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T.OCAL GOVERNMENT __(PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT) ACTS, 1963 TO 1390

County Dublin

Planning Register Reference Number: 912/598

APPEAL by Sister Rosemary Alexander and the Board of Management of
Qur Lady’s School, Templeogue, Dublin care of Edwaxrd Brady and
Associates of 65 Rock Road, Williamstown, Blackrock, County Dublin
against the decision made on the 7th day of June, 1991 by the
Council of the County of Dublin . to refuse 2 ermission for
development comprising the ¢onst ction Of . an access roadway from
Tempiecogus.Boad fo Qur Lady's School . Templeogue, Dublins

AT A At

DECISION: Pursuant to . the Local Government (Planning and
Development) Acts, 1963 to 1990, jggww;ggiqn_is hereby refused for

the said development for the reasons set ¢ut'in_thé'échéaﬁléwﬁereto.

SCHEDULE

1. The traffic movements ‘arising from the proposed development
would endanger public safety by reason of a Traffic hazard on
the adjoining heavily trafficked Templeogue Road.

2. The proposed development would reguire the removal of a
number of trees the loss of which would cause serious injury
to the visual amenities of Templeogue Road. =~ =~ '

~e L WOWS VI O TS
- Member of An Bord Pleanala duly
i . authorised to authenticate the
-3 seal of the Board.

pated this 31° day of 3’o-°~\-d, 1992.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT) ACTS, 1963 TQ 1990

County Dublin

Planning Register Reference Number: 91A/588

___T

Order Noted: L~ 2. } 'y
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10 whom the appiopriate powers have been delagated by order

of the Dublin City and County Manager, .
d rgﬁaMﬁﬁa Sz o
o — 19
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Dated day of
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COMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA CLIATH

I\q &~ j’:“v “%E\\l &Y Planning Department,

Irish Life Centre,

SE\S \QK E‘\\%W&EE( Lower Abbey Street,

Dublin 1.
%P\’Dg Teeon ,
t
Decstn .Q‘é#\ f\!&u&\(‘”
)

H

re : Oral Hearing of Planning Appeal Reg. Ref, : Q{ A 5?&

. \
feccess From “TEMLEOGWE Kok D To_owi L b ool
“TempeToeur SR Resemeny Aesxanmel |

I wish to confirm that an oral hearing of the above appeal has been
arranged as hereunder : -

DATE : CiT“\ ocTorER 1]8Y]] .
PLACE: ConfSRENLT Rgow. AN Reed  PeeeNAC A

TIME : fasDe Ak,

I should be glad if you would make the necessary arrangements to have
your Department represented at the hearing. The following documents

are forwarded herewith for your information. XJLJ
1. Copy of letter of application and site map . k%ﬁ¢;arL,J
2. Copy of report of Dublin Planming Officexr and T

order of the Assistant City and County Manager. e

3. Copy of grounds of appeal.

for PRINCIPAL OFFISER

Encls.




FORM 0.H. 1 (&)
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QOMHAIRIE CBONTAE ATHA CLIATH

2/A7 -S?8

To: Dublin Planning Officer

ORAL HEARING OF PIANNING APPEAL

o enpleagud Aoadl & Oa,claa{yj Acho o,
PROROSAL: ACCESS Froet
(¢.o e 2 :
T N 3 :
APPLICAIT: 7, WW MW (e se anOtTN -
I wish to confirm thet an Oral Hearing of the above appeal has beer arranged as
hereundex :-

Atz ©9- 1O 9/
pacs: Confetnce . Koo,
TIME s ]O : IJOALL

Ao Sooudl Fieanala .

I should be glad if you would indicate the Departments which you wish to have

represented at the Hearing.
for SENTOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

FOR{ 0.H. 1 (B)
Toz Senior Administrative Officer

At the Oral Eearing listed above, I wishk to have the foll owing Departments
representeds—

(1) Co. Solicitor's Depteeeas. (5) TFire Officer’s Deptesessse
(2) TRoads Department ....eceeces. ‘\, (6) Parks Department.ecceeece oo
(3) BSanitary Services Deptesoe (7) Development Plan Section..
(%) Bastern Fealth Board.sse..

DUBLIN PILANNING OFFICER
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® COMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA CLIATH
‘Record of Executive Business and Manager’s Orders

Register Reference : S1A/0598 Date Received : 16th aApril 1991

Correspondence : Edward Brady & Associates,

Name and : Architects, .

Addresgs 65 Rock Road, \
Blackrock, :
Co. bublin. ‘

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road

Location ¢ Our Lady's school, Templeogue

Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander
App. Type : Permission

Zoning 3

MO

(MD/BB)

Report of Dublin Planning officer dated 4th June, 1991.
This application is for permission for an access roadway from Templeogue Road
to our L Y's School, Templeogue. ‘

The existing access to the school ig located at the junction of Templeogue Road
and Fortfieég Road traffic lighted junction. The proposed access is located
approximatdey 100 metres closer to Templeogue Village than the existing access
and is between the existing access and springfield Road, Templeogue Road
junction. There are a line of trees along the boundary and there is a mature
Sycamore tree adjacent to the proposed access road.

In support of the application the applicant has submitted a letter which
cutlines the ﬁﬁ%égngxggx the traffic situation in the area and the hazards
associated with renure College and our Lady's school, Templeogue, crossing
the road in rush hour traffic at the existing junction at Templegue Road and
Fortfield Road.

The Roads Department have reported by phone that they are opposed to this

roposal which wquld constitute a, traffic haz rd. e 7 o3 %ﬁ:ﬁA@“”ér
Z.c eﬁﬁgiwéi o, \h' E%fa o :i? 5%1 ) vy ?Zq:ﬁgg?&ﬁu~ ¢3§?i;u§?&a
e ‘2 Thexre are ;?&arge numb&c of objections ffom loecal r sidentggto this proposal.

These relate to danger, traffic hazard and further slowing of traffic on
Templeogue Road. :

I recommend that a decision to REFUSE PERMISSION be made under the Local
Government (Planning and Development) Acts, 1963-1990 for the following ( i )
Reasonf:-

* S By Ne 93/ (G JQ0T)
- 6T 7B o as13 T) . ’
- o[ (K BHOT)  mtit T Hie et .




P COMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA CLIATH
Record of Executive Business and Manager’s Orders

Reg.Ref: 91A/0598

Page No: 0002

Location: our Lady's school, Templeogue

REASONS FOR REFUSAL

01 The proposed de opment would endanger public safety by reason of
traffic hazard or cbstruction of road users.

for bublin Planning Officer £ .| Endorsed:i-....cecee.. Yo ZooTs
' . for Principal ¢Officer

order: A decision pursuant to Section 26(1l) of the Local Government
(Planning and Development) Acts, 1963-1990 to REFUSE PERMISSION
for the above proposal for the (, ) reason7 set out above is hereby made.

Dated :, ......27....%’..’??/' .....%’.'QM%............

ASSISTANT CITY AND COUNTY MANAGER
to whom the appropriate powers have been delegated by order of the Dublin
City and cCounty Manager dated 26th April, 1991.
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DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL
PLANNING AND BUILDING CONTRCL DEPARTMAENT

Senior Engineer, : o
sanitary Services Dept.

Reglster Reference : 91A/0598 Date : 18th April 1991

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : our Lady‘s School, Templeogue
Applicant : Sr. Rogemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

Planning Officer : . -

Date Reed. : 16th April 1991 _m; sg%giw €8 car —_—
] 43 i C i / R i
Attached is a copy of the appli tiogiégrc%‘h”é&&bbxib vE lopmer{éegcf‘u&ﬁ?wct st

report would be appreciated within the next 28 days.

26APR 199;

Date received in Sanitary Serviges .....c....%%t..

SAN SERViCEs

2 6 6 8 46 4608 9 8T EEEN O 00EIEEIEEEArORtEENIESOIEETLIIOSIYOPIOSRATITTREGELO0LsAry e apge o v o

FOUL SEWER
AL alneti.

P T R Ry R P P RN AN R AR RN RN R R R RS E N A

SURFACE WATER
&9/,,% 'c,&'.f /%—MJ{'/\.

L) rniings Sidoils e et S Lopes.

Zf Hois 24772,

PLANNING DEPT.
DEY gLOPMEMT CONTROL SECT

FEST ¢
i

LAY TS0 an L4 “TEIrs
AR RN e ?3000esreny




Register Reference : 91A/0598 _ Date : 18th Aapril 1991

ENDORSED DATE

WATER SUPPLY. /{0

//%/V e 1[5
K 5

kL LRTC RN S
§77 SLOPMENT conTam. o
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. DUBLIN COUNTY COUNCIL
REG. REF: 91A/598.
LOCATION: Our Lady's, Templeogue. .
APPLICANT: Sr. Rosemary Alexander.
PROPOSAL: Access roadway from Templeogue Rd.
DATE LODGED: 16.4.91.

The proposed additional access is onto the very heavily trafficked Templeogue Road
which is an urban arterial route. Traffic speeds on the road are high.

A new access would génerate furning movements which would cause considerable
disruption and obstruction to traffic and Roads are totally opposed to it. (The
very wide carriageway also make these turning movements difficult).

Permission should be refused ag the proposal would endanger public safety by reason
of a traffic hazard and obstruction to road users.

Note: There is an existing "double" access to the site at the traffic lights
further north.

TR/BMcC , e
29.5.91. . ;

SIGNED: % /4%” . ENDORSED: S "/w@&«

DATE: . 5’1/ S; / 9/

= DATE: 36’% ﬂ/@t/ 4,

L3 ’
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COMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA CLIATH
‘Record of Executive Business and Manager’s Orders

Register Reference - 91a/0558

Date Received : 1sth April 1991

Correspondence : Edward Brady & Associates,

Name and : Architects, . . .

Address 65 Rock Road, -
Blackrock,

Co. Dublin. AR

Development : access roadway from Templeogue Road

Location ¢ Our Lady's school, Templeogue

Applicant

'y

Sr. Rosemary Alexander
App. Type : Permission

Zoning :

MO

(MD/BB)

Report of publin Planning officer dated 4th June, 1991.

T an access roadway from Templeogue Road
to our . ¥*'s School, Templeogue.

The existing access to the gchool ig located at the
and Fortfieég Road traffic lighted junction.
approximatley 100 metres closer to Templeogue
and is between the existin

junction. There are a lin

junction of Templeogue Road
The proposed access is located

In support of the ap

outlines the soqg,wh; the traffic gsituation
associated wizﬁ%%géeﬁure College and Our rLa

the road in rush hour traffic at the existi
Fortfield Road.

in the area and the hazards
dy 's school, Templeogue, Crossing
ng junction at Templeque Road and

The Roads Department have Teported by phone that the

144
_y
large numbdr of objections om local r sidentggto this propogal.
These relate to danger,

traffic hazard andg further slowing of traffic on
Templeogue Road. ’

Y are opposed to this i
pdBIoposal @hlci w?_lié.; constitu&e j téaff.ic hazard. A ;g:: ?‘34[ (‘i’f@- ,@ % W"
B rherd are :.f g ﬁ

SSION be made under the Local
1963-1990 for the following ¢ [ )

¥ 3 By Ne 93 /4 (¢ JoozT)

cT T TE ez T) , .
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+ COMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA CLIATH
Record of Executive Business ang Manager’s Orders

Reg.Ref: 912/0598

Page No: 0002

Location: our Lady's School, Templeogue

REASONS FOR REFUSAL

01 The proposed dgxs&opment would endan

ger publiec safety by reason of
traffic hazardﬁor obstruction of roa

d users.

for Dublin Planning officer A'6-9 Endorsed:-

b AL LI I IR A Y -

for Principal Officer

Order: A decision pursuant to section éG(lj of the Local Government
(Planning and Development) Acts, 1963-1990 to REFUSE PERMISSION
for the above proposal for the (, ) reason? set out above is hereby made.

oated + oo N S e Ol

0000....ab'o.o.c.o.’.u.’.

ASSISTANT CITY AND COUNTY MANAGER

ave been delegated by order of the Dublin
th April, 1s91.

to whom the appropriate powers h
City and county Manager dated 26




235 Templeogue Road, .- wiv-
Templeogue, S
Co. Dublin, 6. e A
1pth August, 1991. &

The Secretary,
An Bord Pleanala,
Irisn Life Centre,

Dublin, 1. _ .

Dear S8ir, : e ame e -
Qef. Pl./6/5/36163. Cur Lady's school, Templedgue Road,
Dublin, T.A. 2ed. Ref: ° 1A/533. .

Thnank you for your letters with enclosures of 25ta July and
25th July,

-~ T CSgy S A
£tn thng lotler gadllic

T refer, firstily, . cased Lo
Edward Brady & Associates acting snbehalf of Hur Lad

dated 23rd July, 1931. Trn this letter they refer to rne decision
af Dublin Corporztion to refuse Planning Permission. As you.are
aware, the Appeal is against tne decisionpf pubiin County Council.

58
T

In their letter MessSrS. grady state that "the prozosed roadway
is also a #$afe distance from Seringfield Rocad,”

May I point to them,through your good offices, that in Plan No.
903/66, Dublin Corporation refused permissionfor a Petrol Filling
Station on a site in the grounds of Qur Lady's 120 {(one hundred)
feet North of Soringfield 20ad. The Corporation cornsidered the
development would be objectionable amd one of the reasons for
their decision was contained in - T .

