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For further consideration by SEO/SAO

Section 131 not to be invoked at this stage.

Section 131 to be invoked – allow 2/4 weeks for reply.
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Please treat correspondence received on .\at&. "'- as follows

Update database with new agent for Applicant/Appellant
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1. RETURN TO SENDER with BP

2. Keep Envelope:

3. Keep Copy of Board’s letter
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(b) GIS Processing []

(c) Processing []
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(e) Inspectorate []
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RELATiVES OF THE $!GNATORiES TO THE 1916 PROCLAMATION

R,,p.,,, i. s,,i!.. 137 R,q,,,t. Z&// c 1 - ;266'z//g / '–;2@#;:/

Comment on The Stephen Littie & Associates Submission

The Local Area Plan (LAP)
DubIIn City Council is committed to preparing a local area plan since the site in question
fa: is within the Strategic DeveloFFtent Regeneration Area
According to the applicant 'no steps have been taken to commence the preparation of the
said LAP to date
That be;rig the ease no deeis ion can be {ak,en by An BOra F>;eanaia anti! such time as the
LAP is availabie
The applicant offers no evidence in support of the contention that the Planning Authority
can grant peFmiss ica in the absence of the AFea Pian
The Deve:opmtent Plan refers to the necessity of a LAP 'given the significance of this area
This presumably refers to its place in history as the location Df the last battle of The Rising
the last meetinG p'iace of the Pro--'.'’isionai Government in 1916 and where nye signatories to
the Proclamation of the Republic spent their :ast hours of freedom before execution
{ fai lows !ha! !he draw ina un of ihe Drc,mised Local Area Plan is a vita; Dre requisite to any
proposed development of this historic area
The applicant appears to believe its absence is of iittle OF no importance
An Bed carlno! be seen to support this positlon

(;y :{uFai Hubs
Th own : HI i , , , nA + n , : 1 in :, n : in Hb :: +b ++ ,nln Hb :ann, Inn IUn JHbnp in no HRt nI Hq TIle q =- : .+.=.+-n•n

; i c : c : = { ;'v' = ! : -JU y = ! : CC TV : :: ! : : i Ii : C fJ LF1 U ! : t'ai ltD Did : 5 tO i ii ie tie b• b! tJ :JI lie ! it 'JI a tJL:iLiJ iCI : 'J iJ al iT; i

v./}{h in the site in a ii esti on, BUildinG use iS Fe strIcteG tO feia ! ! and : :Y! C{; a CCpnl fT-if):i .'-IT i =:
OFli-y

The hislor iC !rnDorEaiice of DUiiCitilqS itrIkeri difeel iV if) ! he Hissn(} }$ !qnofea in iefITis aT
f! !tI irq 1 lse

No 10 Moore Street where the leaders rested overnight and heid a Counsel of War and
was used as a field hosF, itai to treat iFie wounded is iD be dev’e IOBed as a partn lcr){$
The rere yafds of HanIDns at 20/'2 1 Mao Fe St Feet when vaiunteeFS gaineFed anc agleec
tc surrend8r
WIll Become an open gFOU nc plaza

DeaD! !!!Dns
Policy 8HA5 -.-- :That there is a presumption against the deNtoiltion or substantial }oss OT

any buiiding or other structure uniess justified that the building has no specIal interest
pc!!cv BBHA 11 _ ' To reldin and encourage the rollabi!!talian and suitable re use of
ex isH no Did er build in QS/StFU ctu Fe s/1'featu Fes

Comment
V: e s! Iare the Depailinen{s vie\v that the extent of pi-opc5ed cicinG:itioils iiI it-iis app!:catioi-i
is unnecessary and not acceptable
The Mo:a Drawings show dearly that the evacuation route along Henry Place is to be
deruoiis FIed a:rnas{ in i{s entire{v,
The Cl BrieF!’s {\,4inera; \!-\ja\eT \A.yorks Bai:ding iS tO be reduced tO one wa!: upon which an
eicIht storey hotel deveiopment wili be built entirely contrary to ooiicv BBHA 11
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Master Plan

The Development Plan states: 'The area has the potential to be transformed through
heritage led mixed use regeneration that responds to the historical significance of the site

The Applicants plan does not respond to the historical significance of the site. There is no
mention whatsoever of its standing as the last extant 1916 battleground in the city. No
reference to the importance of buildings linked to the evacuation of the GPO or locations
connected The Rising or what took piace within. The presewation of the curti lege of the
protected structures within the area is ignored as is the clear wish of our elected
representatives to save the streets and !aneways in the context of their historic
importance

The Dooley Hall Report
The applicants reiy on the Dooley Report drawn up as a guide on behalf of the Moore
Street Advisory Group on the proposed presen,'ation of the terrace at no'slC) to 25.
t should be noted that this study was a desk top study – nothing more
Its findings were not meant to be final since the report was drawn up without gaining entry
to a single building
Subsequent internal sun“eys conducted by City planners show 1916 elements within each
and eveN building along this terrace.
The dismissal by Dooley/Hall of No’ 18 Moore Street as being not worthy of protection is
based on its description as ;being in ruins' in 1916. 'in ruins’ simply meant and means not
habitable. It does not mean the site was an open site. This house shares a pady waii with
no 17 Moore Street. it follows that it forms part of the declared Nat:Dnai Monument.
It cannot be demolished solely in the commercial interest of the applicant

Transport

The proposed Metro Link line will have stops under Site 2AB and Site 2C. The future
development of these sites will inciude a Metrolink Station

The proposed deve\oprrtent of the Metro is to be subject to an oral hearing by An Borcl
Pleanala. To date over three hundred submissions have been r)resented to An Bord in
Feiation to the pFoposed trans90d Dlan

It follows that in the public and planning interest no decision on the applications submitted
for Dublin Central can be properly assessed and decided upon untii such time as a final
decision is taken by An Bord on this major on-site transport plan

Cnn{Fast - The Moore §tfeet Trusi Plan
rhis pian ara\'vn up by Sean O Muiri. Architect, meets aii of the recommendations and
nI-,; prt itroE nf Thp DII h! jn FIPVRlnnrnerif P! no

it meets the aa reed recommendations of the Fvloo re Street Advisory Committee to
successive Ministers supported by all interested parties and stakeholders
!! Rteets {ile recQnlf=endaYons and cbjecii-vcs of ii-iiefnat:cHai gui:ieline3 Gil ;Jrate=tic;l =f
history and heritage.
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The Relatives of the Signatories to the 1916 Proclamation
c/’o 4 Oxford Road.
Ranelagh
Dublin 6




