modified well into the
early 20th cermiury.

e T

Figure 7- Mitchell, Flora - Okd House in Moore Street - 1955
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There is some evidence that the enfire terrace was originally gahble-fronted in an chiique aerisl
photograph taken by ihe Irish independant and widely reproduced in later publications showing no.
13 retaining an open pedimented gable.

Swndarly fragmentary remains of gable frontages are visible on no 14 and a full reid 18" century
arvilinear Dutch” Gable on no 13 in drawings by Flora Mitchel! of 1955 {figure 7} and fragmentary
gables (which silt survive] on no's 14 and 17 in photographic images from 1959 {figureg8 ).

The hipped roof of no 13 remains visible behind a modern brick reconstructed fagade in the
photograph at fipre 8

Figure £ - Dublin City Council Video Archives - Moore Street - 1955
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The development of built form can be seen in the relevant Map images:

Morphology in 1756:

Rmpe’sﬂ%map(ﬁglmg}sinwsiitﬂeoﬂhedevehpmntfmmMid'!wasmemergennﬁaeaast
side of Moore Street.

_i However two plan forms are
.~ wisible on the west side of the

* Street between Greeg Street the
Nort hand Bunting Lane ta the
seuthwest side of the street,
separated by open “orchand”
~ {ands.

t To the norih, a terrace of 6
" houses of uniform width and

South of Bunting Lane, on the

wask side of the Sireet fies a mix
i of house types, differing in plot
& width and depth and of mixed
plan form, two incorporating

doset returns but the remainder
Iacking such retums
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Morphology in 1773:

Bemard Scade’s 1773 amendment of Roque’s Plan {figure 10) shows Gardiner’s developiment of the
weest side of Moose Street as completed at that date and represents a3 snapshot of plan and urban
form changes which have taken place in the intervening 19 years.

Scale shows the built form on the
west side of the Street and south
¥ of Henry Place unaitered.

However the Old Brick Fields
seen on Regue’s 1756 Map have
now heen fully developed with
= the completion of 7 new house
¢ plots on Great Britain Street to
the North and 16 new house
2 plots between the newly named
i Sackville Lane (extension of
Greeg Street) and Off Lane
2 (extension of Bunting Lane) on
: the west side of the Sireet.

2 In addition a total of 6 new

& terraced houses have been built
to either side of Sackville Lane at
:  its abutment with the newly

. named Old Brickfield Lane and an
* indeterminate structure{s)
plats of no’s 21-23, further south
and accessed by a narrow un-
named lane across which a2 row
of 4 werehouse or mews
structwres has been developed.

. All bar two of the Moore Street
SRR TR, V" Plots (no's 11 and 20) show
Figure 10 - Bernard Scale - Amendment to Rogque's Map - 1773 Mews or Warchouse

development to the rear

L T S
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accessed from the Old Brickfield Lane.

The Plot widths shown ace largely uniform, however plan form is not, with some houses represented
as having rear closet retiens and others shown with fist rear facades.

in addiiion, some houses, notably, those occupying the plots of no’s 10, 13, 12 and 25 show
projecting flat rear facades stepping beyond the generic rear fagade line.

it should be noted however that Rogue’s mapping convention was to show onfy development
footprint at ground level and that Scale is probabiy following this convention in which case he may
be recording covered in spaces {at ground level) adjacent to dloset returns as Rogue was also known
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10 have done. This would concur with profiles shown on later more detailed mapping which will be
discussed separately.

Of greater concern s the absence of return on a number of struchures which are present in later
plans and inchuding 15 and 16 Moore Street, while 17 and its reciprocal return on 18 are bath shown.
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Adorplology in 1847-

The 1847 5 ft to | mile Ordnance Sirvey sheet {figure 11) presents a high level of detail of both
ancilfary and primary development form within the block and shows a significant encroachment of
warehouse [ industrial / stable use into rear garden space. Rear doset retumns are dearly visible in
raspect of no’s 11, 12, 13, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21 and 23.

No's 19 and 20 alone retzin their reer gardens, which are shown in the convention nommally utifised

Ei

-E
igure 11 - 1847 5 ft to 1 mile 05 Sheet
o



Mmsmgmmmmunemntofsmfmﬂm Proposed Addition 10
the Record of Protected Struclures
Kelly and Cogan Archilects August 317 2016
Maorphology in 1853
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returns are clearly visible in respect of no’s 11,32, 13, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23 and 24.
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The ‘White House” Is now dearly visihle on the smal! laneway titled Moore Lane o the south of
Heswy Place as one of six similar plot stze buildings, three each to either side of that lane.

Mo 10 Moore Street s indicated as Tenanted over’.

No 21 Moore Steet is atso indicated as being in use at ground level as a ‘Grocery’. The laneway to
rear accessed from Moore Lane and which on previous Maps show indeterminate development is
shown in greater detail and the developments to either side are identified as “Stables”.

No 21 Moare Sireet is not indicated as having a spedific use although the mews butlding to the rear
s identified as Stables’.

It is dear from this map that the original configuration of the rear return dloset to no 24 (and other
buildings) has been altered by the addition of further structure forming a secondary retinm.

©¥Briens Bottling Stores to the rear of 10 Moore Street are shows in 2 rough plan form sub-divided
into three parts and finking internatly {conjoined) imto the rear mews behind no 11 Moore Street.

The O'Brien Mineral Water Building an the corner of Henry Place Is clearly seen and its ground level
plan arrangement is also shown . & is indicated as a substantial premises crossing 5 plot widths {co-
aligning with those to the rears of 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 Moore Street. And the full width of the respondent
houses at 34, 35 and 36 Henry Street. The ktternzi amangements mapped suggest a series of mews
struchures ‘Tsolated” from their original houses and nkad o one another by ad hoc doorways within
party boundary watls.
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Muorphology in 1508:

The 1907-1908 Ordnance Survey Sheet {figure 13} shows similar levels of development at that date

to the GOAD map.