5. (b) The The locaticm of a2 pesrel fi21i.g station adjacent
so the entrance to a school and ne-T the intersection oI tws major
roads (i.e. Fortfisild Road and Templeozue <3ad) wouii cause a Ser

mm =S A~ ‘,-a-,.,.,i 1"
ok e gy -t E - -

This declsion was subsequently confirmed by the tpen inistsr Ior
Local Government who decided that condition 2 of the oraer:-
1 Thenrovosed development would endnager pubkic safety by reason
of traffic hazard because of Ioéétionpf site in close zroximity
£p two road junctions and because the tpaffic movementis to which
this development would give rise would interfere with the safety
and free flow of traffic on the adjoining road."
As set @ut in ay letter to you &f 17th July, the creationbf a traffic
haXard was the reasol given In the refusals to the proposals in )
5lan 831/74 (Dublin Corporation); Plan £77/75(0rder of the Minister

for Local Government.); Plan 2468/36 (Dublin gorporatiin. subsequently

appealed to and refused by An Bord Plennala.)

/contd.




An Bord Pieanala. .
Ref, Pl &/5/68168. 12) contd,

Referring to the letter (enclosed to you by Messrs. Brady)
from Mr. J. Cashen, the Bursar/Admiastrator of 2ur Lady's,
this letter is undated and it is unclear from it who the addressee
is. However, I wish to make the following comments:

Items No. 1, No. 2 and do. 3 in the letter - These matters
of traffic control and enforcement are a matter for the Gardai;
the matter of prorer control by traffic lights adjusted to allow
traffic in and out of the existing entrance at Our Lady's 1is
s=wnwewr o0r decision by the Gardai and the Traffic Sectionof
Dublin County Council. Both these mattere require seriocus attention,

Ttem No., 4. (1) to zet the services of a sohool warden. This

seems a very sensible decision as wardens are usually on duty at
school entrances at specified times.

Yours sincerely,
/“/é:f&%f{féﬁgiikmﬁy“ézaT_“

{Mrs, Denis J. Smyth.)
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229 Templeogue Road,
Anp Bord Pleanaia, Dublin 6,

Floor 3, Blocks 6-7, 9 Aug. 1991.

Irish Life Centre,

Lr. Abbey St., Dublin 1.

Your ref. PL 6/5/86168, P.A.Reg. Ref. 914/598.

A chara,

With reference to the appeal of Sr. Rutn Blexan
School, Templeogue Ropad, Dublin &, against the
County Council refusing the permission saought
entrance to Our lady's School, I wisn to comment o _
support of the present appeal by Edward B8rady and Assdeg %% 65 Rock
Road, Williamstown. Blackrock, Co. Dublin (23 July, 1991} and by Mr.
Joseph Cashen, Bursar-Administrator of Qur Lady's School (undated
letter}.

A. Letter of Edward Brady and Associates:

1. The npresent appeal should be against the decision of QDublin
County Council, rather than the Corporatian as on previous occasions.

2. The County Council 1in fact gave two reasons far refusing the
agoellant's application: (i) the creation of a traffic hazard and (31}
the obstruction of road users. These reasans warranted the decision
to refuse the apsolication and the local authority clearly considered
them to be sufficient for its. judgement.

3. The danger to public safety of an additional entrance to Our
Lady's School has been consistentiy found by the Minister for Local
Government, Dublin Corporation, An Bord Pleanala and Oublin County
Council toa be a good and sufficient reason for refusing permission for
the entrance being again sought. The statement of the traffic hazard
does not exclude octher reasons or imply that the other reasans found by
the planning authorities {e.g., "loss of amenity to residents") na
Tonger apply.

4. It is 1imaccurate to state that the proposed entrance would allow
“clear vision in beth directions”. There are in fact trees growing an
the grass margin to right and Teft and the vision of a motorist coming
out of the proposed entrance would be further obstructed by the
bus-step to his or ner right at which the 158, 49, 4938, 6%, 654 and 65

S D O T R LTS T B R e




aanis —ni . - - s w7 4 . 1

B buses usu 11y have to stap. These buses have a combined freguency
of nearly 200 on working and schoo7l days.

5. The praoposed entrance is not, as claimed, "at a safe distance
from Springfield Road". [t is in fact appreoximately 8% yards away and
it «can be verified by inspection on schooli~days-.-that Springfield Road
is frequently blocked by traffic backing up from the traffic lights at
the junction of Fortfieid and Templeogue Roads. This obstruction would
be increased by the proposed entrance, as parents would drop their
children farther south on Templeogue Road and so nearer tg Springfield
Road.

6. The claim that the present appeal is being made "“in the interest
of public safety” cannot be reconciled with the consistent professional
findings of the planning authorities on the occasions of the several
previous appiications and an-earlier appeal to An Bord Pleanatla faor a
similar entrance to the one now being sought.

7. Regarding the safety aof pupils, {a) the applicant has
established no unusual risk tao pupils entering or leaviang Our Lady's
School by the present entry and exit roads; (b] even if such a risk
were to be established, it should not be reduced by increasing the risk
ta other road-users or By causing inconvenience, gbstructian,
harassment and Joss to other residents on Templeogue Rgad; {c} Qur
Lady's School has a frontage of about 300 feet between the present
entrance and Bushy Park which would allow an additional entrance to
reduce any nypothetical risk to the pupils without adverseiy affecting
the residents, as is now being proposed.

8. The junction of Fortfield Raod and Temp leogue Road is controlled
by ¢traffic lights. o advantage would be gained by adding another
entrance apgroximately S0 vyards fraom the present, with or without

anather set of traffic lights.

8. Letter of Mr. Joseph Cashen:

l. It is accepted that the present entrance to Our Lady's School is
its only entrance. It is simailar toe the entrance to many ather
suburban schools and better than some, e.g., the entrance aoff
Templeville Road to Templeogue Lollege which has much additional
traffiec through the public use of its swimming pool, bridge club and
other sporting facilities.

2. The mentian af Terenure Coilege in the context on/gﬁgf: aesent
application is misleading and largely irrelevant. The gq¢ Qe ton the
College 15 almost a guarter of a mile from the Junct1oao,0€h% Brifield
Road and Templeague Rgad and the exit from the Call Fe ea% » 200
yards from thne entrance to QOur Lady's. Thousands of? the d-users,
as wWwell as pupils of Terenure College, pass the 3unct1g\‘every day and

. \ S

—n




adding another entrance to Qur Lady's would only increase the risk to
the College pupils and all the others.

3 {1 1in Cashen}. Regarding the alleged breaking of the lights by
motorists passing through the jumction, it has to be pointed aut that
this could be remedied by substantiated complaints from the auvthorities
of Our Lady's School ts the law enforcement agency. There 1is in fact a
traffic-monitering camera already at the junction,

4 (1 in Cashen). The islands at the junction of Fortfield and’
Temp leogue Roads facilitate crossing at what are normal crossings.

5 (2 in Cashen}. Having daily passed this junction as a pedestrian
and a motorist for aver 35 years, I have not experienced the
misunderstanding claimed by Mr. Cashen. If such exists, it could be
readily removed by varying the traffic lights or by adding arrows
indicating right or left turns.

6 (2 1in Cashenj. Regarding the claimed serious accidents, the
appellant has supplied no statistics far the totals of serious
accidents (1) at the junction, {ii) opposite Our Lady's grounds, or
{ii1) involving Qur Lady's pupilis. Having 11vedfcp§§éf%e Sur Lady's
grounds for the past 35 years, I have found tiag¥she qumber of serious
accidents at the junction or along TempTgnguegmﬁégrﬁﬁsﬁggen thankfully
small and I cannot recall any serious acéident;in?qufvg’a pupil of Our
Lady's during that time. At least one residéit waBinjured in Etrying
to enter his gate from the stretch of Templeogue Réad under discussian.
(Vid. alsg comment 7(c} on Brady letter]. A s

' -.-//

7 (3 1in Cashen]. It is true that there are ao Tights at the
Faortfield-Tempieogue junction for traffic emerging fram Our Lady's
School. This deficiency san best be remedied by instal’ing tha missing
lights. An additional entrance to the School would not prevent the

present Tights from goiag out of order, if 1n fact thney do so any mare
than traffic -lights in any other part of the city.

8 (3 in Cashen). Regarding the mention of parents driving their
children to Cur Lady's School, these parents very often fail to use the
present separate entrance and exit roads through Qur Lady's graounds.
Being usually in a hurry on their way to work, they drap their children
instead on Templeogue or Fortfield Road. They are most uniikely ta
use an additicnal circuit through Our Lady's grounds via the opresent
entrance at the junction and out through the proposed raad on to
Templeogue Road again.

It should be noted that the appellant has made no mention of closing
the present exit from the School or of the fact that both entry and
exit roads are being applied for in the proposed access road. Either
twa entrance rocads and two exit roads are intended for the Schoel or
the present entrance 1is intended for some wuse other than school
requirements.




9 {4 in Cashen}. The effect of a warden service now at the present
entrance to Qur Lady's 1is unknoun, as such a service has not been tried

far some years. Meither has there been a schoael patrol at Bur Lady's
of the kind used 1in Notre Dame des Missions Scheol in Churchtaown and
many other schools. Either service might alleviate the concern of the

School autherities for the safety of thedir pupils.

10 {4 in Cashen). A "second exit" would ast in fact diminish the
total ¢traffic on Templeogue Road in any way but would increase the
hazards to the pupils and other road-users and would require angther
set of traffic lights at the proposed entrance. B

It 4s noticeable that the letters from Edward Brady and Asscciates
and Mr. Cashen have addressed none of the points raised 1in my
submissisns te QOubiin Lounty Council on 3 May 1891 and To your Bord an
10 July 1991 and which are relevant to any consideration of the present
appeal.

/

I trust that An Bord Pleapnala will again find that the present
application/appeal is unsatisfactaory and unwarranted. Should an oral
hearing be thought necessary, I request your permission to be present
and te be professionally represented.

Thanking you for your attention,
Yours sincerely,

{/hf if WJ /(-LA"NLH

Michael Turner

/
7+
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oL* LADY'S SCHOOL.
TEMPLEOGUZ ROAD.
DUBLIN 6,

Qear

T am writing to you 0 express Dur grave concern about the safety of our
girls and staff entering and Leaving QOur Lady's School. The student
population of the schaot is 1ip excess of 1,000. Tre aaly exit ai present
is at the junction where Fortfield Road meets Templeague Rgad. Pupiis and
Staff coming fram the Fortfield side gf the road have to crass traffic
Lignts at thz junction. This critical situation is exacerbated by the fact
that this junction i3 alsa wused Dy Terenure College (pupil poputatien
1,2003. 1In additisn to the normal hazards af trying to craess the road in
rush hear  traffic  tne npupils and staff altso ™ nave it cantend with ihe
following:-

1. Moiarists coming vp the Templeogue Road from Tereaure Village and
turning right into Fartfield Road. They freguently btreak the Lights ta do
sa, thus encazngering students wha are attempting %o cross the Fortfietd
Road. The student often are forced to walt on tn2 istand and take any
appartunity they c¢an to get across.

2. mMatorists and cyclists coming down the Templeogue Poad and turning left
are causing the same problems as in 1. In addition a genuine
misundsrstanding appears to exist between matorists znd cyclists exiting
from Fartfietd Road and turning right into Templecgue Road and students
crossing the road. The fact that a number of ericus accidents have
accurred here im recent years suggests there is a -~eal danger. th:t a
student could pay for such a misunderstanding with nis ar her tife.

3. @s thers is no alilowance on the Lights for trafiic exiting or entering
Qur Lacy's School there 1s a major preblem given {ae very heavy volume of
traffic at these times. ALL of the abave difficulties are ingreased by ‘the
additional chaos and danger caused when the Lights are out of order, 3
frequent ozcurrence particularly after the weekend. The very big increasé
in traffic an the Templeogue Road has added to our difficulties and ouf
situation is not helped by the fact that many parents who Live quite near
the schocl raw drive tneir children to and from schoot as they believe it
is not sare to travel on toot.

4. As & r2sult of continvaus represenations from parenis and staff and of
gur own observations as to the dangers invalved in taving oanly one exit
from the school we are caavinced of the necessity of the_futtauing:-

(i) to get ine services of schoot warden

(ii) to open a second exit from the schoal in order to d:vide the traffic
and ease the proui=m at the present exit.

T e T P ) P LR




The Manager, Sister Rosemary Alexander, R.C.E., and the Beard of Management
have asked me, on their behalf, te put these difficulties ta the relevant
autharities and express their fears that someone wikl be Hadly maimed or
killed wuntess something is done very scon to stleviate this serigus
problem. We are therefore making a farmal request to the County Council
for 3 School Warden and also for a second exit from the. school.

Yours sincerely

Bursar/Admipistrator




Architects Edward Brady + Associates

65 Rock Road Williamstown Blackrock Co Dublin

BY HAND - Ref.  mm/EC Tel. 880X §ABBRHNK X
2880186-2885403
P. A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598 Voo X
Your Ref: PL 6/5/86168 . :j‘“ \\3-.
' A0

23rd. July 1991

An Bord Pleanala,
Flocor 3 Block 6 & 7,
Irish Life Centre;
Lower Abbey Street.
Dublin 1.

