SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS  -  CHERRYWOOD EXTENSION.
Ref:
Name



Date

Summary of Submissions.


Oral 

Date of
        Inspector’s                      






Received






Submission
Evidence       Comments.













Y/N_______
5.1
Dublin Transportation Office
2.2.2006

Raised concern about:



Y 

6.3.2006
        The Inquiry is satisfied on the 

        
        





(a) How the infrastructure can be incrementally
Witness:


        information presented by  the R.P.A.









     upgraded towards eventual development of
John Henry

        that the LUAS Line extension has the








     a Metro.







        capacity to meet users needs until after








(b) How anticipated growth in public transport



        2020 which upgrading to Metro will be








     will be met by LUAS services over time.




        necessary.  Condition No. 1 has been   








(c) The scale of traffic impacts from the proposed



        included in the Conditions 








     Scheme and the works carried out in respect



        recommended to the Minister to be 








     of same.







        imposed in any Railway Order to be

















        granted, in order to meet this concern.

















        The Inquiry is satisfied on the 

















        information submitted by the R.P.A. 

















        that any road traffic inconvenience

















        resulting from LUAS construction work

















        is within acceptable limits.

5.2.
Department of the Environment
2.2.2006

Archaeological assessment is required to be

N


       This concern has been adequately


Heritage & Local Government


carried out in relation to works to be carried




       addressed by the R.P.A. appointing a








out in proximity to identified recorded




       Project Archaeologist to manage


.                                                                   

monuments and that such works to be carried



       archaeological impacts during








out in the vicinity of same are to be carried




       construction.   The R.P.A. are 








out under archaeological supervision.




       committed in conjunction  with

















       Dun Laoghaire/Rathdown County

















       Council to the preservation by record

















       of any structures of archaeological

















       merit including all protected structures

















       and to file these with the appropriate

















       authority.

5.3.
Dun Laoghaire/Rathdown

1.2.2006

Concern is expressed in relation to specified

N

 
     All of these matters have been resolved 


County Council




crossing points of existing or proposed




     by the R.P.A. to the satisfaction of 







roadways.







     DLRCC and this is reflected in the

















     “Agreed position” document (Appendix 8
















     
     attached to this Report).

5.4.
Dublin City Council

31.1.2006
Works in construction of the line B1

N


     These concerns are addressed in detail








extension are to be carried out in a manner as



     by Dun Laoghaire/Rathdown County 








not to put Local Authority water supplies at risk



     Council document “Agreed position”

















     (Appendix 8 attached to this Report).

5.5.
An Taisce


30.1.2006
Whether the LUAS Trams will have

N


     The Inquiry is satisfied on the

    








appropriate capacity to serve the anticipated




     information submitted by the R.P.A.








population increases in the Cherrywood area




     that the LUAS Line extension has 








so as to meet the requirements of these 




     adequate potential capacity to meet the 








passengers and not diminish the services




     needs of users until 2020, after which








currently available for passengers in the




     upgrading to Metro is intended.  All 








existing B1 line.







     safety issues have been adequately

















     addressed in the E.I.S. and are considered

















     in Chapter 4 (E.I.S.) and Chapter 6

















     (Impacts on the Community).  The 

















     R.P.A. confirm that all appropriate














 


     safety measures will be put in place and

















     that the design will require the approval

















     of the Rail Safety Commission.

5.6.
Sandyford Business 

11.04.2006
(a) Safety concerns for vehicles,


Y 
   6.3.2006
     The objections of the Sandyford Business 


Estates Association



      pedestrians and cyclists by virtue of

Witness:


     Estates Association concerning the safety








      increased traffic volume having regard to
Greg Alkin

     of the proposed Line extension are not








      the large number of road crossings and the



     accepted by the Inquiry.








      undesirability of “at grade” crossings on 


      





      the line:   it is proposed that the objective






      

      can be met with minimal impact on design



      




      by use of fewer “at grade” crossings on the

      






      line and greater use of grade separated





      


      crossings.