Boundaries remain unchanged from the earlier mayp and building profiles dlosely match those
indicated on the more detailed GOAD map.
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Part 2: Site Specific Information:

The purpose of the site specific mapping exercise is the location of the subject properties relevant to
the available historic mapping of the area for verification and comparison.

As a point of departure, an extract from the John Roque 1756 Map of the City of Dublin {figure 14} is
used to indicate locations for each of the relevant buildings, highlighted on that map and numbered
1 1o 5, which are then discossed in further detail individually by reference to mapping and other
records.

The 1756 image is chose as it represents a verifiable point in time at which only one site {that of the
O’ Brien Mineral Water Building] had been developed and shows the receiving environment into
which the majority of the subject properties were developed some 3 years later.

Charles Brooking’s map of 1728 shows development present on the site of Moor Street at that date,
however the nature of that development (if it is correctly represented) cannot be verified from his
map and Rogues 1756 map shows that the subject lands deared for development.

e
agE <
F 2
-~
- - -

Figure 14 - Map of the City of Dablin [Extract - lohn Rogue - 1756

The subject properties are located on that map as follows:

10 Moore Street

20-21 Mgorne Street

O Briens Boitling Stores, Moore {ane, to rear of 10 and 11 Moore Street
The "White House” on Heruy Place

O’Briens Mineral Water Building on Henry Place

RN
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1. 10 Moore Street:
Description;
Note: Bounded to the rear by the OFBrien Bottling Stores {3.)

A two bay, Red brick fagade facing onto Moore Street in ‘Flemish’ bond with weather-struck cement
pointing and incorporating vertical % radius dircular comer ‘special’ brick at the southern abutment
with the side gable wall facing onto Henry Place which is finished in “English Garden Wall' bond in
yeliow Dublin Stock brick. The front facing onto Moore Street is “steeped’ back from the building line
by approximately 450mim. The rear fagade facing east onto Moore Lane is cement rendered and a
haif landing window is blocked up in concrete block.

Granite dlls and copings to front and rear.

Siated pitched double A roof behind a raised brick parapet, incorporating blue siates of
indeterminate type and with blue diay ridge cappings with ridge running east to west. To rear the
roof projects onto a projecting upve gutter discharging 1o a upvc down-pipe. Roof to gable detail isa
traditional verge type configuratSion with cement o lime packing of the gap between the underside
of the stoping slate arad the topside of the gable brickwork. The eaves to rear is also a traditional
simple verge, there are no boxed eaves to either the gables or rear walls

Shop-front is modern, substantial boxing at fastia and around piers make it impossible to determine
presence or otherwise of original shop-front joinery.

Windows 1o front are inward opening timber casements incorporating derestories over a similar
type window is visible to the north of the rear fagade, two other windows at top floor and at half
tanding level are blocked up with plywood and concrete block respectively. Earlier one over one
siding sash windows are visibie in ftm Tootage from 1953 {fig 8)

The rear garden boundary waling facing east onto Henry Place runs from the rear wall to the
conjoining side wall of the ©'Brien Bottling Stores is predominantly finished in ‘English Garden Wall’
bond in yellow Dublin Stock brick with some red brick additions in the same bond at the upper 3
pourses and the insertion of a concrete cast ring beam 3 courses deep at head height
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17/56:

Site cleared / undeveloped. Earlier cohesive
street development is apparent on the opposite
side of Moore Street and Henry Place and a
matrix of streets and lanes has been established

i6
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Site developed. Showing at ground level a

| atypical trapezeidal plan in L’ format

| incorporating a wider than normal {for the
period} rear retum.

The rear garden is clearly visible and boundaries
in masonry delineated.

A mews structure is apparent facing onto Moore
Lane and occupying half of the width of the rear
garden suggestive of a carviage entrance 1o the
rear garden heing maintained.

1247
The detailed 1847 S map shows:

A rafled "Area’ on the street frontage 2t ground
jevel with a delineated walkway leading to a
front door.

A rafted area to the rear of the house is also
visible in the surviving portion of the rear
garden.

The front fagade wall is shown recessed from the
street-line by approximately 17t 6"

Alterations at grossnd level comprising the filling
in of the rear retum void' and the development
of the rear garden indusive of a new elongated
retusm at ground leved along the length of the
south boundary wall.

A yard has been formed to rear leading into an
industrial or warchouse type streciure it in
the rear garden and numbered separaiely as no
14 Henry Place.

i7
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1891
The 1891 revision of the 1847 0S map shows:

2“-‘ The railed ‘Area’ on the street frontage at
. 381 | ground level has now been removed.

/ i % | Asmall projection, possibly a WC, is visible an
D the rear of the house.

22 | Arailed area 1o the rear of the house remains
but the surviving portion of the rear garden has
N Ebmﬁnﬂtersxbd‘nided,pmbab&tnﬁﬂh
ZA  Cs | Separate the shed struciure numbered 14 Hemry
2 ;r % | Place.

2 m addition steps have been introduced in that
" | rear garden suggesting some changes to ground
levels.

The rear returmn along the boundary wall of the
rear garden with Henry Place has now
disappeared.

| The front facade wall recess-line is not visible.

I

1893:

By 1893 the rear sub-divisions with the shed unit
o the rear garden have been removed.

There is no indication of a front area. This
feature appears to have been filled in.