RE: ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD
OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE, DUBLIN 6W

Dear Sir/Madam,

We refer to the above and our appeal against Dublin Corporations
decision to refuse Planning Permission for the access roadway.

We outline hereunder grounds for our appeal.
Dublin Corporation has given orny one reason for the refusal:

'The proposed development would endanger public safety by
reason of traffic hazard/and or obstruction of road users'

We disagree with this statement as the proposed entrance/exit.
occurs on a wide stretch of roadway with clear vision in both
directions. The wide path with grass margin enables vehicles

to gain clear early vision before entering the road. The

proposed roadway is also 2 safe distance from Springfield Road.
The application was made in the interest of public safety together
with the safety of pupils attending the school as the present
entrance is over burdened and the entrance occurs at the junction
of Templeogue Road and Fortfield Road. A hazard to public safety
is therefore created by the overuse of the existing access road.

cont/d over......

Edward W. Brady F.R.LA.L, Michact Malone Dip.Arch. tech)  R.A.L {tech).
Registered Office: 65 Rock Road, Blackrock, Co. Dublin.
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An Bord Pleanala
23rd July 1991
Your Ref: PL 6/5/86168

RE: ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD, OUR LADY'S SCHOOL,
TEMPLEOQOGUE, DUBLIN 6W

The Bursar/Administrator of the School, Mr. Joseph Cashen has
on behalf of The Manager, Sister Rosemary Alexander and the
Board of Management outlined their reasons for the application
in a letter and we attach copy of same.

We trust this is the information you require at this time and
we request the Bord for an early date for the oral hearing.

Yours faitﬁfnlly;

-

EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES

Bnc{1l)




228 Templeogue Road,

Dublin 6,
/ 10 July 1991.
An Bord Pleanala, 1 .. /#"
lrish Life Centre, % <o PLEAY:,
Abbey St., Oubtin 1.7 o P2284s
Your ref.: PL6/5/86168 \/wcf_ésﬁ
8 chara,

(1 JU"‘C’(’

Referring to the appeal of Sr. Ruth Alexand a 8oard of
Management of Our Lady's School, Templecgue ad, DubT' 8, against the
decision of Bublin County Council which recently retused permission for

e

access/exit roads to/from Bur Lady's School and/or Cenvent, as a
resident of Templeogue Road I wish to enter my cbjection agaiast the
decision of the Councii being over-turned. I also wish ta request

permission to be present and to be professionally represented at any
sral hearing of the appeal.

I object to the proposed extra entrance being allowed on the following
grounds:

1. It would create a greater traffic hazard on a road that already
has serious risks for those who use Templeogue Rcad ar try to cross it.
In addition to the increase in traffic along this road through greater
car ownership and commercial vehicals, there 1is certain to be increased
traffic arising from the further development of Tallaght: The Square,
Regional College of Technology, Tallaght Hespital, etc. Furthermore,
there 1is now the official policy of channelling venicals from the south
City wvia the new M50 tc Bublin Airport and the main routes to the
south, west and north of the country. This extra traffic normally must
pass aleng Templeogue Road to jein the M5Q.

Several earlier " applications by the present appellant for the
additiaonal access road now being sought have been consistently turned
down by the Miaister for Local 6Gaovernment (Environment}, Oubiin
Caorporation, Oublin County Council and An Bord Pleanala an the ground
that the additional access road would be a traffic hazard.

2. The additional entrance being sought wo s} foss af
amenity for the residents on this part {nos. 67€%£§5¢af Teogue
Road, as was found by the planning afficials & ponatjon an

J) . Gn
t “the
s ta the

the occasions of previous applications (PL831/745 ?ﬁﬂfu
an appeal to your Bard (PL2468/768), it was éec1d aga1n
construction of a permanent roadway would be ¢ ri ing
residentijal amenities of property in the vicin 1877.
fpart from amenities for the residents, others fro uth side who
may wish to use Bushy Park would have to pass through another set of
traffic Tights in addition to the five sets in the comparatively short
distance from Templecgue 8ridge to the Park.

3. An entrance/exit at the place proposed would make it virtually
impossible for me to use my car for periods of 15-30 mins., four times
a day during school terms.

L




4, It 1is wusuval for postprimary pupils and their friends to
cangregate outside and opposite school gates, as they do outside the
present entrance te Qur Lady's. These gatherings cause obstructions
and nuisances te residents near school entrances.

5. The proposed entrance would substantially reduce the value af
houses apposite or nearby. For many of the residents, their houses
are the major part of their 1ife savings.

G. The existing entrance and exit roads, together with twuwo
pedestrian passages, are quite adequate for the present needs of Our
Lady‘s Schoel and/or Convent, especially &s all surveys from the
Department of Education, E.R.S.I. and the Educational Secretariate of
the Archbishop of Dublin show that the pupil population is due to fall
by 30% in the next decade and all the indicatigns are that Qur Lady's
Convent is likely to be uninhabited in the near future. ~The.existing
access to Our Lady's compares more thanm favourably ifn--those . to
neighbouring Terenure College and Tempiecgue Callege wggg%’a;g schoals
with simitar naumbers of pupils to Qur Lady's and/&ﬁ%ﬁgﬁg* —‘o; have

cansiderable additiocnal traffic because of the'swimﬁing §b§\§\ n stheir

H

grounds that are used by the genmeral public. PEY e //

NE p
\_/7 i
7. If the appellants in the distant future were\éﬁ\ig need for

an additional entrance to Our Lady's School, they have alternative
sites for entrances that would not adversely affect the residents an
Temp Teocgue Road. It is feasible to site another entrance to 0Our
Lady's beside the pedestrian entrance to Bushy Park and roughly at the
same distance from the existing entrance to the School as the site of
the access road being sought in the present appeal.

1
it

bl

/'/:—Z-T‘:\\' .
8. In view of the several appliications for the sgée}i&cﬁ#iﬁy'és the
present one which have been turned down b&/'xpﬁpq,Bord, Dublin

Corporation, DOublin County Council and other plaffging atthorapties, it
is an abuse of the planning process for an appljcafit Qqﬁfo&?‘hppe1ﬂant
to make repeated applications/appeals for the s&me'fééﬁ1ity. LI s
relevant to quote here from a Tetter of Edward B?ad}\ggghﬂsggsfﬁtg%, on
behalf of the appellant to Oublin Corporation (8 ?ag. 781 2}t'is not
the intention of gur clients to apply for retenticn Of-femporary access
as a permanent aone, at a later date". The present appeal is again for
precisely that permanent entrance.

9. 1t is open to the party making these repeated applications and
appeals to do sa at no personal cost whereas a resident who would be
affected by the proposed entrance has no access to corporate funding in
trying to preserve the value and use aof his/her property. This
obviously raises issues of natural justice and constitutional equity,
were the present appeal ta succeed.

10. In the absence of any real need for an extra entrance to Our
Lady's School, there 1is an implication in the present appeal that the




existing entrance to Our tbLady's is intended for use for another
purpase, e.g., access to a housing development on the field between the
existing entrance and Bushy Park. The land for Qur Lady's Schoal was
dssigned for educational purposes and it was never the intentien af
Lady Shaw, the previous owner, Oublin Corpration or indeed the Sisters
of Religious Educatian that any of the property should be used for
commercial development.

Please find encissed a cheque for 130 to cover my objection and that
of Mr. Aarcn Harrison whao Js away and has asked me tog forward fhis
objectisn, also enclosed. '

Thanking ygu for your attention,
Yours sincerely,

Michae]l Turner







"Parknadoon,'

235 "Templeogue Road
Templeogue,

Co. Dublin, 6%.
17th July, 1991.

The Secretary,
An Bord Pleanala,
Trish Life Centre,

Dublin, 1. _ ) B —

De=r Sir, - _
Re. Qur Lady's School, Tsmbleogue Road, Dublin,
Planning Aoplicazion $1£/8598, Dublin County
Council. L
Your Reference:; PL 6-5-86163.

I support the decison of Dublin County Council tc refuse permission
for tne application for prosaged road from Templeogué Road for the reason
that "the proposed development would endanger public safety by reason

of traffic hazard and/or obstruction to road users.” (7th June, 1991.)

My objections to the prpposed rqadway are -~

1. Our Lady's school already has an adequate entrance controlled by traffic
iights at the junction of Templeogue Road and Fo;tfield Road.

2. 2o a letter dated 4th Septmeber, 1974, from the 8olicitors of the
proposers, Messrs. Arthur 2'Hagan & Son, to the Planning Appeals
Section of the Departmentof Local Government, MesSsSrs. ®'Hagan state:

"our clients have asked us to state categorically that the temporary
access on to Templeogue Road would be used only to serve the ’
building site for the periqd of the building operations' and in the
same better state "It is not the intention of ouf clients to

apply for retention of temporary access a_s a permanent one , at a
later stage.® -

5. The road provxosed would be a very seriocus traffic hazard on 2 very
heavily trafficxed Tampleogue Road (N8L) which leads directly to the
pew motorway M50 which, in tufm, takes very heavy traffic to ths
National Routes to the South and Yest of Ireland and to the Navan Road -
theNt, N7, and N3. The H50 will, in 1994, le-d to the M1 and to
Dublin Airporct.

Tr_affic signs in R#thgar, Dupllinyoars already directing traffic

for Navan to travel via Teggiéﬁgggfgégd 4o the M32. It is also

gointed out tnat there 416 consideradbl: skivate and commercial traffic

coming OFF THZI ROUXDA30FT FROM M50 v\ia%}t e Roge to the city.
Y qq C I g T
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- 2 - An Bord Fleanala (contd.)

pe;missionfor a commercial development as "the location .....

adJacegt tc the entrance to a school and near the intersection of
two‘magor roads (i.e. Fortfield Rvad and Zempleogue Road) would cause a
serious traffic hazard.® {(Plan No. 903/66 Dublin Corporation.)

Plan 331/74 - Dublin Corporation. In granting permissionfor a school
extension the Corpsration sade a condition "that the proposed new
entrance from Templeozue Road shzll be omitt ¥@d"™ in order " to avoid
st a traffic hazarg?

Plan 677/75. 3By order of tne ¥inister for Lical Governmznt permission
was granted in danuary , 1976, for a temporary roadway. Condition Ng.l
attalched to this permissiorn states "The roadway shall be removed ....
++.+. 2s '"on completion of building operations on the site the temporary
access sirwhpmgwesc will no longer be needed and it is .desirable

in the interests of amenity and traffic safety that tine use of the
access should cease. ™’

It is noted here by me that the condition requesting the removal of
the road has not been complied with.

In 1976 the same proposers in Plan 2463/76 sought permission foom
DublinCorporation "tc retain permanentdy roadway to service schoogl
Permission was refused,the proposers then appleaed to an Bord Pleanala.
Following the subsequent QOral Hearing the Bord's decision was to
refuse permission for the reason that

"The construction of ermanent rjadway as proposed would be
seriously injuriocus to the residential amenities of property in
the vicinity and would result in increased traffic hazard on the
adjoinipg heavily trafficked Temsleogsue Road." 1Sth May, 1S77.

As will be readily be seen fprom the above decisions, it is the
continued view of the Minister for Local 3Jovernment, Dublin Corporation,
An Bord Pleanalz and now, Dublin County Council, that the roadwvay prooosed
would have cre-ted zsericus traffic hazard during the period 1366 to
1977. With the onenonomal increased @n traffic up to and including
1991 and the projected increase activated by traffic to and from the
M5C in the future the FAZARD IS CORRVSPANDINGLY INCRFASED,

Considerable narassment hes been caused me {(and others) sinc 1974
by continue apvlications for an entrance fronm Texpleogue.Read by
Our Lady's. Also a grest deal of time znd money have beenuspent by me
inconnection with these avplications and in m:nitorianx%iﬂT' Progress.

I enclose my cheque for £15 (fifteen pounds)fbein d Léfététutdry.

g
fee to accompany these-observations. . FA-Ljce.
AT - / 7
AL T .

T oo Yoyursisincerely, N

[ -yt N ¥ '
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il ’/.f /f v e
—————

e ( ¥rs. Denis J. smyth,)
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Architects Edward Brady - Associates

65 Rock Road Williamstown 8Blackrock Co Dublin

BY HAND
—_— Ref, MM/EC Tel BBE KB EB 3403
2880186 —~ 2885403

gi# [osos

lst July 1991
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AN COFRD PLEANALA

Reasived, 311 [O{ Lw

An Bord Pleanala,

Blocks 6 & 7, ) )

Irish Life Centre, Fc::gt,@ Q)\ﬁ{ )
Lower Abbey Street, 3
Dublin 1. Recgizt He. 32319
RE: ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD

OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE, DUBLIN 6W

Dear Sirs,

On behalf of our Clients Sister Rosemary Alexander and the
Board of Management of Qur Lady's School, Templeogue we wish
to appeal against Dublin County Councils decision to refuse
Planning Permission for the above development.

We attach Fee amounting to £150.00 to An Bord Pleanala.
We request an ORAL HEARING of the appeal as the Schoolts

Board of Management consider the provision of the access
essential for the safety of the pupils of the School.

Yours faithfully,

EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES

Enc(l)

Edward W. Brady F.R1AL, Michael Malone DipArch. {tech)  RJALL (toch),
i Registered Office: 65 Rock Road, Blackrock, Co., Dublin.




Planning Application Form/
Bye - Law Application Form

TIONS MUST BE ANSWERED.