(b) Request RPA be required to give warranties 








      regarding safety of “at grade” crossings 

      on the line.

5.7.
Gerard & Margaret Delaney
2.2.2006

(a) The E.I.S. does not properly address the

Y 
     8.3.2006
    The submissions on behalf of Mr. and 

    





     effects on humans particularly as it did not



    Mrs. Delaney concerning the 










     identify special account of the special needs 
Witnesses:
  
    unlawfulness of any works endangering








     of persons residing at Clonlea House and in
Margaret Delaney
    Clonlea House as a protected building







     

     associated residence.



Gerard Delaney

    or by virtue of the draft Order invoking









(b) Section 58 of the Planning Act does not allow
Conall Newman

    powers beyond those permitted under the







     
     for demolition of buildings identified as listed
Sean Ring.

    Act of 2001 are not accepted by the








     buildings in a County Development Plan.




    Inquiry.   Furthermore, the submissions








(c) The E.I.S. is defective in not taking proper



    raised in relation to the adequacy of the








     account of any possible alternative routings



    E.I.S. are not accepted, and the Inquiry








     avoiding the demolition of Clonlea House as



    is satisfied that the E.I.S. properly








     a listed building.






    examined the main alternatives studied

















    by the R.P.A. as required under Section

















    39 of the Act of 2001.

5.8.
Olivia Mitchell T.D.

30.1.2006
A. (Re:  Brewery Road/Leopardstown

Y 
    10.3.2006
    (a) The Inquiry is not satisfied that the







                     Roundabout)




Witness:


     provision of a tunnel at the Leopardstown








     (a) Suggested that the LUAS cross Brewery/
Olivia Mitchell

     Roundabout is justified or workable.








          Road/Leopardstown Roundabout by means








          of a tunnel.







    (b) Concerned about the effect of  an extension



    (b)The Inquiry is satisfied that the 

          of the LUAS line on the service available for 



    proposed extension of the LUAS Line will 

          users of the current B1 line unless extra



    not  reduce the service available for users  

          capacity is to be provided.





    of the existing B1 Line.





5.1.2006

B.  Re: (Effects on other residential areas: 









      extension will impede a future upgrade to






                     Metro)






   
     (a) Requested that work and design on the



     (a) The Inquiry accepts this submission







           LUAS B1 Line extension should



   
     and in Condition No. 1 of the Conditions







           facilitate the ready upgrading to Metro



     recommended to the Minister to be

status in the future.   
     imposed in any Railway Order to

                      
     be made on foot of this application has    

suggested  that all tracks, platforms and other ancillary structures be organised and designed in such a way as to facilitate upgrade of the LUAS B1 to Metro status when required.







     (b) Requested screening of evergreen trees



     (b) and (c) The R.P.A. has confirmed that 







           in the vicinity of Woodford Estate and 



     a comprehensive landscaping plan will be







           Glenamuck Road.






     implemented with interested parties. The

     (c) Requested that efforts be made to provide dense


     Inquiry does not consider it appropriate to

           evergreen screening between the houses at



     recommend piecemeal tree screenings

           Woodford and the proposed elevated ridge 



     and prefers that these matters be dealt

           over the Leopardstown Road Roundabout



     with by direct representation with the 







           so as to minimise visual impact and potential



     R.P.A., particularly as some of the





 

           overlooking of residences and that similar



     screening suggested may otherwise







           efforts also be made to screen “The Chase” and


     interfere with line of sight running of the







           “Silver Pines” and also “Tudor Lawns”.



     LUAS.







     (d) Requested the temporary opening of cul de



     (d) The temporary screening of a cul de







           sacs at the Murphystown/Ballyogan Road



     sac during construction work is a matter 







           for construction work should be appropriately



     to be dealt with at operational level.







           screened so as to minimise effects on safety







           for children and pedestrians.