18
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‘ " | The 1908 05 sheet show that little change has

1 taken piace since 1893, however it is notable
that the rear ‘garden’ has now been further sub-
divided into three separate parts and that the
indicated as no 14 has novr been visibly sub-

divided.

its neighbour at no 11

| Again, no front “areas’ are visible and the front
wall is incorrectly shown as aligning with that of

Recorded Ocoupency and Uise:
(Note: Entries to mercantile use pnly unless otherwise stated) B
Date: | Use and Doouporncy: Source:
— = =

1802 | Linen Draper —Anne Ball Watsons Gentlernans and Citizens Almanack 1802
1803 | iinen Draper — Anne Ball Wilsons Dublin Directory 1803 N
1812 | No Mercantile Entry | Watsons Gentlemans and Citizens Almanack 1812 |
1855 | Rotunda Charitable Sodety of Treble Almanack 1815

the Sick and Indigent

Roomkeepers Associabon

Divisional President — Thomas

Rooney )
1818 | Smith and farvier — Thomes Watsons Gentlemans and Citizens Almanack 1818
1821 | Smith and Farrier — Thomas Waisons Gentlernans and Giiizens Almanack 1871
|| Rooney . ]
1232 | Rotunda Charitable Soriety of Watsons Gentlemans and Citizens Almanack 1832

the Sick and Indigent

Roomkeepers Association

Divisional President — Thomas

Rooney
1834 | lames Mulligan - Attorney Pettigrewy and Oulton’s Dublin Almanack 1834 |
1240 | James Mulligan ~ Attarmey Pettigrew and Oulton’s Dublin Almanack 1840

Michael Williamson - Attorney
1842 | James Mulligan — Attomey Pettigrew and Dulton’s Dublin Almanack 1842

Fdward Lowther — Cork

Manufacturer -
1862 | Laurence McNulty - Pawnbroker | Thom's Dublin Directory 1862

19
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Imtevior Noles:
NONE; OWNERS HAVE REFUSED ACCESS FOR INSPECTION
Bew: | Locestion: Description: -

Assessment of No 10 Moore Street:

The plan, form and ayout of no 10 Maoore Street remain remarkably consistent fram the 1773 Scale
Edition of Roques Map through to the comemporary 05 sheets.

Based upon external visual assessment, the main body of the asiding as seen from Moore Lane and
Henty Place inclusive of the gable facade facing onto the kane-way appears to date from the late 18"
century and the masonry construction and roof configuration seen from the rear is consistent with
this dating..

The front brick fagade facing onto Moore Street is nat, we believe, of 18™ century vintage. Instead,
based upon an examination of the buslding brick and the detailing of the moulded corner at the
abuiment of More Street with Henry Place we are of the opinion that this fagade dates from the mid
19" century. This afteration is probably post 1847 as the 1847 OS sheet shows a rafted front area and
‘briclge” or step access 1o the front door of the then house. The 1891 amendment to that 0S sheet
dearly however, shows that this feature did not sunvive into the 1890s.

This replacement of front facades onto earfler built fabric is much more common than is normally
appreciated. In much 18™ century construction the brick bond between front and side walls is not
significant, the nature of the floor construction makes it relatively straightforward to prop and
temporarily support and the ceflular integrity of the buildings is usually only marginally affected by
removal and replacement of a front wall

The obvious question however is as io why a bullding owner would go to such lengths. The answer
probably lies m the character of the facade. No 10 was dearly in residential and offtce use for much
of is history with Attorneys predominating np to 1342. By 1862 however the building housed a
pawnbrokers a more ‘commercial’ entity involving a greeaer degree of interaction with the general
publbc.

We would hypothesise that the change brought abowt to the fagade was to facilitate the mstaliation
of a shop front across the width of the building at some point in the mid 19 century. Re-building a
fagade in these circumstances may have proven a simpler option than temporarily pinning and
propping the uaiding frontage while inserting a wide timber bressumer bean beneath to support a
facade over a new shop-front

We would provisionally (pending internal examénation of plan form and detail} date the main body
of this building on that basss to 1773 (the date of Scale’s Map).

We would date the front fagade of the building To approximatiely 1860

Note: i has not been possitie to aceess the remaining portions of the rear lands or 1o inspect within
the curtilage and attendant lands. } is suggested that the site is defined as shown on the basis of its

original 1773 curtifage

20
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12 Moore Street — Categories of Speciad fnterest:
ienx | Category: Description of the Special Notes ‘
) fnterest:
1.0 | Amhitecuend
11 Positive contribution to The 18 century pian form of the
streetsrape and indegral part of | main body of the building as well
designed streetscape as the 19th century facade
alerations are of architectural
sigmaficance as both a surviving
part of the original Gardiner
master-plan for the Street and an
ncreasingly rare type of mid rank
mevcantite development.
1z Quality of built fabric and
survival of a significant portron
of the original external fabsic
2.8 | Historical
2.1 Historical interest by High level of Historic importance.
association with the events of
the 1216 Rising No 10 was the first building which
the Rebels entered and occupied.
The leaders of the Rising stayed
here overnight following the
evactation from the GPO and
subsequently the Revels formed
opening through the north party
wall into no 11 with the aim of
moving the evacuees the length
of the strect under shefter from
British machine gun fire.
22 Exarmpie of changes over time
30 | Archoeologicol
313 Not know
A0 Artistic
473 Kone Known
50 | Cufturod
51 Acruired cultural significance
in the context of the

21
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development of More Street
and its changing character inlo
2 Market Quarler since
inception

52 The assodation of the building
with the "Sick and Indigent
i Roomkeepers Association’ is of
- minor significance
&0 | Scientific
61 None Known
|70 | Technioof
7ai Not Known
890 | Socal
81 Through its setting as a part of
the Moore Street Street
market area
Recormmendation:

On the basis of cur investigations, we are of the opinion that no 30 Moore Street is of Architecturai,
Historical, Cultural and Social “Spedal kiterest’.

We therefore recomunend that the budiding is added to the Record of Protected Structures.

We also recomunend seeking future access to determine the internal layout and detail of this

building.
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2. 20 - 71 Moore Street:

" n

Matched and paired two bay red brick fagades facing onio Moore Street in ‘Flemish’ bond with
weather-struck cement pointing. The rear fagade has not to date been accessible for inspection,
however contemporary aerial photography shows a rendered pair of two bay facades .