PLEASE READ INSTRUCTIONS AT BACK BEFORE COMPLETING FORM. ALL CUES

1. Apglication-for Permission [X] Outline Permission[ [ Approval[_Jpiace /in approgriate box,
Approval should be sought only whsro 2n outline permission was previously granted. Qutiine
retention of structures or continuanszs of uses,

permission may not be sought for the
2. Postal addre?s of sf;e or building OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLE_OGUE ROAD, 6W.
(1f none, give deseription o
sufficient to identify)......

" Address... OUR_LADY 'S SCHOOL, “TERPLEOCUE ROAD—GW- o o 305515

4. Name and address of ... EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS .

person or firm responsible -

far preparaticn of dngwings 65 ROCK ROAD ! BLA(—-:KROCK s CO. DUBLINY"@I. No 28893’8..6 ..................
5. Name and addrsss to'which ... EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS,

notification: shoujdsbe sent i

6. Brief descriptonof ..o - =

tieseenren SCHOQL, ... . TEMPLEQGUE
7. Method of drainégéf'; Publlc drain 8. Source of Water Supply N/A .
9. In the case of any building or buildings to be retained on site, please state:-43 % &, fest o - RS
(a) Present use of zach floor X : M“"
V
or use when last used. ...... SCH-QQL BUILDINGS_:/_COI_\'-'_ E%&m - "
(b)_Proposad uss of esch fioor .SGHOQL,  BUILDINGS/CONVENT ..
M 10 Does the proposz! invaive demalition, partial demolition _
or change of uss of any habitable houss or part thereof? NO Cere
&uvk‘f 11.(2) Area of Site ' R S S - 7. | +000..m2... 5q. m.
l o’ L}\Q,r {b) Floor ares of proposed development o i ”W ones . N/A Sq. m.
{c) Floor ares of buildings proposed to ba retained within site . _ 5,800 m, e SQ. M,
12.5tate applicant’s Jega! interest or estate insite | .. .
{i.e. freehold; leasehold, etc.) N FREEHOLD . : -
13.Are you now 2pplying aiso for an approval under the Building Bye Laws?
Yes K] No (] Plece ./ in appropriate box.
14 Please state the extent to which the Draft Building Regulations have been taken in account in your proposal;
THE DRAFT RBUILD ING REGULATIONS HAVE BEEN TARKEN INTO ACCOUNT
15.List of documents erwclased with ....f%...C.Q?i.l.?-,lé...9..5.‘....‘-L‘.E!.&...EQL.L.QRI.N.(%..D.RAWJEN.G, A
eoplication. . .3%% ___ DRAWING NOS: 0/01
' ;;‘%g%g%%mwm&.ERQM...-IR.ISH....J:-NDEPENDEM---DM&D---&-@ehmapm&u-w% -----
! G Qotmcil: for” aiccets Foadwiy: APELICATIN FORM '
look' Templeogne.-form
. % ‘Aléxander, 3 '.Mﬂ s N/A
16.Gross floor space q!-grgposed devslopment (See back) Sq.m.
No of dwe!liné:s propozed {if any)—‘ e /A Class(es) of Development ...... .. N/A
Feg Payabie f.......... Basis.et-Calculation (SCHOOL APPLICATION)
if a reduced fee is tendered details of previous relevant pazment should be given

- V4
Signature of Applicant (or his Agent) - ‘Mb%“”/ P %w‘—’(- - nloBte /é’ ,/fii/f) £

Application Type PlisL. FOR OFFICE USE ONLY / /
Register Refe(ence - . 9 W}J 05‘3 3
Amount Recgived £............... i L., L/w O
Mo .
Receipt No

Date

POy
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COMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA cLIATH
Record of Executive Business and Manager’s Orders

Register Reference : 91a/0598 ) Date Received : 16th april 1991

Correspondence : Edward Brady & Assoclates,
Name and : Architects, .
Address 65 Rock Road,

Blackraock,

Co. Dublin.

Develcpment : access roadway from Templeogte Road

Locaticn : our Lady's School, Templeogue
Appl::.cant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : Permission

Zoning :

MO

(MD/BB)

Report of publin Planning officer dated 4th June, 1991,

d at the junction of Templeogue Road
and Fortfieég Road traffic lighted junction. The broposed access is located
approximatley 100 metres clozer to Templeogue Village than the existing access
and is between the existing access and sSpringfield Road, Templecgue Road
junction. There are a

line of treesg dlong the boundary and there is a mature
Sycamore tree adjacent to the proposed access road.

ocutlines the Tea ggg,wh the traffiec situation i
associated with,i enurs College and our Lady‘s
the road in rush hour tra

School, Templeague, crossing
Fortfield Road.

ffic at the existing junction at Templegue Road and

The Roads Department have reported by phone that the

¥ are opposed to this ﬂjp
ol Pr:&oség; %h,:.ci would constitu&a f t aff'ic hazard. "g;& ?‘zf[ ”é"f& & W

end - ¥
om local réside
ger, traffic hazard and further slowi

There are a'large numpdy of objections
These relate to dan

ntsh to this Proposal.
Templeogue Road.

ng of traffie op

TT 6T TR Y sz 1) | .
T8[9 (K 220T) it ho sefete




COMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA CLIATH

Record of Executive Business and Manager’s Orders

Reg.Ref: 91a/0598

Page No: 0002

Location: our Lady's School, Templecgue

REASONS FOR REFUSAL

01 The propaosed dwlopment would endanger public safety by reason of
traffic hazard OF obstruction of road users.

féii%iff??@i...(:Zé?@ﬁ4f%¥?..;Eﬁfg? !¢ka /gj/ /i[‘ S
for Dublin Planning officer =9l Endorgsedi=...ueeeneneot M .

for Principal officer

order: A decision pursuant to secticn 26 (1) of the Local Government
(Planning and Development) Acts, 1963-1990 toc REFUSE PERMISSION
for the above proposal for the ( ] } rea.sonf set out above is hereby made.

e o Y e Oleila

ASSISTANT CITY AND COUNTY MANAGER
to whom the appropriate powers have heen delegated by order of the publin
City and county Manager dated 26th April, 19391.




235 Templeogue Road,
Templeogue,

Co. Dublin, &7. =
12th August, 19G91.

The Secretary,
An Bord Pleanala, .
Irish Life Centre, ) : \\
Dublin, 1. o e
Dear Sir,

Ref. Pl./6/5/36163

. Tad 3chool, TemopleBgue Road,
Dublin, P.A. Res. Ref: 1A/ : .

Thank you for your lLetlers with enclosures of 25ta July and
25tn July, - ’

T refer, firsgily, ed to youoy Messrs.
Edward Brady & Assoclates acting onbehalfl nur Lady's 3choocl and
dated 23rd July, 19321. Tr this letter they refer to the decisicn
of Dublin Corporation to refuse Planning Permission. As you are
aware, the Appeal is against the decisionpf Dudbiin County Council.

Fm o Fas T nbEn R Rttt
R [ e g R

%)

had
- -
.-

In their letter ¥Yessrs. Brady state tnat "the prozqgsed roadway
is also a f£afe distence from Springfield Road.”

May I point tc them,through your good offices, tnat in Plan No.
503/66, Dublin Corporation refused permissionfor a Petrol Filling
Station on a site in the grounds of Our Lady's 1720 (one hundred)
feet North of Springfield Road. mhe Co-poraticon consSidered the
develooment would be objectionable anmd one of the reascns for
their decision was contained in -
~2. {b) Thne The lccaticn of 2 trol f£il3ii:.g station adjacent
o the entrance to a schasol apd 2e-=T the intersection of two major
roads (i.e. Fortfisid Road and “empleogus 2yad) wouid czuse. 3 serious
trzfftes cazsri.Y o . e ' : '

Local Jovernment who declded that éondition 2 of the order
n Thenropcsed development would endnager publlc safetly by reason
of traffic hazard because of lozationpi site in close sroximity
to two road junctions and because the traffic movements to which
this develcpment would give rise would interfere with the safety
and free flow of traffic on the adjoining road."
As set @ut in my letter to you §f 17ta July, the creastiomof =2 traffic
haXard was the reason given in the refusals to the proposals in
21an 83%1/7L (Dublin Corporation); Plan 677/75(0rder of the Winister
for Local Government,); Plan 2468/36 (Dublin Corpora:i:n: subsequently
appealed to and refused oy An gcrd Pleznala.) ‘

This decision was subseguantly confirmed by thes then “*inist=r IOr

/contd,




An Bord Pheanala. o :
Ref. PL 6&/5/€8168. 12) contd.

Referring to the letter (enclosed to you by Messrs. Brady )
from Mr. J. Cashen, the Bursar/Adminstrator of Jur Lady's,
this letter 1s undated and it is unclear from it who the addressee
is. However, I wish %o make the following comments:

Ttems No. 1, No. 2 and ¥o. 3 in the letter - These matiers
af traffic control and enforcement are a matter for the Gardaij;
the matter of proper control by traffic lisghts adjusted to allow
traffic in and out of the existing entrance at Our Lady's is
sawommeme for decision by the Gardai and the Traffic Sectionof
Dublin County Council. BRoth these mattere require serious attention.

Item Na, 4. (1) to get the services of a sghool warden. This

seems a very sensible decision as wardens are usually on duty at
schocl entrances at specified times.

Yours sincerely,

{(Mrs. Denis J. Smyth.)
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2239 Templieogue Road,
Qublin 6,

an Bord Pleanala,
-9 Aug. 19S1.

Figor 3, Blecks 6-7,
Irish Life Centre.
Lr. Abbey St., Bubtin 1.

Your ref. PL 6/5/86168, P.A.Reg. Ref. 91A/598.

A chara,

With reference to the appeal of Sr. Rutn ARiexan
School, Templeogue Road, Oublin 6§, against the

County Council refusing the permission sought
entrance to Our Lady's School, I wish to comment o

support of the present appeal by Edward Brady and Ass
Rogad, Williamstown. Blackraock, Co. Dublin (23 July, 1891} and by Mr.
Joseph Cashen, Bursar-Administrator of Our Lady's School (undated

letter}.
A. Letter of Edward Brady and Associates:

appeal should be against the decision of Dublin

1. The present
Corporation as on previgus occasions.

County Council, rather than the

2. The County Council in fact gave twos reasons for refusing the
asocellant's application: (i) the crezation of a traffic hazard and (11}
the obstruction of road users. These reascons warranted the decision
ta refuse the apolication and the local authority cleariy "cdnsidered

them to be sufficient for 1its judgement.

3. The danger to public safety of an additional entrance to Qur
Lady's School has heen consistently found by the Minister for Local
Government, Oublin Corporatien, An 8ord Pleanala and Oublin County
Council to be a good and syfficient reason for refusing permission for
the entrance being again sought. The statement of the traffic hazard
does not exclude other reasons Or imply that the other reascns found By
the planning auvthorities {e.g., "loss of amenity to residents™} no

fonger apply.

4. it is inaccurate to state that the propocsed entrance would allow

"clear vision in both directions”. There are in fact trees growing on

the grass margin to right and left and the vi
out of the progosed
bus-stop teo his or her right at which

sion of a motorist <coming

entrance would be further cbstructed by the
the 158, 4%, 494, 65, 654 and 63
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B8 Bbuses usually have to stop. These buses have & combined frequency
of nearly 200 aon working and school days.

5. The proposed entrance is not, as claimed, "at a safe distance
from Springfield Road". It is in fact approximately 85 yards away and
it can be verified by inspection on school-~days-.that Springfield Road
is frequently blocked by traffic backing up from the traffic lights at
the junction of Fortfield and Templeogue Roads. This obstruction would
be dincreased by the proposed entrance, as parents would drop their
children farther south on Templeogue Road and so nearer tao Springfield
Road.

6. The claim that the present appeal is being made "in the interest
of public safety" cannot be reconciled with the consistent prafessiocnal
findings of the planning authorities aon the occasions of the several
previocus appiications and an-eariier appeal to An Bord Pieanala for a
similar entrance to the one now being sought.

7. Regarding the safety of pupiis, {a) the applicant has
established no unysual risk to pupils entering or leaving Our Lady's
School by the present entry and exit roads: {B) even if such a risk
were to be established, it should not be reduced by increasing the risk
to cther road-users or by causing inconvenience, gbstruction,
harassment and 1loss to other residents on Templeogue Rgad; fc} Our-
tady's School has a frontage of about 300 feet between the present
entrance and Bushy Park which would allow an additional entrance to
reduce any hypothetical risk to the pupils without adversely affecting
the residents, as is now being proposed.

8. The junction of Fortfield Raod and Templeogue Road is controlled
by traffic lights. No advantage would be gained by adding another
entrance approximately S0 vyards from the present, with ar without
another set of traffic lights.

8. Letter of Mr. Joseph Cashen:

1. It is accepted that the present entrance to Qur tady's School is
its only entrance. It is smmailar to the entrance to many other
suburban schools and better than some, e.g., the entrance off
Templevilie Road to Templeogue College which has much additional
traffic through the public use of its swimming pool, Bbridge club and
other sporting facilities.

2. The mention of Terenure College in the context oﬁnggzzthesent
application is mislieading and largely irrelevant. The emtpatice tos the
College s almost a quarter of a mile from the junctioq};o&g&%ﬁrtfie]d
Road and Templeogue Road and the exit from the Coliege ﬁsﬁin aﬁq 200
yards from the entrance to Our Lady's. Thousands offiﬁheg BAd-users,
as wetll as pupils of Terenure College, pass the jhﬁétiisﬁebery day and

\\ \ o
- _~¥
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adding another entrance to Qur Lady's would only increase the risk to
the College pupils and all the others.