     (e) Requested that the cul de sac at Glenamuck Road 


    (e) This is a matter for the R.P.A.:   the

          should have pedestrian access for residents of the 


    Inquiry does not consider it appropriate

          Estate to gain access to the LUAS. 




    to make any recommendation on this item.

5.9.
Eamon Ryan T.D.



Requested that the works be recommended to be
Y
   10.3.2006
     The Inquiry accepts this submission and


     




carried out in such a way that the LUAS line should



     this is reflected in Condition No. 1 of the








readily upgradeable to Metro status.

Witness:


     conditions recommended to be imposed 














Eamon Ryan T.D.
     by the Minister.

5.10
Seamus Brennan T.D.

31.1.2006
Expressed concern on behalf of a constituent

N


    The Inquiry is satisfied that the LUAS
    






raising the question of whether the LUAS




    Line extension has adequate potential








line will have the capacity to serve the extra




    to meet the needs of the users until 2020








residential units to be developed in the




     after which upgrading to Metro is 








Cherrywood area.







     intended.

5.11.
FAAC Electronics Limited
1.2.2006

Complain of deleterious effect arising from 

N


     The Inquiry does not consider that


8.3.2006

CPO of 1828 square metres of property without



     either of these proposed alternative








taking account of any setback required due




     routes are acceptable or workable as








to the proximity of the LUAS line and also




     route alterations for the LUAS Line B1.






the reduced access to Burton Hall Road.






affecting peak time access into their property.



     The reduction of radius curves at the 






FAAC:-








     Blackthorn Avenue junction which arises








(a) Complain that the use of their lands as a 




     under the FAAC proposals is below the








     temporary construction compound assembly



     current design minimum and is 








     area has a negative impact on the future




     unacceptable.  There is unacceptable








     development of their property.





     Visual and noise impact on residents of








(b) Contend that there is no analysis in the




     Woodford in moving the track closer to








     E.I.S. of the negative effects on the FAAC 



     their dwellings.

     property by the route options chosen.








(c) Propose alternative routing involving








     the elevation of the LUAS line at the end of








     Blackthorn Avenue so as to cross Blackthorn








     Avenue/Burton Hall junction via an








     overbridge and continue along Burton Hall








     Road
on an elevated structure.








(d) Propose running the LUAS line along the 

     centre of the Burton Hall Road from the 

     Blackthorn Avenue/Burton Hall Road 

     junction to Leopardstown Roundabout.




5.12
Horse Racing Ireland Limited
1.2.2006

Concerned that:-

and Leopardstown Racecourse


(a) The track alignment must not


Y 
     8.3.2006
    (a) & (b)  The R.P.A. design does not








     preclude reasonable development or the

Witness:


    preclude development adjacent to or over








     preservation of urban space in the 

Conor Norton

    the alignment:  this would be subject to








     vicinity of the line.






    a separate Planning process.








(b) The track and alignment must be capable








     of cross by streets or spaces.







    
(c) An additional permanent stop should be




    (c) Relocation of the proposed Racecourse








     located adjacent to the main entrance to




    occasional stop is not feasible on 








     the Leopardstown Racecourse.





    technical grounds because of track

















    curvature.   The provision of an extra 

















    Racecourse stop would possibly also

















    require a fresh E.I.S.  No technical

















    information has been furnished to justify

















    an extra stop.








(d) The proposed occasional Racecourse




    (d) It appears that such a relocation of the
    








     stop should be relocated to the Leopardstown



    occasional stop cannot be accommodated








     lands as a permanent stop.





    due to space restrictions, difficult access

















    conditions and the proximity to the 

















    proposed Central Park stop.