Granite cills are visible to the front at second floor level. Those to first floor level are obscured by
signage. The coping o the Mooie Street Elevation appears to be of Granite.

Contemporary aerial photography and oblique views o no 20 from the south shows that each
building has a half-hipped pitched roof running front to back behind a raised front brick parapet,
with ridge running east to west. Roof coverings to no 20 appesr to be modem fibre cement siate,
that to ne 21 eannot be determined at this stage. To rear ihe roof projects onto a projecting gutter
discharging to a down-pipe. This form of roof is consistent with mid 18" century bullding practise.

That aerial phiotography and oblique ground level views from south also shows that no 21 has a
central ‘cormer’ type chimney stack on the south party wall, (re-built in 19™ century brick) with no 20
and a rendered chinney of configuration is visible on the south party wall of no 20 abutting no 19.
Again this is consistent with mid 18th century building practise.

The conjoined shop-front joining both properties is modem, with substantial boxing at fasda and
around piers make it impossibie to determine presence or otherwise of original shop-front joinery.

windows to froot on no 21 are 2 over 2, 19 century paitern, imber sliding sashes. No 21 has a
single projecting mid 20 century projecting timber casement window across the width of the front
facade amalgamating both original window bays at this level and icorporating timber framed
asement windows with derestories over. The window configuraiion to the rear of heth buiidings
visible from contemporary aerial photography shows each building to have a single rear window to
the rear room at each floor leve! with a single half landing window to the north

The rear gardens to both properties and the original line of Murrays Lane to rear is occupied by late
20™ century industrial fype structures

A 11100 Lammmr—=r<ad A ITERRRERAL

3% L T~
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1756

Site dearesd § undeveloped. Earlier cohesive
street development is apparent on the
opposite side of Moore Street and 3 matyix of
streets and lanes has been established

1773

Site developed. Showing at ground level a
typical square plan for no 21 without a refum
and a ‘L’ format plan for ne 20 indicative of a
rear refum.

' The rear gardens of both properties are
clearly visible and boundaries in msasonry
delineated.

Ho mews has been developed (atypically) to
the rear of no 20,

Again no mews is apparent o the rear of no
| 21 and a laneway ncorporating residential /
stable buildings (according to the Rogue

24
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hatching protocol} has been developed in the
rear halves of the gardens of no’s 21, 22and
23 [tater knowm as Murrays Court)

IR47:
The detafled 1847 0S5 map shows:

A railed ‘Area’ on the street frontage of o 21
is visible at ground level.

Alterations at ground level of no 21
comprising the insertion of an elongated vear
return to the house adjacent o the north
party boundary and the filling im of the rear
portion of the garden with 2 structure
accessed from Murrays Court {later known as
Murrays Lane}.

Alterations at ground level of no 20
comprising the insertion of an elongated rear
return to the house adjacent to the north
pariy boundary, the insertion of a structure
along the length of the remaining garden
party boundary to north approximately 3 m
deep and the filling in of the rear portion of
the garden with a stables f industrial
structure accessed from Moaore Lane.

A ganden layout has been established which is
in itself significant enough to merit
representation on the OS plan.

The space between the elongated return and
south party boundary along the length of that
return, has been in-filled at ground level

25
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The 1831 vevision to the 1847 05 map shows:

The railed ‘Area’ on the street fordage of no
21 has been removed or Hilled in.

The rear garden of no 21 has been arased and
2 sub~division of the open space has taken

| place suggestive of multiple sccupancy of no
| 21 resuiting in sub-division of this space

A hatched strochure — possibly a canopy
onverhang or ground level grile, is shown n
front of no 2.

The garden {ayout © no 20 has atso been
erased and the open space to rear of 20 has
been sub-divided in two, along the line of the
rear return, with the rear portioa partially
developed with a new sbructure along the
length of the remaining party boundary with
no 21

The space between the elongated retinn and
south party boundary along the jengih of that
return, remains in-filled at ground level.

Mo's 20 and 21 are delneatad on the map as
separate properies.

1893:
The 1893 GOAD Insurance Map shows

Mo 21 is in wse at that date and at ground
floor as a Grocery with Tenants lving abowe
the shop.

The rear portion of the Grocery {coloured in
yellow) has been amalgamated with the two
rear structures within the garden space of no
| 20 {also coloured in yellow),

dfurmay's Count 1o the rear of Mo 21 i dearly
¥ use a5 a stable lane with all structures
described as stables on this map and internal
sub-divisions dearly delineated.

Mo 20 is not designated as having a specific
use category, this and the fact that they are

%
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treated as a single entity on pian with no 21
and the fact that the rear garden structures
are conjoined with the structures to the rear
of no 21 suggests that amalgamation
hetween the twe properties has occurred at
this date.

The mews type structure to the rear of no 20,
accessed from Moore Lane is described as
Stables and Stores and as can be seen from
this map, it & accessible from the rear garden
kands of o 20 as well as from the Laneway

1908

| The 1908 OS sheet shaw that Fitle change has

taken place since 1893, however it is notable
that no’s 20 and 21 are now represented as a

Skin (Esizblished 1818 the first
of its kinWd in the British Empire)

single entity without separation.
Recorded Oooupancy ond Use: ]
| Dente: l.!sem#Ocupﬂncr' : Source: ’ _ )
i = . P

| 1783 No Merchant Record | Watsons Dublin Almanack
I3 | No 22 Moove Street | Wilsons Dublin Directory 1303

iinen Draper —Anne Ball
1821 | No 20 Moore Street Watsons Gentlemans and Citizens Almamack 1821