3 (1 4in Cashen). Regarding the alleged breaking of the lights by
motorists passing through the junction, it has to be pointed out that
this could be remedied by substantiated complaints from the authorities
of Our Lady's School to the law enforcement agency. There is 1in fact a
graffic-monitoring camera already at the junction.

4 ({1 1in Cashenj. The 1islands at the junction of Fortfield and
Temp leogue Roads facilitate crossing at what are normal crossings.

5 (2 in Cashen). Having daily passed this junction as a pedestrian
and & motorist for over 35 .years, I have  not experienced the
misunderstanding claimed by Mr. Cashen. If such exists, it could be
readily removed by varying the traffic lights or by adding arrows
indicating right or left turns.

6 (2 in Cashen]). Regarding the ciaimed serious accidents, ¢the
appelliant has supplied no statistics for the totals af serisus
accidents (i) at the junction, (ii) opposite Our Lady's grounds, or

{iii) invelving Our Lady's pupils. Having lived: appﬁéf%e Qur Lady's
grounds for the past 35 years, I have found tpﬁﬁ?;he sumber of serious
accidents at the junction or along TempTengue/&oa&;has neen thankfully
small and I cannot recall any serious accident, invo qug a pupil of Qur

Lady's during that time. At least one residérnt wa§91n3ured in trying
to enter his gate from the stretch of Temp1eogue RGad under discussion.
{Vvid. also comment 7{c) on Brady letter). e T

_—-//

7 [3 in Cashen]. It is true that there are ne Tights at the
Fartfield-Templeogue junction for traffic emerging from OQur Lady's
Schonl. This deficiency can best be remedied by install:ng thz missing
lights. Bn additiaonal entrance to the Schaool would net prevent the
present lights from going out of order, if 1n fact they do so any more
than traffic lights in any other part of the city.

8 (3 in Cashen]. Regarding the mention of parents driving their
children te Our Lady's Scheol, these parents very often fail to use the
present separate entrance and exit roads through Our Lady's grounds.
Being usually in a hurry on their way to work, they drop their children
instead an Templeogue or Fortfieid Road. They are most unlikely to
use an additional circuit through Qur Lady's grounds via the opresent
entrance at the junction and out through the proposed road on to
Templeogue Road again.

It should be noted that the appellant has made nc mention of clasiag
the present exit from the School or of the fact that Bboth entry and
exit roads are being applied for in the proposed access road. Either
two entrance roads and twg exit rcads are intended for the School or
the present entrance 1s intended for some wuse other than school
requirements.




9 {4 in Cashen). The effect of a warden service now at the present
entrance to Our Lady's is unknown, as such a service has not been tried
for some years. Neither has there been a school patrol at OQur Lady's
of the kind used in Notre Dame des Missions School in Churchtown and
many other schools. Either service might alleviate the concern of the
Scheol autharities for the safety of their pupils.

18 (4 in Cashen). A& "second exit" would not 1; fact diminish the
total traffic on Templeogue Road in any way but would dincrease the
hazards to the pupils and other road-users and would reguire another
set of traffic lights at the proposed entraace.

It 1s noticeable that the letters from Edward Brady and A&sscciates
and Mr. Cashen have addressed none of the points raised in my
submissions to Oubiia County Council on 3 May 1991 and tao your 8ord on
10 July 1991 and uwhich are relevant to any consideration of the present
appeal.

I trust that An Bord Pleangaa will again find that the present
applicatiaon/appeal is unsatisfactoery and unwarranted. Should an oral
hearing be thought necessary, I request your permission to be present
and to be professicnally represented.

Thanking you for your attention,

Yours sincerely,

Lyep ,/(Jw-
B RN VDI TR N O

Michaal Turner
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ZER, oL LADY'S SCHOOL.

/,' 0\3 Y\oo" . .
i at | a% TEMPLEQGUE ROAD.
S S R Y
ES DUBLIN 6
T ge% oV ueL .
Qear

I am writing to vyou 10 express Qur grave concern aBaui the safety of aur
girts and staff entering and Leaving Our Lady's Schaol. The student
population of the schooi is 1in excess of 1,000, Trke anty exit at present
is at the junction where Fartfield Road meets Tempteogue Road. Pupils and
Staff coming {rom the Fortfield side of the road have to cross traffic
tights at the junction. This critical situation is exacerbated Dy the fact
that this junction s elso wused by Terenure College (pupit poputation
1,2001. I1n additiun te the normal hazards of tryiag to c¢ross the road in
rush hear traffic  tne aupits and staff also have te contend with ‘the
following:- S -

1. Mgiorists coming vp the Templeogue Road from Terenure village and
turning right into Fortfield Road. They frequently break the Llights ta do
so, thus eniangering students who are attempting o cross the Fortfield
Road. The .ctudent often are forced to wait on tn2 island and take any
gpportunity they can to get across.

2. Motaorists and cyclists coming down the Templeogue Ruad and turning left
are causing  the same problems as in 1. In addition a genuine
misundsrstanding appsars to exist between motorists =ad cyctists exiting
from For:field Road and turning right into Temptecgue Road and students
crgssing the road. The fact that a number of <erious accidents have
occurred here in recent years suggests there 1is a -~eal danger th:t 3
student could pay for such a misunderstanding with nis ar her Life.

3. @s there is no allowance on the Lights for traffic exiting or entering
Our Lacy's School there is a majer problem given tne very heavy volume of
traffic at these times. ALL of the above difficutties are increased by ‘the
additional chaos and danger caused when the Llighus are out of order, 2
frequent ozcurrence particularly after the weekend. The very big increase
in traffic nn the Templeogue Road has added to our difficulties and our
situation i> not helped by the fact that many parents who Live guite near
the schocl raw drive tneir children to and from school as they hetieve 1t
is not sa‘e to travel on teot.

4, BRs & r2sult of continuvous represenatisns from parents and staff and of
our own observations ac to’ the dangers ianvolved in having anly one exit
from the school we are canvinced of the necessity of tpe following:-

(i) to get tpe services of & school warden

(ii) to opeu a second exit from the‘scnoot in order to d:vide the traffic
and ease the probi=m at the present exit.




Ay
o

' The Manager, Sister Rosemary fAlexander, R.C.E., and the Board of Management

have asked me, on their behalf, to put these difficulties to the relevant
authorities and express their fears that someone will be badly maimed ar
killed wunless something is done very sogn to sileviate this seriocus
probtem, We are therefore making a faormal request to the County Council
far a Schogl Warden and alsc for a second exit from the schoal.

Yours sincerely

';;-,.»& TALL N

Bursar/Administrator

Sy




Architects Edward Brady - Associates

65 Rock Raad Williamstown Blackrock Co Dublin

BY HAND Ref. MM/EC Tel. 880X &GABERL0K X
2880186-2885403

P. A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598
Your Ref: PL 6/5/86168

23rd July 1991

An Bord Pleanala,

Floor 3 Block 6 & 7, . . 7
Irish Life Centre.

Lower Abbey Street,

Dublin 1.

RE: ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEQGUE ROAD
OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE; DUBLIN 6W

Dear Sir/Madam.

We refer to the above and our appeal against Dublin Corporations
decision to refuse Planning Permission for the access roadway.

We outline hereunder grounds for our appeal.
Dublin Corporation has given only one reason for the refusal:

'The proposed development would endanger public safety by
reason of traffic hazard/and or obstruction of road users'

We disagree with this statement as the proposed entrance/exit.
occurs on a wide stretch of roadway with clear vision in both
directions. The wide path with grass margin enables vehicles

to gain clear early vision before entering the road. The

proposed roadway is also a safe distance from Springfield Road.
The application was made in the interest of public safety together
with the safety of pupils attending the school as the present
entrance is over burdened and the entrance cccurs at the junction
of Templeogue Road and Fortfield Road. A hazard to public safety
is therefore created by the overuse of the existing access road.

cont/d over......

Edward W. Beady F.R.LA.L, Michacl Malone DipArch. ftech)  RJIALL (iech).
Registered Office: 65 Rock Road, Blackrock, Ca. Dublin,

TN Sl TP T




An Bord Pleanala

23rd July 1991
Your Ref: PL 6/5/86168

RE: ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD, OUR LADY'S SCHOOL,
TEMPLEOGUE, DUBLIN 6W ]

The Bursar/Administrator of the School, Mr. Joseph Cashen has
on behalf of The Manager, Sister Rosemary Alexander and the
Board of Management outlined their reasons for the application
in a letter and we attach copy of same.

We trust this is the information you regquire at this time and
we request the Bord for an early date for the oral hearing.

Yours faithfully,

,/1L24;4L“1/ ‘/<L4¢4Qﬂv~<w

EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES . . - = - -

Enc(l)




229 Templeogue Road,
Bublin 6,
10 July 1991.

| /-,,_/gf' PLEANS,

810 Bord Pleanala,
Irish Life Centre,

Abbey St., Oublin 1.7 !
Your ref.: PLE/5/86168/3y # acrtiitd
A chara, <, 199
( {72 JuL

Referring to the appeal of Sr. Ruth Alexgnd e Board of
Management of Our Lady's School, Templeogue ad, Dub1‘ 6, against the
decision of Oublin County Council which recently rerused permission for
access/exit roads to/fraom Qur Lady's Schocel and/ocr Convent, as a
resident of Templeogue Road I wish to enter my objection against the
decisiaon of the Council being gver-turned. I alsc wish ta reguest
permission to be present and to be professionally represented at any
oral hearing of the appeal.

I object to the proposed extra entrance being allowed on the following
grounds:

1. It would create a greater traffic hazard on a road that already
has serious risks for thaose who use Templeogue Road ar try to cross it.
In addition te the increase in traffic along this road through greater
car cwnership and caommercial vehicals, there 1is certain to be 1increased
traffic arising from the further developmeat of Tallaght: The Sgquare,
Regional College of Technolagy, Ta]]aght Hospital, etc. Furthermore,
there 1is now the official policy of channelling vehicals from the south
City via the new MS0 te Oublin Airport and the main routes to the
south, west and north of the country. This extra traffic normally must
pass alang Templecgue Road tg join the MSO.

Several earlier "~ applications by the opresent appellant for the
additional dccess rcad now being sought have been consistently turned
down by the Minister for Lacal 6Government (Environment), OBublin
Corporation, Dublin County Council and An Bord Pleanala on the ground
that the additional access road would be a traffic hazard..

n

2. The additional entrance being saught Weo gah#%”d@lé\1oss af
amenity for the residents on this part (nos. 62?;;2%, 2B F {e leogue
Road, as was found by the planning officials & 1n gonatjion on
the occasions of previgus applications (PL831 745 E?F . Gn
an appeal to your Bord (PLZ2468/76), 1t was ech agawn
construction of a permanent roadway would be ser usly s to the
residential amenities of property in the vicinity -—~ May 1977.
&part fraom amenities for the residents, others f?ﬁm—%aafgfﬁth side - who
may wish to use Bushy Park would have to pass through another set of
traffic l1ights in additicn to the five sets in the comparatively short
distance from Templeague Bridge to the Park.

t "the

3. An entrance/exit at the place proposed would make it virtually
impossible for me to use my car far periods of 15-30 mins., four times
a day during school terms.




—_

4., It s usual for postprimary pupils and their friends to
congregate outside and opposite school gates, as they do ocutside the
preseat entrance to fQur Lady's. These gatherings cause abstructions
and nuisances to residents near school entrances.

S. The proposed entrance would substantially reduce the value of
ftlouses apposite ar nearby. Far many af the res1dents their houses
are the major part of their 1ife savings. ’

6. The existing entrance and exit roads, together with tuwo
pedestrian passages, are guite adequate for the present needs of OQur
Lady's School and/or Convent, especiaily as all surveys fram the
Department of Education, E.R.S.I. and the Educatianal Secretariate of
the Archbishop of Dublin show that the pupil population is due to fall
by 30% in the next decade and all the indications are that Qur Lady's
Convent is 1ikely ta be uninhabited 1in the near future. He.existing
access to Our Lady's compares more than favourably /umth -‘those. to
neighbouring Terenure College and Templeogue Colliege wiic are schaagls
with similar numbers of pupils to JQur Lady's andﬂ£§h1ch» a» o; have
considerable additional traffic because of the sw1mM3ng poolé\on stheir
grounds that are used by the genera1 public. ;‘;. 30 //

7. IT the appellants in the distant future were t ing-q need for
an additional entrance to Our Lady's School, they have alternative
sites far entrances that would not adversely affect the residents an
Templeogue Road. It is feasible to site another entrance to Our
Lady's beside the pedestrian entrance to Bushy Park and roughly at the
same distance from the existing entrance to the School as the site oaf
the access road Being sought in the present appeal.

,«" .-‘\.

.