5.13
Leopardstown Park Hospital
31.1.2006
Concern is expressed:



Y 
      7.3.2006







(a) That lands to be acquired permanently

Witness:


     (a) & (b)  The R.P.A. have agreed to

                   




     should be of a most limited possible nature
Terry Sudway

     review the extent of this land take with








     so as to maximise the amount of amenity




     a view to minimising the extent and








     value to the lands available surrounding the



     duration of the temporary acquisition.








     convalescent hospital. 







(b) That lands temporarily to be acquired should be







     appropriately restored and obtained or







     occupied for the minimum necessary period







     of time.







(c) That the felling of or damage to trees in lands



     (c) It appears that every effort will be







      surrounding the Hospital will reduce its amenity



     made by the R.P.A. to minimise the







      value.







     impact on trees within the Hospital, and
















     it is committed to plant new and
















     replacement trees subject to agreement
















     of the  Hospital authorities.







(d) That the boundary wall which is





     (d) The R.P.A. have agreed that a







      temporarily to be demolished will be restored



     boundary wall be constructed either







      to a proper condition and appearance.




     entirely in masonry or with a masonry
















     finish to reinforced concrete retaining
















     walls.

5.14.
Platform 11


26.1.2006
(a) Concern is expressed that the extension of the
Y 
     8.3.2006
    (a) The cost of tunnelling at Clonlea








     B1 line will involve the demolition of the

Witness:


     House would not be justified.   Any








     property known as Clonlea House which may
Mark Gleeson

     proposal to cut and cover at this







     
     give rise to legal challenges involving further



     location would also require the 








     delays to the ultimate development of the project.



     demolition of Clonlea House.








(b) Concern is expressed at the extent of the




     (b) The amount of property required








     amount of property required to be obtained by



     for the project appears to be justifiable.








     C.P.O.








(c) Concern is expressed as to whether the




     (c) The adequacy of the LUAS extension








     line will have appropriate capacity to serve



     to meet growing demand has already 








     the needs of the residents of future developments



     been satisfactorily addressed by the 








     in the Cherrywood area without reducing the



     R.P.A. in the E.I.S. (as considered in








     service available to current users of the existing



     Chapters 2 and 4 of this Report).  It has








     B1 line.







     been established that the steps proposed 

















     to increase the service and length of the

















     vehicles will meet the projected demand

 






(d) Design issues are also raised and alternative



     (d) In Platform 11’s later written








      routes are proposed which reduce land take and



     submissions to the Inquiry it was 








     avoid the necessity for a bridge over the 




     accepted that the alignment chosen by the








     Leopardstown Roundabout.





     R.P.A. was the optimal alignment.   The

















     appropriateness of the route chosen is

















     already addressed in Chapter 4 (E.I.S.)

















     and Chapter 8 (Alternative Proposals) in

















     this Report.








(e) Concern is expressed regarding the road




     (e) The R.P.A. does not accept that any








      traffic safety at T. junction crossings located



     of the T. junction crossings are unsafe 








      on the proposed route and a reduction in




     and the evidence from the use of existing








      road crossings is suggested.





     LUAS Lines supports this.








(f) Concern is expressed regarding the efficiency



     (f) The R.P.A. acknowledges that the








     of the Sandyford track arrangements.




     single track connection in the Depot area

















     at Sandyford can give rise to bottlenecks.

















     But given the space restrictions at this 

















     site it would be impractical to implement

















     any proposed changes.








(g) Concern is expressed regarding the access



    The Inquiry is not satisfied that the    







      arrangements for the occasional Rececourse



    Sandyford stop would properly meet the








      stop and it is suggested that visitors to the



    needs of visitors to the Racecourse and








      Racecourse would have better access by using



    regards the location of the proposed 








      the Sandyford stop.






    occasional stop as satisfactory.