David kreland, Registrar, Dublin

nfirmary for Diseases of the

No 20 Moore Street
DPublin Infirreary for Culaneous
Disorders

Ko 21 Moore Street
Catherine teonard - Upholsterer

Pettigrew and Oulton’s Dublin Almanack 1834
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1340 | No 20 Moore Street
Edward Delamy - Victualler

Mo 21 Moore Street
| William Clarke - Upholsterer

Pettiprew and Oulton's Dublic Almanack 1834

1840 | No 20 Moore Street
Edward Daly - Victualler

No 21 Moore Strest

1862 | No 20 Moore Street
Patrick Behan - Victualler

| No 21 Moore Street
| 1 Walsh —Greengrocer

“ﬁlﬁamﬁxke—l.ipho{s_tefg(_________ o
Thom’s Dublin Direciory 1862

Pettigrew and Oulton’s Dublin Almanack 1840

imterior Notes:

NONE: OWNERS HAVE REFLISED ACCESS FOR INSPECTION

| tem: | Location: Description:

Assessment of No's 20 and 21 Moore Street:

The plan, form and fayout of no's 20 and 21 Moore Street remain remarkably consistent from the
1773 Scale Edition of Roques Map through 1o the comtemporary 05 sheets.

Based upon external visual assessment, the main body of both buildings as seen from Moore Street
appears to date from the late 18 century and the masonry eonstruction and roof configuration

visible are consistent with this dating..

No 20 Moore Street:

The front brick facade facing onto Moore Sireet is, we believe, in part at second floor level of late
zﬂ"‘mntuwdate.Thebﬁdcwmkandjoinﬁnginﬂﬁsbtaﬁankmmtemwiﬁiﬂsreighbowat
mElaMammMﬁmm&Ethmﬂaanwaﬂgm
Street. That brick appears to be a modern machine made brick and the jointing is of cement. The
patiem of ‘quoining” to the south retumn of the wall 3t parapet level into the rendered party wallis a
recent intervention suggesting significant alterations in the late 20th century at this level probably
following the demolition of the second floor of no 18 jn the late 20% .

Alterations at first fleor conjoining two bays of this fagade appear to date from the kate 20® century.
The parapet appears to have been rebuilt during the 1980s with the addition of a feature modillion’
in east cement shared across the widths of both 1o 20and 21.

The roof form and chimney stack positioning is however typical of mid 18™ century construction. The
“fromt to back” hipped profile is typical of that date.




Wemuldprwishmﬁﬁpauﬁnghtemalmnimﬁm afplanfmmanddetaiﬁthteﬁnemainbudy

of this building on that basis to 1773
aiterations appear ot have been carvied

{thedaftenfSc-aie’s Map) with the caveat that significant
ominmmmmmmm.

Wemulddatemefmntbaywimbwatﬁrstﬂonrafﬂtebuikﬁmmappmﬁmteiylﬁ.

nu:te:lt!mmtheenposﬂblemmme
ﬂiewﬂageaﬂaitendamhndsniss;ggestedﬁnt

remahingportiomofmerwtandsartoinspectwiﬂm
ﬁtesﬁebideﬁuedassimnonthebasisoﬁts

original 1773 cusiilage
20 Moore Street — Categories of Special tnterest: B
b | oty Derptonof e Specil erest____| s A
o | |
11 Positive contsibution to ';ﬂbelsﬂ‘centurvpbnfomofthes
streetscape and integrat part of !, main body of the building as well |
designed streeiscape | as the 19th century facade
| alterations are of acchitectural
’ significance as hath a surviving
| part of the original Gardinef
master—phnfnftiresn'eetand
an increasingly rare type of mid
rank mercaniie development.
\_-— —— —_——t
20 Historics!
21 Historical interest by association
with the events of the 1316 |
Rising
22 Exarapbe of changes over fime
= 3 e . ==
30 | Archoeological | !
|
I! :!
3.1 Mot known ! |
i
AL Artistic o S
413 Rone Known
58 | Cdtwod . e
51 An:qtn‘reduﬂm’a!a'gﬁﬁcameh
the context of the development
of More Street and its changing
character into a Market Quarter
sinee mcepbon




Frea—

Mooresmet,ﬂeruy?hceandﬂooremmuafsrmcuuesfmme Proposed Addition 1o
the Record of Protected Structures

___ Kelly and Cogan Architects Auvpust 31% 2016

Sigrificant culttural interest as

52 from its assodations in 1821
with the Dublin Infirmary for
Diseases of the Skin {Fstablished
1818 the first of #s kind in the
British Empire} and its
| subsequent location as noted in
1834 as the Dublin Infirmary for
Cutaneous Disorders

69 | Scientific l' S

6.1 | None Keown

S - ——— I — . -

798 | Technicod !
|

7.1 | None Known
|

= - i o S

80 | Socal l’

8.1 gmmmﬁrﬁaamﬁ
' the Moore Strest Street market

L1 | area S——

Recommendation:

Gﬂﬁiebasisofma‘im'esﬁgaﬁons,wemuﬁhenpinbnﬂutnDZBHooreStreetisofWﬁtectmaL
H‘mﬁz:,mmmmwwm.

We therefore mmmmﬂwtﬂmhﬁﬂkgisaddedmﬂmﬂmddmmsm

We also recommend seeking future access 1o determine the internal layout and detail of this
building.
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Assessment of No 21 Moore Street:

mmmmmmmmhmm,ﬁwmmﬁm.mmm
mm&mmmmnﬂemmmm

memfformanddﬁmeystackpomionmgistypica:ofmidm“mnnnymnsmmﬁon.meﬂfmmm
back’ hipped profile is typical of that date.
Wemﬁmw@naﬂy(paﬂhgthndemmhzﬁonufphnfummddemmdaleﬂﬂmamm
of this building on that basis to 1773 (the date of Scale’s Map).