8. In view of the several applications for the &ame i&c#ﬁwty as the
present ¢ne which have been turned down by your Bard, DOublin
Corporatijon, Oublia County Council and other pTang.ng antharwt1es, it
is an abuse of the planning process” for an appl capt aQﬁlcﬁ’ hppe11ant
ta make repeated applilications/appeals for the sdme; fécﬁ11ty 7 I is
relevant to quote here from a letter of Edward Bﬁad}xégg Assacﬁat . an
behalf of the appellant to Dubtlin Corporation (8 ?ab 78)% "Lt is not
the intenticn of aur clients to apply for retention E?«ksmﬁorary access
as a permanent one, at a later date". The present appeal is again faor
precisely that permanent entrance.

g. It is open to the party making these repeated applications and
appeals to do so at no persanal cost whereas a resijdent who would be
affected by the proposed entrance has no access to corparate funding in
trying to preserve the value and use of his/her property. This
obviously raises issues of natural justice and const1tut1ona? egquity,
were the present appeal tg succeed.

14. In the absence of any real need for an extra entrance to Our
Lady's Schaool, there 1s an mplication in the present appeal that £he




existing entrance to Our Lady's is intended for wuse for another
purpose, e.g., 3CCeSS to a housing development on the field between the
existing entrance and 8ushy Park. The land for Qur Lady's School was
assigned for educational purposes and it was never the intenticn of
Lady Shaw, the previous owner, Oublin Corpration or indeed the Sisters
of Religious Education that any of the property should be used for
commercial development.

Please find enclosed a chegque for 230 to cover my objection and that
of Mr. ARarcn Harrison who 1is away and has asked me tae forward his

objection, also enclosed. ; _ _ o

Thanking you for ybur attention,
Yours sincerely,

Michael Turner




o Pla. obcrs’i?“ (2ppel)
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npapknadoon,™

235 "Templeogue Road
Templeogue,
Co. Dublin, 6%.
17th July, 199L.

The Secretary,
An Baord Pleanala,

Irish Life Centre,

Dublin, 1.

De=xr Sir,

W
[

our Lady's School, Tesmpleogue Road, Dublin,
Planning Applica:ionl9lA/6598, Dublin County
Council. L N ' B
Your Reference: FL 6-5-861€13.

I support tane decison of nuklin County council. to refuse permission
for the application for prozosed road from Templeogué Road for the reason
that "the provosed development would endanger public safety by reason
of traffic hazard and/or obstruction to road users.! (7th June, 1991.)

My objections to the proposed roadway are -

1. OQur Lady's school already has an adequate entrance controlled by traffic
lights at the junction of Templeogue Road and Fortfleld Road.

2. Pn a letter dated 4th Septmeber, 1974, from the Solicitors of the
proposers, Messrs. Arthur C'Hagan & Son, tao the Planning Appeals
Section of the Departmentof Local Government, Messrs. Ot'Hagan state:

"Qur clients have asked us to state categorically that the temporary
access on to Templeogué'Road;yqqld be used only to serve the
building site for the period of the'buildipg gperations” and in the
same etter state "It is pot tne intention of our clients to

apply for retention of temporary access as a permanent one , at a
later stage.®

3. The road proposed would be a very serisus traffic hazard on & Very
heavily trafficxed Tampleogue Road (N81) which leads directly to the
new motorway M5C which, 1in turn, takes very heavy traffic to the
National Routes to the Soutn and West of Ireland and to the Navan Road -
theN4, N7, and N3. The ®¥50 will, in 199&, le-d to the ¥1 and to
Dublin Airport. '

Tr_affic signs in Rethgar, Debllingoare already directing traffic

for Navan to travel via Teggi%@éﬁgfzéid-ip the M57. It is also
3 N

oointed out tnat there gis eonsiderabl chivate and commercial traffic
coming OFF THZ ROUNDA3CT FROM M50 x}a%? & Foed.to the city.
2 /. I - qq v :':.3 ‘;- .

s

LY W ance/ ek L

4. The creation of tae ppoposQ% ntrance’ ar ex w@gggﬂqen;qqsly

fake from the environfental amenitieds Ped théf{ ghtfzl grogerties
. /‘r" . B t

L i s N ; A
i‘ his vicinivy. N \*_,,4/‘/ oy // L799] J)

5. As far back as 1966, the Minister for~Tocal™ awent reflsed

-

~
-~ . " ]




- 2 - An Bord Fleanala (contd.)

permissionfor a commercial development as "the location .....

adjaeent to the entrance to a school and near the intersection of

two major roads (i.e, Fortfield Joad and Zempleogue Road) would cause 2
serious traffic hazard." (Plan No. 903/66 Dublin Corjoration.)

Plan 831/74 - Dublin Corporation. In granting vermissionfor a school
extenslon the Corporation made a condition "that the proposed new
entrance from Templeogue Road shall be omitt—-¥®e™ in order " to avoid
shaiig=t a traffic hazard? - -

Plan 677/75. By order of the Minister for Lical Government permission
was granted in danuary , 1376, for a temporary roadway. Condition No.l
.attafched to this permission states "The roadway shall be removed ....
..++ as "on ccmpletion of building operations on the site the temporary
access sirwhiwsseese WL1ll no longer be needed and it is desirabla

in the interests of amenity and traffic safety that the use of the
access should cease," SR —

It is noted here by me that the condition requesting the removal of
the road has not been ¢omplied withk.

In 1976 the same proposers in Plan 2463/76 sought permission from
DublinCorporation "to retain permanentyy roadway to service schog&V
Permission was refused,the proposers then appleaed to an Bord Pleanala.
Following the subsequent Oral Hearing the Bord's decision was to
refuse permission for the reason that

"The construction of ermanent radway as proposed would be
seriously injurious to the residential amenities of property in
the vicinity and would result in increased traffic hazard on the
adjoining heavily trafficked Templeogue Road."™ 1Gth May, 1977.

As will be readily be seen fpom the above decisions, it is the
continued view of the Minister for Local Zoveruwent, Dubdin Corporation,
An Bord Pleanala and now, Dublin County Council, that the roadway proposead
would have crented zserious traffic hazard during the period 1366 to
1977. ¥ith the pnenonomal increased in traffic up to and including
1961 and the projected increase activated by traffic to and from thne
M50 in the future the HAZARD IS CORRISPINLINGLY INCRFASED.

Considerable narassrent nzs been caused me (znd others) sinc 1974
by continue applications for an entrance frorm Templaogue-Rsad by
Qur Lady's. Also a grezt deal of time znd money have veeniwsvent by me
inconnection with these applications and in menitoringl <Ered rogress.
1 eanclose my cheque for £15 {(fifteen pounds) beinz fye. statutory

" -

fee to accompany these observations. Aol ror,
-.._,' . " ; J;'
AN ' L -
uiataqgrsjszncerely, RN
- 4'1/8“ .;' o Z/L ) A,\ —,
- )';, ;? Tl . \ )
e v _._e,___,——;:‘f

L ( ¥rs. Denis J. 3myth,)




Architects Edward Brady -+ Associates

65 Rock Road Williamstown 8lackrock Co Dublin

BY HAND
—_— - "~ “Ref. MM/BEC Tel B8E KB BB %43

2880186 ~ 2885403
gi# [osTs

lst July 1991

AN CORD PLEANALA

Reoszived. - 51’1 [o‘ ’ _—

An Bord Pleanals,

Blocks 6 & 7, :

Irish Life Centre, Faxgﬂéﬁ_ehﬁ?

Lower Abbey Street, 3
Dublin 1. Pengint Mo, &23 ﬂq‘\f

RE:‘ ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD
OUR LADY'S SCHOQL, TEMPLEQGUE, DUBLIN 6W

Dear Sirs.,

On behalf of our Clients Sister Rosemary Alexander and the
Bocard of Management of Qur Lady's School, Templeogue we wish
to appeal against Dublin County Councils decision to refuse
Planning Permission for the above development.

We attach Fee amounting to £150.00 to An Bord Pleanala.

X.We request an ORAL HEARING of the appeal as the School's
Board of Management considerz the provision of the access
essential for the safety of the pupils of the School.

Yours faithfully,

EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES

Enc(l)

Edward W. Brady F RA.L, Michael Malone DipArch. {tech)  RIALL {toch).
Registered Office: 65 Rock Road, Blackrock, Co. Dublin.




Planning Application Form/
Bve - Law Application Form

. ' Dubhn Couniy Counc:!
e hairle Chontae Atha Cliain

PLEASE REAT {NSTRUCTIONS AT BACK BEFORE COMPLET!NG FORM. ALL CIJESTIONS MUST 8E ANSWERED.

1. Applicatios for Permission [z} Qutline Perm:ssxon[j Approval[:]mace / in appropriate box.
Approval should be sought only whsra &0 outline permission was previously granted.’ Qutline permission may not be sought for the
retention of structures or continuanses of uses.
2. Postal address of sate or building OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE ROAD, 6W.
{{f none, give description
sufficient to identity)

3. Name of appliaﬁt {Principal not Agent). SISTER ROSEMARY ALEXANDER

e OUR_LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE, ROAD, GW. T e 005516
7 N ot address of . EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS:
person or firm responsiblie g5 ROCK ROAD, BLACKROCK,_CO DUBLIN. , 2880186

for preparaticn of drawings .......

notification: f“°“;_’1‘3"“~‘»’" w0t g5 LOCKROAD, BLACKROCK , co. bUBLm-

& Brief Gescript-an of > -
proposed deveiopment  FOR ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD TO OUR LADY'S

............ SCHQQL.,... TEMPLEQGUE.........
7. Method of drainage .......RBRLLC _draln 8._Source of Water Supply . N/A

9. In the case of any building or buildings to be retained on site, please state: -3; hoE, el
(a) Present use of zach floor g é ZL -
SCHOOL BUILDINGS/CONVEI}_EL‘PF ?5'?59 |

or use M‘ten ldsr used. .

T v - -

{b) Propased use of each floor SCHOOL BUILDINGS/ CONVENT

M 10 Does the proposzi thvolve demolition, partial demolition
or change of use of any habitable houss or part thereof?

w 11{a) Area of Site R4, QOQ _m2 Sa. m.

o} Lf\q ¢ (b) Floor area of proposed development ..... o - M&._U — : N/ A Sq.m,

5,800 m>__ sq.m.

NO

{c) Floor ares of bu:lr'mgs proposed t0 bz rmmed within site

125tate applicant’s legsl interest or estae .n site _ ... ..,
{i.e. freehoid; 1casehoid, stc.}

13.Are you now applying also for an approval under the Building Bye Laws?
Yes [X] No[1 Plece ./ in approprian box.

14 Please state the extent to which the Draft Building Regulations have been taken in account in your proposal:
AHE DRAFT BUILDING REGULATIONS HAVE BEEN TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT

- FREEHOLD .

15.List of documents errclosed with — 4" COPIES OF THE FOLLOWING DRAWENG. .=
application. . 9110/01-

u DRAWING NOS:

07 DUBL!N'—'
sion ‘ig being gog
! Co.. Couricil, for” atcess “rosdway APBLICATIN FORM

ghtﬁ-omnublm" PAGE..FROM. .IRISH..INDERENDENT--DADED-10thAPERE19SL

Fee Payabie ..

from- Tamp] Réad: to-
L — LadﬁoS:Schgo ‘I‘em;zlzg’ogtﬁoe 63 -
) "Aléxanders = Tt ‘ N/A
16.Gross floor space of proposed development {See back} Sq. m.
No of dwellings propozed {if anyl ' N/A Classles) of Development ..... N/A

Basis.afCaiculation (SCHOOL APPLICATION)

if 2 reduced fee is tendered details of previous relevant pa\{ment should be given

Signature of.Applicant (or his Agent) ;.

VL z,%w// Al

Pl.gm,.~

. FOR OFFICE USE 0N

Application Type

Q332

Register Reference ..

Amount Received £,..
» v
Receipt No

LAl

L.l O

Date
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APPEAL

ON BEHALF OF

SISTER ROSEMARY ALEXANDER

OCR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEQGUE ROAD

AN BORD PLEANALA

9TH OCTOBER 1931




APPEAL HEARING ) o .  _9TH OCTOBER 1991

TO

AN BORD PLEANALA

RE: ACCESS . ROADWAY TO OUR:%ADXJ$"§CﬁOQL, TEMPLEOGUE

We refer to the Decision of Dublin County Council to refuse
Planning Permission for an Access Vehicular Entrance/Bxit

and Pedestrian Pathway at Our Lady's School, Templeogue.'

The reason for the Refusal was:

0l ' The proposed development would endanger public
safety by reason of traffic hazard and/or obstruction

of road useérs. ' . .

We inspected the Planning Officers Report. The Planning Officers
decision to refuse permission is based on a report from the
Roads Department and objections from Residence.

The Planning Officers repcrt notesvthe following points:

1. TRAFFIC HAZARD

A traffic hazard exists at the existing entrance due to
the over burifening of the entrance and the traffic lights
arrangements. - stLmo Il

The proposed entrance will alleviate pressure at the
road junction allowing all traffic to move through the

traffic lights more smoothly.




APPEAL HEARING _ ) OTH OCTOBER 199b

AN BORD PLEANALA

RE: ACCESS ROADWAY TO OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE'
CONT/D
2. SLOWING OF TRAFFIC

The proposed access will not cause a slowing of
traffic. - -
. Traffic moves well on this stretch of road and at

peak hour in the evening when the traffic passes

Sl Miby!ltRe entrance our school traffic will have ceased.’

3. TURNING MOVEMENT

All traffic creats turning movement.
No additional cars will be entezing-therschool and
therefore the turning movement will be the same.