5.15
Eastern Regional Fisheries

4.1.2006

Concern is expressed about the effect on the

N


    During construction it is intended

Board





salmon population in the local water courses




    that contamination will be limited by

and the open channel of the Carrickmines/




    dust suppression and control of site








Shanganagh system, and the adverse effect on



    drainage;  on the basis of these controls

.




same from the carrying out of the construction



    identified by the R.P.A., the Inquiry 








works for the LUAS, so that extra precautions



    considers that the extent of any risk of








are required to be carried out to minimise the 



    contamination of watercourses is within








effects of same.







    acceptable limits.

A condition (No. 3) has been recommended requiring pre-construction work consultation with the Eastern Regional Fisheries Board.

5.16
Brighton/Carrickmines Little


Object to the location of the stop at Leopardstown



     The Inquiry is not satisfied that this


Residents Association



Racecourse because of the negative effect on 



     objection raises any reason to displace








their residences of noise from passengers




     the reasoning for the location of the stop








waiting at the platform (on race days only)




     at the Leopardstown Racecourse.








and also from light intrusion.

5.17
The Brewery Road

10.3.2006
Ameliorative measures are required to reduce
Y
       7.3.2006
     A Condition has been imposed 


Management Limited



noise and visual impact at the transpassage at
Peter Cusack

     requiring a sound barrier to be placed








the Leopardstown Roundabout.





     on LUAS bridges.  The placing of trees








Suggestion is made that planting of mature




     on the Leopardstown Roundabout is not








evergreen oaks alongside the track and the bridge



     accepted because it would interfere with








and/or to provide frosted glass panels similar to 



     the line of sight running of the LUAS.








those used at Ranelagh Station from the point at



     








which the line begins its elevation to a point at








which it emerges behind the Vodafone Building








at Central Park.

5.18
Cabinteely & Districts

23.1.2006
Express concerns on the effect of householders
N


     On the basis of the information


Residents Association



in the vicinity of the building works being




     presented by the R.P.A. the Inquiry is








disrupted during the carrying out of buildings



     satisfied that the temporary 








works for the development of the LUAS line.



     inconvenience arising from construction

















     works is within acceptable limits.

5.19.
Glencairn Residents Association
19.1.2006
Object to the opening of the pedestrian

Y 
     7.3.2006
     The R.P.A.  has agreed to revise design







access to the current cul de sac at Glencairn

Witness:


     for access to Glencairn Crescent which








Crescent.




Alistair Court

     appears to meet these objections/
















     concerns.

5.20
Leopardstown Heights

28.2.2006
(a) A request is made that the bridge

Y 
     7.3.2006
     (a) The proposed  pedestrian and




Residents Association



     over the South Eastern Motorway

Witness:


     cycle facilities cannot be accommodated







     in addition to providing for LUAS access

Brendan Toolin

     within the proposed land take and








     should also provide for an amenity value




     acceptance of this proposal would







     by allowing for pedestrian and bicycle




     necessitate a fresh E.I.S. to address a







     users.








     wider land take.







(b) It is requested that the boundary walls at




     (b) The R.P.A. has agreed to provide a







      the road widening for Murphystown Road



     finish to the wall at Glencairn stop which 







      and Leopardstown Heights area should be



     is consistent with the existing walls in the







      constructed with a consistent finish so as to



     surrounding area.  These concerns are







      minimise effects on visual amenity in the




     satisfactorily met.








      area.







(c) Concern is expressed that the E.I.S. does




    (c) Murphystown Tower House is the 







      not refer to Murphystown Castle and the




    same structure as Murphystown Castle, 







      Tower House under the list of Cultural




    and this aspect of Heritage has been 







      Heritage and Protected Structures in the




    addressed in the E.I.S. (considered in







      vicinity of the LUAS line so as to reflect




    Chapter 4 of this Report).







      the commitment of the Local Authority







      Development Plan regarding the objective







      of safeguarding the integrity of such structures.







(d) Objection is raised to the location of an 




    (d) The R.P.A. in its agreement with 







      electricity sub-station in the vicinity of




    D.L.R.C.C. (Appendix 8) has committed







      Glencairn and/or Murphystown Road area which



    to placing a granite face on the West and







      would be visually inappropriate.