Note: It has not been possible tn access the remaining portions of the rear lands of 1o inspect within
ﬂremrtihgeandaﬂmdantiands.ltiswggestedt!mmesiteisdeﬁnedassmwnanmebasisoﬁts

osiginai 1773 curtilage

21 Moore Street — Categories of Special lnterest:

ftem:- | Category: iption of the Special Notes
Batevest:

1.0 | Architectural

11 Positive contribution to The 18® century plan form of the
streetscape and integral part ma# body of the building as veel!
of designed streetscape | as the 19th century fagade
alterations are of architectural
significance as both a surviving
pact of the eriginel Gardiner
master-plan for the Street and an
increasingly rare type of mid rank
mercantile development.

1.2 Cuality of built fabric and Survey Plans shown at Fig 2.2 and
survival of a significant portion | 2.3 of The Environmental Impact
of the original external fabric | Assessment an 14, 15, I6and 17
WMoore Street carmed out by
Shafrey Associates and Frank
Myles on behalf of Chartered Land
i 2012 shows the two rmom plan
form and comer chimney stack
configuration of no 21 te have
survived at 2012 at first and
second floor levels.

28 Historical
21 Historical interest by
association with the events of
the 1916 Rising

22 Em&pleo-fch_arlgesmriine___L_____







MameSﬂeet,HemyPlaceaMMmLaneAssessment
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Ketly and Cogan Architects August 317 2016
30 | Archaeologicel

31 Mot known

AQ | Artistic

£1 Mone Krown

50 Cufiurod

51 Acowired cultural signifrcance
in the cortext of the
development of Maore Street
and its changing character imto
a Market Quarier soce
. .

532

6.0 | Sdentific

51 None Known

7.0 Yechnical

73 Hot Xnowmn

.. —

80 | Socied

B1 Trrough its setting as a part of
the Moore Street market area

Recommendation:

Onﬂmbasisafwiweﬂigatkms,we

Wett‘nereforerecanmdﬂwtthehuﬂdi

We afso 1eCo

budding.

are of the opinion that no 21 Moare Street is of Architectusal,

mbaﬂdedmthekemdofmedsmm

mmend seeking future access to determme the intemai layout and detai of this
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3. Q’Bﬁen’sBottﬁngStmes-RearofmiuMmStmetz

Description:

Mote: Bounded to the west by 10 Moon: Street (1.) and uum%m{mm'ﬁofﬂissnﬂy},m
ﬁleeastbymmmandtoﬁieaaﬂbyﬂemym

mammmﬂmmmﬁﬁﬁﬂmrmmmmmmo-mum
the instructions of Duhlin City CounciF's Dangerous Buildings Section).

(2baysmeadﬂﬂd)aﬂmmlhmyﬂmmmwﬁeﬁnﬁwmpmﬁmnfﬂnm#mm
Moore Street in “Femish’ bond with weather-strixck cemnent pointing.

Granite cifls and copings survive on both farades and the demofition of the first Aoor was curtafied at
the cill level to the first fpor.

Themnfamiﬁrstﬂoofdomtsunﬁye.

Windnwopeswiﬂaard:edgaugedbﬁcksuwive but are filled with concrete biock-work on both
facades.

mmmamw@emmmmwmmmmmwmm
insertion of a steel support beam below arch level.

A profiled brick plinth to the Henry Place fagadeap;mtobeahteraﬁemtimmﬂaehgade,
possibly to mitigate against damage &y cart wheel b,

33
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e ==

Site cleared / undeveloped. Earfier cohesive
mmdmbpmnkappaammﬂmoppuﬂz
side of Moore Street and Henty Place and o
m&mmmmt:eeaestabﬁshed

35




— | mhrmatgrwﬂleue!alongthebrgﬂlafme

i'| The rear gardens tono 10 and 11 Moore Street
are dearty visible and boundaries n masonry

F:

The detailed 1847 OS map shows:

} Alterations at ground level comprising the filing
'i in of the rearteinrn'void'andﬂ\e development
f of the rear garden indusive of a new elongated

south boundary wall at Off Lane.

Avyard has been formed to rear leading into an
iuhﬁ&ialarmhuﬁewpem built in
thereargardenadnurrmeredsemtewasm
14 Off Lane and a further seres of structures
hmebeendevebpedtcthe rear of the site and
accessed directly from Off Lane {Henry Place)
mumbered 15, 16 and 17 Off Lane.

ﬁremble;hﬂmtrialbockmﬁnmarofmn
l.toorEStreetisstmnasaseparztemmism }

-
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— — 1891:

.
o

-
el
= W

The 1891 revision to the 1847 OS map shows:

No's 15, 16 and 17 Off Lane {Henry Place) are
now shown as a single enti , the structure to
ﬂmmarnfnmmemammdﬁnm
Mﬁmelaneismrﬂﬂmasampamte
entity.

Themismindimtimofa front area. This
Mmappemgmimebeenﬂ!edh

MMuHﬁonofﬁmnajmbd‘Msimﬁshown
sugpesting conjoﬁ-&ngofno’sjs,lﬁam 7
Hanyﬁace(ﬂﬁlam)wﬂhﬂiesm\ebm‘jdingm
ﬁtmrofmum%&-t
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'] WMW}‘MM “‘—1
R
Date: Use ardd Oecupancy- Souce:
1862 No 14 Off Lane Ttmnsmﬂ:ﬁlniredmlsﬂ
Tenernents
pNo 15 Off Lane
Tenermnents

mphn,fnmmmut&fﬁlesﬁzafc'mmtm
17?35mleEﬁ'¢iunofnaques Haptrwnughtoﬁie cmﬁempﬂmwnssmm