4. ARTERIAL ROUTE

o4 X
We accept that Templeogue Road is an arterial route.
No additional cars will be using the school entrance
and therefore the route should not be affected by

school traffic. - : o ' S

R

P




APPLAL OLARING — -

o
AN BORD PLEANALA o § CONT/D
5. o TRAFFIC SPEED
The Planning Officer reports stated that:
"Traffic speed on the road is high'
this statement confirms that traffic moves
well on the Templeogue Road.
High speed of traffic in this built-up area
e is not an advantage to Road Users., Re51dence or |
7 7 8chool Pupils. S
6. LOSS OF AMENITY

The School provides a large professional maintained
grounds and they propose to ccntinue the high standard.
The proposed access will not involve the cutting down
of any mature trees and shrubs on the site.

It is proposed to provide extra. planting with the
propasea development.

The wing walls will be built to match the existing
construction of the existing boupdary wall. |

The small trees alorg the grass margiln dlsturbed will
be re-planted and made gcod by the School.

The Houseg »n Templeogue Road erjoy the amenity
created and maintained by Our Lady's School Grounds.
It is not proposed to alter the grounds except for

the proposed gateway.

It is proposed to maintain thé high standard of the
grounds in the future so the amenity will be preserved
for all. ’




APPEAL HEARING . 9TH OCTOBER 1991

AN BORD PLEANALA

E: ACCESS ROADWAY TO OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE
! a _r" ’ i b
CONT/D h _ B i ..th Pl
: L wea b ) § oy
.
T e st : N T T
7. VALUE OF HOUSE PROPERTY o . e

The valus of the house property will not be affected
by the proposed access roadway to the scheool.

It is a well known fact that the proximity of re51aent1al

properties to good and well known long established schools
such as Our Lady's School is a selling point always quoted
by Auctioneers and Estate Agents.

8. PRIVACY TC HOUSES ON SPRINGFIELD ROAD

The proposed access road cannot affect the pr}yacxstp the
rear of the houses on Springfield Road as the road is
located 40 meters from réar high boundary wall. of .the
house gardens. . .

The area between the road and the boundary wall is heavily

wooded with mature trees as photographs illustrates.




“ - APPEAL HEARING AR . 9TH OCTOBER 1991'

IO
AN BORD PLEANALA = L .
RE: ACCESS ROADWAY TO OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE

(S

We request An Bord Pleanala to examine our appeal as having two
separate parts: '

}
1) An Access Roadway

[

2) S A Pedestrian Pathway

R Y W B
DA A Sl D R

Both parts of the Appeal are very important Lo the School
Authorities but only the Road and Traffic has been mentioned
as a reason in the Planning Refusal by Dublin County Council.

We request An Bord Pleanala in the interest of safety to the
School ysers to grant Planning Permission. .

.sri Firstly for the Pedestrian Pathway

[N A N

I

2) Secondly for the Access Roadway

s

T
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Architect
and Town Planner

IR Fergal MacCabe
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40 Fitzwilliam Place Architect

Dublin 2 ireland - snd Town Planner

Telephone (01) 762594 - R F o rgal MacCabe I
Fax (01) 762310 o BAreh DipTpMRIA MIPL

Proposed access roadway from Templeogue Road to Our Ladys School,
Templeogue (ORAL HEARING PL 6/5/86168)

e 8th October 1991 pal FMacC/869

EVIDENCE OF FERGAL MAC CABE

1.0 .I act for the various residents of Templeogue Road and Springfield-
Road who support the Planning Authority's decision to refuse permission
for the above development.

2.0 Templeogue Road (N81) is a main artery between the City and
Tallaght New Town. At the appeal site it haé a 14.5 m wide carriageway
with two lanes in either direction. For most of its length between
Rathdown Park and Springfield Road it's free of deveiopment on the south
east frontage. There is housin§ dnfthe north west frontage which
directly accesses onto the road,_theﬁeby reducing its capacity. Along
this stretch of road, there are two major junct{éns; the '
Fortfield/Templeogue Road Tighted junction and the Templeville
Road/Springfield Avenue/Templeogue Road junction. The distance between
these two junctions is 370 mi.e. about a quarter of a mile apart and
Springfield Road intervenes also. The practical capacity of this road I
suggest is in the order of 1800-2000 PCUfs per hour for both directions
of flow or at maximum 2,700 PCU'S per hour {see copy Table 1-4 Roads in
Urban Areas attached).




Confinuation sheet poge no. 2
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3.0 Templeogue Road at the point at which the proposed access will be
located has a 14.5 m four lane carriageway. On the eastern side
fronting the School, there is a 2 m footpath and a 4.3 m grass verge
substantially interspersed with mature bTanting. The present access
which has excellent visibility in both directions consists of two 5.0 m
carriageways separated by a 4.0 m median and is located directly
opposite Fortfield Road. This is_a traffic 1ight controlled junction
with a pedestrian signal allowing passage from Fortfiéid Road to the
School. There are separation medians on Temp1eogué Road and Fortfield
Road. There is a left hand turning Tight from Fortfield into Templeogue
Road but this seems to be out of operation at present. There is no

© Tighting control from the School entrance onto Templeogue Road/Fortfield
Road.

4.0 I conducted a traffic count of traffic velumes on Templeogue Road
at the junction of Fortfield Road and the present School entrance on the
morning of the 4th October between 8.20 am - 9.20 am and noted that
during that period the total volume of traffic in both directions was
1633 vehicles. During that period, a total of 390 vehicles entered and
left the School access. ~During my ebservations, I noted no aggravating
traffic problems any worse that those experienced by school entrances on
principal roads throughout the Dublin area generally. The only
difficulty seems to be for traffic exiting from the School and turning
right towards Town. This occasionally caused delay and a back-up within
the School grounds for a maximum of three cars. Traffic entering the
site experienced no difficulties that I could see. The pedestrian

Tights seem to work quite well and there wasn't any évidénfmconflﬁci .
between pedestrians and cars. During that period, I noted that the
traffic frequently built up at the lights as far back as Springfield
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Road. I understand that in the afternoon peak, traffic builds up across
the frontage of the site from the Springfie]d Avenue lights. '

5.0 Based on their assertion that the present access is giving rise to
traffic hazard, the applicants propose to construct a new divided median .
(IN/OUT) access approximately 150 m from the present access and 50 m |
from Springfield Road. This proposal has now been mooted on two
different occasions having been refused by the Minister for the
Environment in January 1976 in “the intefests of traffic safety and
amenity and by the Bord (PL 29/5/37078, copy attached) on the 19th May
1977 again on the ground of injury to residential amenity and increased
traffic hazard. The basic question underlying this appeal'l suggest is
the examination of what planning circumstances have altered in the

intervening 14 years which now make this proposal desirable.

6.0 It is estimated that the traffic increases at between 3% and 43%
compound interest per year and the roadway 1S thé principal access to
the burgeoning New Town of Tallaght. Traffic volumes therefore are at
least W50% greater than their 1977 Tevel. . o
7.0 Dublin County Council who are now the Planning Authority for the
area have refused permission once aéain on the grounds that development
would endange% public safety by réagbn of traffic hazard and/or
obstruction of road users. My clients support this reason and would

suggest that additional reasons mightlbe added also.

8.0 In particular we feel that the Planning Authority's reason for
refusal is justified on the following grounds:-
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8.1 Templeogue Road (N81) is a high capacity secondary distributor as
defined by Table 1 (copy attached) of \Classification of New Urban Roads
For County Dublin'. This Table suggests that access should be
restricted to properly designed jdhctions at 800 m (half mile)
intervals. The present road doesn't come anywhere near meeting that
standard - to insert a new high capacity junction would diminish its
traffic carrying capacity even'fuéther and dissipate the investment in
widening it.

8.2 The proposed access will replicate the functions of the existing
access and cause confusion in the morning peak pafticu1arly. Traffic
exiting which can presently utilise breaks in thé_lights will, if making
right hand turns, attempl to join the queue backed up at the Fortfield
lights and if unable to do this will stand on the outward bound leg of
the road thereby causing traffic_hazard,_ Equally, traffic coming from
the Templeogue direction and entering via the new access will have to h
stand in the lane until a break is available from the traffic coming
from Town before entering - thereby causing traffic hazard and reducing
the inward road to one lane operating. The same proﬁ]ems will occur in
reverse in the evening peak.

8.3 If there is a problem of capacity at the existing junction, this 1s
better solved by introducing a fourth set of lights directed towards the
Schools access (as. is the case at the Blackrock Clinic) rather than
replicating the access nearby, causing confusion.

9.0 Two other valid reasons for refusal I suggest might have been
advanced also. ' S
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9.1 The layout of Templeogue Road is unusual 1n that an existing avenue
of trees has been retained in a substantial verge and access points to
the road have been reduced to a minimum. These matdre'trees would
appear to have formed the north western boundary of the lands which are
now partly Bushy Park land (they have a length almost two-thirds of a
mile). Mature trees are'continued_across the frontage of the School and
(though it is not zoned as such in_the Development Plan), the concept of
a densely planted verge, mirroring the treatment a1ong'Temp]eogué Road
has been continued across the frontage of the School also. This is a
particular civic design characteristic of this area and has only one
other example in Dublin along Grange Road in Raheny. As the attached
photographs show, this planting consists of substantial mature trees,
two deep in a 4 m verge which is maintained by the Local Authority.
Whilst some are clean stemmed,mé number impede visibility in both
directions. The access aS“proposed would require a breach in this verge
at a point in which the distance between the trees is approximately 7-m
and also in the mature trees on- the -frontage of the Schoo1. In this
respect, 1 note that it was a condition of the permission for an
extension to the existing Schgo]_(831/748) that "all existing trees on
‘the site shall be retained and adequate measures shall be taken to™
ensure that none of them are interfered with during the course of the
development". The 1ikelihood is that the proposed road would result in
the taking down of trees both on the frontage of the Orders' lands and
in the public verge also. =~ For theée reasons, I suggest that the
proposal should have been refused on grounds of visual amenity also.

9.2 The site plan lodged with the application does not indicate that
the applicants have any control over this verge which presumably 1s in
the ownership of the Local Authority whose consent would be necessary to
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make such a breach. 1 am not aware that any such consent has been
offered or 1s forthcoming. Equally the proper design of such a proposed
junction requires the creation of a central median and possibly a
stacking lane and again none of these works have either been offered by

the applicant. In the circumstanceé, it -would appear that the applicants
don't have sufficient control to carry out the development proposed.

10.0 Finally, my clients would support any moves by the School to
provide a fourth set to the traffic lights in order to facilitiate
exiting traffic but would ask that the present proposal be refused not
only on grounds of traffic hazard but on grounds of adverse impact on
the visual amenities of the area, conflict with the residential amenity
and the inability of the appl{bahts to carry out the development as
proposed.

Yours faithfully

Fergal MaLCabe ' '




[

| Table 1-4 Practical capacities of two-way urban roads . .
Effective width of carriageway 2-lanc 3-lane 1 4-lane \ 6-lane
in feet (excluding refuges or -
central reserve) , , ,
20 22 24 307 330 | 40 | 44’ | 48 | 60 66" | 712 Remarks
Description Capacity in peu’s per hour Capacity in peu’s per hour (for definitions of roéd types‘
for BOTH directions, of flow for ONE direction of flow see Section 2.1)

Urban motorway with grade 3,000 4,500 | Applicable 1o the highest
separation and no frontagc category of distributor
access a

All-purpose road with no front- | 1,200 |1,350 | 1,500 2,000 {2,200 (2,000 2,200 12,400 {3,000 3,300 13,600 Appropriate for all-purpose
age access, o standing vehicles . distributors
permitted and negligible cross-
traffic

All-purpose street with high-. 800 11,000 {1,200 | 1,600 1,800 {1,200 }1,350 1,500 |2,000 |2,250 2,500 | Applicable to those distributors

capacity junctions and ‘No and access roads where access
Waiting® restrictions 2,200 2,450 2,700 | to development is frequent
for dual but capacity is not unduly |,

carriageways restricted by junctions '

| | _ : "

All-purposestrectwithcapacity 300 | 450 | 600) 900 1,100 | 800 | 900 1,000 {1,300 11,500 1,600 | Typical of  existing roads
restricted by waiting vehicles to to o | to ,[ to to to to to to to | where waiting vehicles and’
and junctions s00 | 600 750 |1,100 '1,300 | 900 1,000,{1,200 1,700 {2,000 2,200 | junctions with heavy cross!
w : traffic scverely limit capacity .

