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Brendan Heneghan
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Date: 09 October 2023

Re: BusConnects Bray to City Centre Core Bus Corridor Scheme
Bray to Dublin City Centre.

Dear Sir / Madam,

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

Please note that the proposed road development shall not be carried out unless the Board has approved
it or approved it with modifications.

The Board has also received an application for confirmation of a compulsory purchase order which
relates to this proposed road development. The Board has absolute discretion to hold an oral hearing in
respect of any application before it, in accordance with section 218 of the Planning and Development Act
2000, as amended. Accordingly, the Board will inform you in due course on this matter.The Board shall
also make a decision on both applications at the same time.

If you have any queries in relation to this matter please contact the undersigned officer of the Board at
laps@pleanala.ie

Piease quote the above-mentioned An Bord Pleanala reference number in any correspondence or
telephone contact with the Board.

Yours faithfully,

44 M/

Sarah Caulfield
Executive Officer
Direct Line: 01-8737287
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BRAY SCHEME No 317742

An Bord Pleanala 6 October 2023
64 Marlborough Street

Dublin 1

Dear Bérd

The following is an observation on the above bus corridor scheme.

| object to two aspects of the scheme being
1 the bus gate at Lower Leeson Street
2 the entire scheme at Shankill village

' also believe you should entirely reject the scheme for a number of procedural reasons, remit it to
NTA and let them re-submit when they have remedied these issues.

PROCEDURAL ISSUES
Aarhus Convention

I believe the Aarhus Convention applies to the scheme as it manifestly has a significant effect on the
environment. | believe this has not been complied with as all options were not open to public
participation (the M11 option for the corridor was never put), there were inadequate {in length of
time) meetings for an almost 20km corridor, length of notice was inadequate and due regard was
not paid to the submissions, all contrary to Article 6. This really requires an oral hearing to point out
all the deficiencies,

As I have observed in another application, | have raised this with the Aarhus authorities, but they
seem to feel that a judgment on this issue by them cannot be processed until the Bérd have
considered the issue. Obviously were the Bérd to exercise its discretion to hold an oral hearing
{which [ specifically request) that might address the blatant disregard of Aarhus by NTA. However |
believe a better course would be that you remit the matter to them and direct them to conduct a
proper consultation with adequate time.

There is a very lengthy document in two parts called Public Consultation Parts 1 and 2 (337 and 366
pp in total) . The only purpose of this in my view is to give a misteading impression to the Bérd that
proper consultation has taken place. The comment by Senator Michael McDowell {already furnished




The severing of most of the main roads in south Dublin for motorists (not a feature of north Dublin).
This affects Mount Brown, Clogher Road, Lower Kimmage Road, Lower Rathmines Road and now
Lower Leeson Street,

The provision of wholly unintelligible traffic count and other data prepared by Nationwide Data
Collection, whereas northside carridors have easily accessible IDASO data. | would note that the
Commissioner for Environmental Information has concluded that environmentai information should
be comprehensible, accurate and comparable and that “this cannot be said of the Excel relating to
the relevant bus corridors”. | have already sent you this information in Appendix 3 of my observation
on Templeogue Rathfarnham 316272. This data has been a huge obstacle to making a proper
submission on this corridor. | ask that you request NTA to provide it in “IDASO” format and allow
observations based on it.

Material omissions from the documents submitted to you.

| would once again submit that there is no place in this set of documents where the works to be
permitted by the Bord are clearly identified. 1 am a lawyer and former partner in a large law firm. |
have never seen applications where | {as an experienced reader of complex documents) find it
impassible to say what works permission is being applied for.

The documents only disclose the gross area of lands to be cpo’d and not the dimensions making it
difficult to assess the depth of take from the road.

They also omit the material fact of a diminution of the bus service on the road. Effectively four of the
current buses in Shankill (7b, 45, 84 and 145) will be re-numbered but with identical routes locally,
but the useful 155 service from Bray railway station is to be abolished with the loss of four buses
hourly. This of course is the bus with terminus closest to Shankill and therefore most likely to have
capacity for Shankill passengers. This is a very material omission from the document, which | believe
they had a duty to draw to the attention of the Bérd. This reduction of service is also a feature of
the entire corridor as the 46A will reduce in frequency from every 8 minutes to every 10 minutes.