Based upon externalvisualaswneﬂt.themk\ bodyafﬂ:egnmirigbuildir\gfahftasseenﬁum
mremnea:ﬂnem?hce{ad!gmﬁome Iane—wayappearsmdabefmmmehteﬂ&mm_

mmmmfa@éaMMmMmumam mmm;,-remt,mbem,nns“
centurvvhtage.Based upoT: 34t examination of the building hrick and the de iling of the moulded
comer at the ammomemwﬁhmPhOEWarE ofﬁueopiniunthatmem suviving
btkkia;adeemﬂsdate{mmmemﬂ“mmw.m mmmicappearsmdztem

drcalﬁ%onmeb@ofmmwesem

we would prw'lSiOnﬁH!f [pending internal examination of plan form and detail) date the main body
of the Mhﬁmﬁﬁ:mﬁmmﬁwawmﬂnﬂeﬂ 1890.

mﬁ@ﬂﬂ@m@mmimﬁﬁhhﬁn%aﬁm&ﬁhﬁ&nb
mstedthattheﬁteisdaﬁledasslmunmemﬁsdismluxﬂagﬁ



i: MomaSheeLHawaacemMmrelamASesmmmf&mmr&;forﬂumposedeiﬁmm
) Eﬁreﬂecordoff’mtmmd&mm

———

Keﬂyandtoganérdﬂtecxs
: omsmﬁqm~&mqmm




EEX

Wewrmmﬂmmmmmmmmmtham detail of the
Wpﬁuﬁﬁﬁbuild”mandwdetemine mmwwrhmemmﬁiepmmnuﬁts
mwﬁemﬁmmdmwhmmﬁm



4. The "“White House’
Description:

Kely and Cogan Architects August 231% 2035
~ Henry Place:

The White House is shown on photographs taken fmmediateiyafterthe events of the 1915 Rising, as

@ 3 bay brick building over 3 ground floor with
white-washed elevation,

"5 ﬂmhﬁdﬁgasseenmthatimagedatesfrom
R heMeenl?'&iandIMOaMEScleaﬂyﬁue
Dnﬂ:ehighremiuﬁonlad?l}ss}met,

At the date of the Rising it accommodater
another O'Brien warehouse-—ambeer
Stom,withasmallyardtomarandtheupper
floors were in tenement use

By 1952 when fecorded by the Bureay of
Military History, the White House had been
significantly alteragd by the reduction in height




1713

The site remans undeveloped and neighbouring
properties remain unaltered and in residential
use.

A2




7%
//,

77
,%/

The exposwre of a central 3 Projecting feature in
that wall possibly a central chimney stack in the {
marmmn,wmﬂdwppmtﬁﬁsm

Mmmwnawmeﬁam
Suggests that the White s one of 6
hmxsesdembpedcoruensporamcmiy.

43




 August 312016

Bylsﬂaﬂlema'tehm;nlmgme boundary wall
mﬂ\emargmﬁenhasbeenremmd.

Thelagampslmmebuihﬁgas'mnf
{possiblvmeaiing"fenements)-

The light-well to the west previcusly covered can
mwbeseenandkisdearfmmmnpaﬁsanwim
sknihrplutdemhpmentacrmsmemm
that the "White House” is one of six identically
umceivedpmperﬁesw'tthmatdilgrgﬁt-weﬂ
locations.

1908:

TheiQ{BGSsheetshommdrangehastaken
place since 1893,

-
1862 aniel Cavanagh — Hay and Thoms Dublin Directory 1862

Straw Desler
I
Interior Notes: ]
mmwvsmmmm
ttem: | Location: Description: _
-
I




Moore Street, Henry Place and Moore Lane Assessment of Structures for the Proposed Addition to
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Kelly and Cogan Architects August 312016

The plan, form and Jayout of the site of the White House and Mnore!’lacehawdu'gedsigmﬁcanuy
from its first recorded appearance on the m?GSMapmmmhmﬂmmntemmyosﬂmem

We cannot, mmmwmmmﬁmwmmﬂgmmaw
confidence as a tonsequence of these alterations.

Hohe:!thasnotbeenpcssihlehogahameﬁmﬁupeawiﬂﬁnﬂnmﬁl@arﬂammm.&k
mtedﬂmﬁmmkthﬁmdmﬂmumﬂebﬁsnﬁtslwm

Mwm~mq&wm& .
Mem: | Categary: | Description af the Specl T sacies e
| Interest: il
10 Architectural

11 N/A
20 | Historical T
i
2.1 Historical interest by High level of Historic impertance.
association with the events of ‘
the 1915 Rising Themleafﬂm\ﬂhiteHousehﬂle

events of the 1916 Rising are

ebmmnﬂvmby&mmmﬁes

{P51) in the Environmental }
tmpact Assessment on 34,15, 16
and 17 Moore Street carried out
bry Shaffrey Associates and Frank
Myles on behalf of Chartered Land
in 2012

The Bulding was oocupied for a
part of the fighting by Oscar
Traynor, Tom McGrath, Michae!
Staines, Fergus deBurca and Sean e
Mdmgmhandba!!htﬁngmts
within the building at first fioer
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{ deBurca as being carried out
{ mulermemraﬂufmmhael
-~ | Collins_* in Captains uniform”. |
30 | Archoeological
{
3.1 Not knowmn
'_4’0_‘_ T !'._I.'.“ - -t I -
41 Not known
| =
51 Not known
i_m"l_;*._' 5 — +—
l
,' 6.1 Not known
) S T | S
70 Technicod
|71 Not known
j“ !w._# —1 e
81 Mot known
I R SR ,__L___Hﬁﬁ___.J
Recommendation:

mﬁﬂbﬁsﬁmm&mbm,wamﬁﬁemmmmmwkdﬂmimt

“Special Interest’.

Wecannotmﬂeverrecommnd thatﬂtebuﬂdingisaddedtuﬂte Record of Protected Structures
o further i vcation.