    South facing walls of the sub-station.  The
















    visual impact of the sub-station is within
















    acceptable limits and the possible electro
















    magnetic effects of same are dealt with in 
















    the E.I.S. and considered at Chapter 4 of
















    this Report.

5.21.
Glencairn Inns Limited

2.2.2006

Concern is expressed regarding:-


N


    The concerns of “The Gallops” have

(a) The effects on the pub/off licence business



    been addressed in correspondence with

      during construction works.





    the R.P.A.

(b) Possible encroachment into the pub car park.

(c) Possible extinguishment of existing rights

     of way.

5.22.
Patrick J. Tobin & Co. 

2.2.2006

Request  for pedestrian access from 

N


     This is a matter for representations to the





7.2.2006

Brennanstown Road to proposed Brennanstown



     R.P.A.  The Inquiry is not disposed to  







LUAS stop to improve commuter catchment




     recommend such a requirement or 








from 8.3 acre site of 150160 residential units




     condition in the absence of more detailed








to be developed by them.






     information.

5.23.
Jackson Way


2.2.2006

Require landowners input regarding

N


     Any reference to future road








access road alignments so that appropriate




     alignment in the E.I.S. or any other








access is to be available into Jackson Way




     R.P.A. document is indicative only, and








lands.








     the routing of roads is for the Local

















     Roads Authority.

5.24.
Oran Ryan


31.1.2006
Requires that pedestrian access be restored

N


     The R.P.A. have clarified why such








between the Carrickmines stop and the south




     access through Brennanstown Vale is not








western corner of Brennanstown Vale to 




     provided, but instead access by 








increase the accessibility of services to the




     Glenamuck Road will be available.








residents of Carrickmines Wood.

5.25.
Bill Doyle,


22.2.2006
Concerned that a path be provided to

N 


     Following a meeting between the R.P.A.








allow for pedestrian access to the LUAS




     and Mr. Doyle’s representatives it








stop from Brennanstown Road.





     appears that Mr. Doyle’s concerns have

















     been addressed and this issue is now 

















     closed.

5.26
Colm Moore


6.3.2006

Mr. Moore:-

(a) Requests less curves in route.


N

  
     No technical information is supplied








(b) Requires longer platforms.





     to support these wide ranging 








(c) Requires renaming of a number of stops.




     alterations proposed.   Furthermore,








(d) Requires extra stops.






     many of the principal changes would (if








(e) Requires adjusted layout and better




     accepted) require substantial redesign, 








     weather shelter at various proposed stops.




     and in some cases possibly require 








(f) Suggests preferable locations for proposed



     submission of a fresh E.I.S.  The Inquiry








     stops.








     does not accept these submissions or








(g) Suggests alternative routes.





     proposals for alteration of the route or its








(h) Suggests detailed adjustments to designs




     design constituents.








     of stations and ancillary facilities.

5.27
Residents Glencarin Heath

12.04.206
(a) Concerned about noise from LUAS on

N


(a) The noise levels of the LUAS are within








      Murphystown Parallel Road





      acceptable limits.








(b) Concerned about safety of children








      playing in the vicinity of the LUAS.




(b) and








(c) Require a 9 fot granite wall to be placed 




(c) the placing of a 9 foot granite wall







      between LUAS and residences at Glencairn



     between the LUAS line and the 








      Heath







     Glencairn residences would be visually 
















      unacceptable and an unnecssary safety

















      measure.

12. A P P E N D I C E S

1. Map showing land areas to be acquired.

2. Draft Railway Order (together with proposed amendment).

3. Map showing route options considered in E.I.S.

4. Map (from Mr Sean Ring) showing proposed alternative routes 

avoiding demolition of Clonlea House

5. Document entitled “Agreed Position” reflecting agreements reached between R.P.A. and Dun Laoghaire/Rathdown County Council.
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