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS

Leeson Street

A bus gate is proposed at the end of Lower Leeson Street where it joins St Stephen’s Green
prohibiting any traffic into either part of St Stephen’s Green between 6am and 10an morning and
4pm and 8pm afternoon. | note the permitted traffic here does not include taxis. See map 01 of 54.
The exclusion of taxis (which | probably support in principle) is different from other gates, which
undermines the very weak justification for all gates having similar hours and terms ventured by NTA.




precise impact of the felling of so many trees on this bat population. This seems to be the largest
concentration of bats over a length of road in the entire scheme; the only other place of note is the
Dodder at Rathfarnham Road, where the concentration is much higher but in a very small area. |
note also the presence of black headed gull and herring gull, amber listed species at one site that |
believe is subject to substantial tree felling, but | cannot see any analysis of its impact. | note also
that there is very little discussion (I cannot find any) of a substantial river which flows under the road
to the north of Woodbrook College.

| believe no tree felling should be permitted in Shankill and that any cpo which is proposed to
facilitate felling trees should be refused. | expect people living in Shankill will address this issue fully
with you.

Roundabout

It is my understanding that there is a lot of local opposition to the removal of the roundabout at St
Anne’s Church (sheet 43 of 54). No doubt DMURS will be trotted out as the excuse for this. It is my
clear reading of DMURS at page 105 that it has no application to small roundabouts nor does it apply
where there are low pedestrian volumes. | quote “Where large roundabouts exist, road authorities
are encouraged, as part of any major upgrade work, to replace them with signalised junctions or
retrofit them so that {they] are more compact and/or pedestrian and cycle friendly, as is
appropriate”. [would like to give a fuller analysis but again the work required because of the poor
presentation of traffic counts renders this impossible. Again this would be easy to assess if “IDASO”
form prevailed. NTA have completely ignored the words | have highlighted. Undoubtedly if the
signals are green, traffic will speed though the junction, whereas this roundabout forces it to slow
down at the entrance to the village. An oral hearing would be useful on this topic.

Cyclists

It is disappointing that the scheme fails to provide a continuous cycle track and that in two locations
there is a combined track on the outbound side. Therefore inbound cyclists have to cross the road
four times, which is not safe. | believe that the minimal works which might be allowed should focus
on the possibility of providing continuous cycle lanes.

Alternative assessment

It is clear from Chapter 3, Consideration of Reasonable Alternatives, that in coming down to a
conclusion that Shankill village is the preferred route option, consideration was to be given to five
factors (page 20)

1 economy
2 integration
3 accessability & social inclusion

4 safety



| believe the Bérd needs to interrogate very thoroughly the scoring assessments of the through
Shankill option and take particular account that there is now going to be a bus corridor on the
motorway. It is very difficult to discuss these issues fully in written format and an oral hearing would
be desirable to go through all the scoring and alternatives assessment.

It is my general impression that Shankill has among the jowest level of traffic daily in places where it
is proposed to impose a bus lane. | think it is of the order of 6,000 each direction whereas the typical
corridor section is closer to double that. For example on Clongriffin corridor it is easy to see that at
site ATC 1-4 there were 12,198 vehicles northbound and 11,973 vehicles southbound on 5 February
2020, likely double the Shankill level and | think this is representative of more usual corridor levels. |
think the level of disruption for a road with the Shankill volume of traffic is disproportionate.
However again the hopeless presentation of traffic data on southside corridors impedes my ability to
provide any comparators on this and | re-iterate my request that they be asked to supply “IDASO
format “ traffic information. If they did this, the issue could perhaps be teased out at oral hearing.
Everyone in Shankill says there is really no delay issues most of the time; the data if it were
accessible would likely confirm this.

| believe that a possible alternative is to run Bray buses on the motorway (the green line on page 19}
but to run buses sufficient to service Shankill through the village sufficient to service its needs. It
seems to me that the existing 155 service which starts at Bray Station and has limited Bray stops
shouid be retained for this purpose. | think the people of Shankill should be consulted on this,
particularly as it has now been decided to run a bus lane along the motorway.

Balance of factors
This scheme proposes massive destruction in Shankill. Against a background where
A Bus services in the village are reduced

B The admitted time savings in Chapter 6 are less than six minutes inbound (p129)and circa seven
minutes outbound (p 133) , of which a mere fraction is achieved in Shankill (with the bus to navigate
the city centre and then go to Ballymun/Finglas)

C There Is a failure to achieve a satisfactory cycle lane

the balance seems to be heavily in favour of leaving Shankill alone and not permitting any of the
measures proposed.

| attach you fee of €50 under protest, given that this is just a part of one scheme. As noted above an
oral hearing is both desirable and requested.

Brendan Heneghan
88 Parkmore Drive
Terenure

DEW X657