M.mmmmwmmkmwtﬂwemntdmmkghbmtamﬂvdﬁh#m
mﬁhawhﬂﬁwmmmm mﬁuﬁgmigimimmiga\damhitectm!mﬁvhas
heenemtre!vhstmubscmedasawmuenceofﬂm ater alterations.

Werecmmendwe!dngfumremmdeteﬂnmm mach (if aw}uf‘rtsorigimtfai_briggxﬂ‘_wgs.
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5. O'Briens Mineral Water Factory — Henry Place

Descripiion:

m‘demthbﬁtedmﬂemﬁIMmrmo{mWMasnmm
sowrth 1o Henry Street.

uﬁwm,mewwmwanm,mmwmmmatwm
brick,withacnwetebardbeam atwimmheadleveltuﬁstﬁwratdabmmata
ﬁmmmmdhﬂhSWTmhmﬁh,mﬂﬁEmpmdwﬁhmmmwmﬁwoﬁe

The construction of the building suggests thatﬂlegumdﬂmramiﬁrstﬁwreﬁmnalwaﬂsoﬂm
HenﬂPhcearemtuxtﬁnpoﬁwwimmamﬁﬂ.ﬂeSawTomhwnﬁeawemmabu be of
sepameccnsmniaﬂ.

The building pmﬁentsasasﬁuduwﬂmttasbeenblﬂtiorm-hﬂt}hseveﬁl phases}
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~

At the present dateﬂleamjecthi!igisatwo storey brick industrial structure with @ saw to
north-fight roof ang horizontal windows of mid-20th century vintape.

The building has clearly been substantiafty aitered since 1552,



Moore Styeet, Henry Place and Moore Lane Assessment of Structures for the Proposed Addition to
the Record of Protected Structures

Kelly and Cogan Architects August 317 2016
A photograph taken post 1916 from Henry Street to Henry Place recording the damage caused by
the fighting in 1916 shows 2 ruinous series of structures in the nidfnregmundwhid\itissmted are
thie ruins of the pm—:lS:lﬁM‘maaIWafe Facmwudidlappearstnm been heavily damaged during
the bombardment of the area.

Howevertheemtkienﬁfyufthese buildmgsismmﬁonableandmeﬁsﬁxtherawesfgaﬁon-

Failure of the render to the north east cormer wall at the base of the front facade wall appears to
showr early 19™ century Dublin stock brick construction beneath the render at ground level.

e

1756:

Site developed as 2 series of separate plots the
hatdﬁngofwhidlhemﬂmwsﬁutﬂreywerem
residentiatl use.
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Henry Place and Moore Lane

Moore Street,
the Record of Protected Structures

S
%

entity.

conjoined

The site remains unaltered and in residential ise_

The site isstwwnasasingle




~ Kelly and Cogan Architects August 31 2016
1803

Theﬁoadnnpofm%,sinwsthehtemal
subdivisi@natgxwldﬂwmfmesiteandﬂre
interinkage between parts.

Ttmtﬁﬂennlhwmiss;gesﬁnﬂfanmbernf
residaﬁ’mlb;itﬁ'gsoftwommnpmmich

‘l‘heGoadmpsm:esthatﬂtesiteisinuseastlm
‘0'Brien & Co Mineral Water Factosy

1908:

Thelﬂ(EﬂSMsrmﬂntmmhas
taken place since 1893.

Mwmﬂﬂs&' |
Date: | Use and Occupancy: e - T
1834 | No's5and 6 Off Lane Pettigrew and Oulton 1834 B

Lodgings

No 7 Off Lane

patrick Smith Huxter

John Ralph — Huoter

No 8 Off Lane

John Cuddy —Dairy
John Campbelt — Cooper
| James Rogan —Chimney N I




S __Kelly and Cogan Architects August 317 2015
;" TSweeper T ———————hl
SRS T [Pt e——— |
1840  NoBOR Pettigrew and Oulion 1840
bhn&mpbe!lnﬁmper
lohn Gisllen - Dairy
1822 | No8Offlane Pettgrewand Oulton 188
JahnCampbeu—-Cacoper
John Cullen — Dairy
No 4 ard 5 OFf Lane |

James Doyle —Mat Maker
James Farley — Washing and
Mangling

mivegg " |

ﬁleplan,fonnardhyoutofthesiteafmewbjeapmpenyhasdmmed significantly from its first
recorded appearance on the 1891 05 Map throughmﬂxemntempomwﬂsmu

Theem‘sﬁngstmctumappearstoialgﬂypost-dateﬂaewenmnfﬁm 1516 Rising.

The current struciure appears to post-date the 1952 photographs taken by Oglaigh na hEireann’s
Bureau of Milktary History
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Mmsneet.ﬂemyphoea:ﬂmlanel\ssessmﬂof

the Record of Protected Structures

Strucnn'esfo‘rthepmposednddiﬁontn

Kelly and Cogan Architects August 317 2016
Assessment of the O’Briens Afineral Wiater Factory:
Mmdmm—mofwm ]
fem: Colegory: Description of the | motes o
B N Spaidhuuﬁt: - =]
1.0 Architecharol
11 NjA
20 Histovical B
21 : 3
m . ' I - ' N E.
31
B ‘?g’lh
40 Artistic <«
‘\ FRL y
- ey
50 Cultural \X
51 N/A
. i — I B
61 N/A
70 Technical o R
71 N/A
— o I B,
=5 ookl
81 N/A o —
Becommendation:

mﬂmbasisofmmigaﬁorﬁ.wareofmeopwmﬁm&a

Mineral Water Factory Is a modern structure post — dating 1952

We cannot remmeldthatthebaﬁilgkaddedmme

further investigati

wWe recommend seeking future access o determm

visible buitt fabnc of the O'Brien

Recutﬂofpmdedsuuctmswmmut

ﬁmmmum(ﬁaw)nfﬁsor@mfahﬁcsumive&

53
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