5

|
¥

e
'I:‘able 1-5 Practical capacities of one-way urban roads

Effective width of carriageway infeet | 200 | 227 | 24| 30 330 | 36 | 407 | 44 | 48 Remarks
(excluding refuges) ) 7

i " Descgiption - Capacity in pew’s per hour (for definitions ‘of road types see

Section 2.1)

Urban motorway with grade separation 3,000 4,500 6,000 | Applicable to the highest category of
and no frontage access distributor

All-purpose road with no frontage |2,000 2,200 12,400 13,000 3,300 | 3,600 4,000 14,400 {4,800 Appropriate for all-purpose distri- |
access, no standing vehicles and negli- butors

I's
gible cross-traffic

e

All-purpose street with high-capacity 1,300 | 1,450 |1,600 2,150 2,400 2,650 13,000 {3,350 3,700 | Applicable to those distributors and
junctions and ‘No Waiting’ restrictions access roads when access to develop~-|.
’ ment is frequent but capacity is not

anduly restricted by junctions ~ . _

1 All-purpose street with capacity res- 800 | 950 {1,100 {1,650 {1,900 2,150 |2,500 (2,800 3,200 | Typical of existing roads where wait- | .
.tricted by waiting vehicles and junc- ' . . ing vehicles and junctions with heavy’
tions - cross trafiic severely limit capacity
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COUNTY DUBLIN (WITHIN THE URBAN AREAS)”

CLASSIFICATION OF NEW URBAN ROADS 'FOR

TITLE

TYPE OF ROAD

DESCRIETION

FREQUENCY OF ACGCESS

RESERVATION,

FRONTAL DEVELOEMERT

Suburban
Motorway

Dual Carxiageway

Together with the primary dis-
tributor roads these form
primary road networks in the
urban area providing an integ—
ratad system of fast uprestrict=
ed routes which interconnect
development’ areas and new towns.
Provides conmections with
Nacional routes, Attracts
traffic from lower order road
through primary distributors.

Restricted to inter—
changa at a desirable
minicum spscing ©f
800 m. (4 mile).

Nene

760250 €L

Primary
Distrib-
stor

pual Carriageway

Forms part of primary Toad
network for the overall area
and provides access to the
Motorway System and/or the
National Primary Routes.
pistributes traffic to
secondary and district
distributors.

|Restricted to pro-

perly designed jume—
tions ‘at 80O m.
(} mile) intexvala.

None

Single or Dual

utor

(g;;ondéry
piatrib-

Carriageway
depending on
vraffic densities
and right—of-way

function in the area, Acts aa
a distributor to local distrib~
utor roads and also caters

for through traffic between
development areas. It
generally gives acceas to a
primary distributox or a
Nationsl Primary’{includes
existing circumferential roads
which are unlikely to be
improved to a hi.gh standard) .

Forms :ﬁé.maﬁbr secoudéryvroadbg

do

|'pistrier
Distrib-
"] ukor

| Single C/W all
purpose except
in heavy density
developments.

Acts as a diseributor to
‘local distributer xocads
within a new town oT existing
development area, ysunlly
connects to a Qrimary or
gecondary distributor.

< do’

Néne

Local

. utor

Distrib-

Single
Carriageway

Acts as a distributor to
access roads-and-generally
connects to a district
diatributor route. TFunct—
jons as a diatributor

" route within an environ-
ment where an-access road
would not be adequate.

90m. to_ZISm.
(300" £t to 700 f£t.)
intervals.

1

Restricted to one
side only.

2158
(70 ft.) -~

- Accéks
Road’ :

Single
Carriageway

Gives direct access to land

and buildings within an
environment and connects to
jocal diatvibutors. In rare
casé it may connect to a
district distributor.

Unlimited.

Acceptable




View south

westwards in the
vicinity of the
proposed access.

View north
eastwards.

Traffic at
evening peak.
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Plarning Register Referemce Number:  2168/74

ASPEAL Ty Ravovend Bolher R. Alexander, of Cur Ledy's School, Texmpisogus
Roed, Dublin againat the decisicn mede on the 2203 day of Octoder, 1975,
by the Right Ecmourshle the Lord Usyow, Aldsrzen snd Durzesses of Dublim
daddhgtom-pmi&imformmﬁmsﬁmofapemtm
m@m&mmt&ﬁhdaaﬁs@t&mwﬁz&u&ém&dﬁwa&
Cur Lady*s School, Templecgue Raad, Dublin.

-

DECISICY: Pursuant 3o the Loeal Govermzent {Plamming pxd Devslormeni} Acts,
1563 ard 1976, permissicn is bereby refused for the consiznotica of ithas
s3id pezmanent enirance and ma&mforth#rmmae'%c’ztmﬁw

Schedmla hersia:

SCEETULE

The conatruciien of a poxmanent enizence and rosdway as proposed would
be sexicusly injurious to the residenilal azenilties of propertx i the
vicinidty and would resul® is imcreased traffic hazard om the adjoinine
heavily Tralficked Tenplsogus Road,

M, I BcEADDER

Hember of i Bord Plosaala daly
anthoTized to antbenticete the
seal of the Bcarfl.

Dated this /}? ﬂ‘day a%% 1977.
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Tel” LA2951 (Ext. ) Planning Department, 46-49 Dame St. Dublin2
. oreoz. 22001 BB
To. 0/ 5. Esward. Brady. & .Assaciates, Decision Order No. .............. Date ........ nereerecnraanas
. VARJAL
e 050 BRGK. ROA g : . - Refr.... "zj' .......... Date: 21'16‘76‘ .
........ williamstown, . - - . Application received on ?Vrdﬁugmﬁ,&s?a, .
........ 8lackrock, Ca. Sublif. ... _ o PlanNo. ... BT L No. . 2HSE/TS
Applicant Rov, Wather =, %lmm.of Bur Lagyts izhool, Templsogue Rosd, Bubliin S.
..... e PR
1y, entrence ang rostwny st Jur Lm:y‘ MGI,
Development .. e re e ey v £ 42 44500 £ ot e n e SaaAs e e Sim s emt A vesesm A nnsae b nenees e nnnts
"T{empieogus Apas, Lublin &, :

NOTIFICATION OF DECISION TO REFUSE ~ PERMISSION

_In pursuance of its functicns under the Local Government (Planning & Development) Act 1963, the Right
Honourable the Lord Mayor Aldermen, and Burgesses of Dublin, being the Planning Authority for the

.............................

................

REASONS

L

2. It is desivabls m thy intsrusts of seenity sna for the avoie
hezird that the gse of this sccaess should gnau. ieance af traffic

—_— e

Slgned on hehalf of the Right Honourable the Lord Mayor Aldermen & Burgesses of Dubam

/YMA %2 —

for ASSIST. C!TY & CO

Date:

- ¢ - O et
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) LA Decision Order No. i 5::84,... Date
RO 1 0 PO  Ref: g fitiaRe e DAE creeenrecneneene
i:‘iuc?roci\,. ........ _ Application received on ...... 33243..%3%f3ﬁ&.

i >
e BC8 BUBIRN i Plan No. ...pagdpdfiig - Reg. NO. qutipeib,

Applicant ..S0ineT. Ko, AlexanilonsBelekoof ... L¥E Ledytz Buhoahs Yrenisnas Dds, Jeranuzs
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NOTIFICATION OF DECISION TO GRANT PERMISSION.

A

in pursuance of their functions under the Local Government {Planning and Develcpment} Act 1963, the
Right Honourable the Lord Mayor, Aldermen and Burgesses of Dubltin, being the Planning Authority for

the County Borough of Dublin have by order dated as above decided to grant Permission for the develop-

ment described above.

subject to the following conditions:
Conditic: fteasons for Conditions
3. ‘tTha davelopment Ou &m wssisd ol L6 RILOTUEWAGK T gutlacg & carlifonted

2.

S

4.

with n qeoonk of gersd
grsithoridy o by fhe o lalaber ful hoded
Covernmmnt off apdtaie Shm rraudromwis wf tip
Chginrering tepaTiseast o Sp corpiivg elln gy
ta coomoncsment nl wse of Lha paalormante
fIRToYEL QOURY RInE UJRINNIG Y OenQda S e
chtaingd, eng 8l weaniiinng of apugueel te b2
observed in N9 cavalsunanie

v Liafy by v plontedig atiaduxs w2 daeniod

<

f31 surfecy waktes shalil be trseped el To aohicew & satisfeche
ticcharosd fnte cratue wiihin the bouniaries af phancerd 50 gavsloiwant
tho oiltoe

The roquiscments of the Chief fize Gfficer {o b To grcure & sstinfanior
ptrictly comilfzd with prion &o coamenaenent of stanmres of preloedilat

use af $ho uewelupnent. Taota TLER0

The teauirescnts of the Chiof Redical Uf{lpsr T To encure complience vl

Yo gonplisd with priey i soemencescnt of wew st the rolovend hosiih
the premisede teouintliont.

% revinod nlon irtfcating deisils of the progossd Vo echisve o estizieztw
affesirges cazennering cozovs thall be eunmibled standegy uf ooenlopneas
to prd sheld roschive Liss LELilea esrvarent of 0w ~

piennling sutheelsy priosg B0 cosmrncessht of e
Ceunlopments Vs pien shaldl inelceis how It i tER e . v/
gropesad to prawvise (hars enucen wiihowd
intorfeing wiin (W ujaceni LS80

I = i . R B o
Singed on behalf of the Right Honourable the Lord Mayor, Aldermen & Burgess«.}/o\f%gjin.

7

tor ASSIST,CITY & COU'NT':’ N;.ANAGEZ’»

-
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Conditions

Reasons for Conditions

A1l tho oxlcbing trose on the oito challd ba
reteined, @l edscusie voasures «hill be Loxen G
ensure bhiah anrm of $heng e Intorfered with
uping Ww sousss GF douslopment wailids

The propossd oeo enbtaase from Teplesgus Hosd
glall b cwitind fRow She poepensd Gousloinante

The pley araa shown o ths sest of the ranoonad
pxlension thall o seloosted Lo The acdin of Lo
enbensios ond wikn £%o conurg iine &I tao the
cact of its oxisiing aorin fouih BRI

The progurad devslopoant mest Eo dratned on the
Complately Teparats Iyeten o provided Tor on tha
LoUgHG Vinnts

7o protuet thw vicund
wponity of Lhoe &rats

o aunid & hrafiic
haragis

To protect thm
peanitics of onjaining
rasicaenliae

Ta schiove n entlofesbory
standasy of devnlopmwyot,

It should be noted that until a Grant of Permission has been issued the development in guestion is NOT AUTIHORISED.

An appeal égainst this decision may be made to the Minister for Local Government. The Applicant for Permission may appest f
within ONE MONTH beginning on the day of receipt by him of the decision. Any other person may appeal to the Minister within

THREE WEEKS beginning on the date of the decision,

An appeal shall be in writing and shall state the subject matter and grounds of appeal. It should be addressed to: g
The Secretary, Department of Local Government {Pianning Appeals Section), Custom RHouse, Dublin 1. ' /’ 1

An appeal by the Applicant for Permission should be accompanied by this form. in the case of an appeal by any other person, . )
the name of the applicant, particulars of the proposed development and the date of the decision of the Planning Authority should ﬁ'

be stated.
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Plarning Derinier Telonines mupbors 6TT/TS

APPEALS by tenia J. yyth of "Parimnadocn”, 275 Tanmeosve “ond, Tomplrerus,
Teblin and Otkors asainst the deoialen rade on the 9th day of April, 1575,

by the Hight tonourable the Lord ¥nyor, Aicerson and Surmescos of Tl in
daciding to granit subjoct to epnditicng a rermizeion to qeversnd Yolhar

R, fLlzxander, Tor the construciidn of a tempoeraky roaduay at by Ladyls Seheol,
nemnleogue Hoads Tounlcogue, in socordince with plens and particulars 10dmed
with the Corporation:

DECINIGH:  Pureuady to subscoctions (5) and {9) of seobion 26 of ihe Local ‘
Govaernnenk (Planning andLBeveloyment) aet. 166%, and afier consideraiion of the
report of the person vho conducted an crnl heaving of iue uikd aprenl, It io
hereby decided to grout rormicsion for the coratruction of thz soald tomporaxy
yoad¥sy in pccordanco with the coeid plans and particularg, subicct o the

conds {fons specified in columa L off the Zchedule horeto, the reagsoni Tor the
imposition of the said condiiions belnr as sot out in cotumn 2 of the zalid
Schedule and the said rermigaion is hereby granted cubject to the gaid conditions.

SCHREDULS
Column } « Conditions Column 2 «- Teusons for Conlitlons
N Fha ropanny enall bo romeved ’ 1. Un complotion of buildinm ~
—, and the hounduxy uall, milic foobpaths oporstions on tve site iho +nmpcrﬁ,v3
j%é' kerb und prass verzeg shall bo | aceass will notlonaar he noeded and
N reinstated not later than tho lst duy 14 1g desirable in the Sutars 1l

of Aprils 1577» of anenity omd traffic safoiy ithat.
B~ N T TN theo use QEESEf,fffgfﬁaﬁzgﬁlé.ce““%;

e T e 2 S
2. %he unauihorimed access on to Zz, Tn ihe interests of trffic
Temploogua Foad shall be closed bl the gofety md of <nenity,

site reinstated priox to the commencenent
of use of the proposcd temporary roadsyvy.

T e e A ST

{,;;\'i';-...;..,.f.g;”:‘....%N.sm.:z;f--m—- ----- - '

P taianatun o

. Gl . ' :
DOV e OLIVER J. FLANAGAN
i " [ ] - 1end H
. WAL P SvE BREED .
i ' ! ' .o - N -
FUTHRTNPPTRY Ly s COUNTT : : .
L e 31;7 éé/ R - P ‘;(: ’
T -~ DAY OF ¢ dcvunire N : oAt s s it
SRR 2 : bty pantd cmenkary Sceretoyy to tho Fimoonel

SEREEPURPU PSP e e iy g M

for Looal Governwent to whem the relovantd
povers and duties of tha snid pinistoy
vndor the Local Goverament [Plavning s

. Develorment) Avd, 1903 ave dederwied LY
the Loeal Government {Delaration of
\.. Hindoterial Functiong) Order, 1875«
Q. e
Dated this ‘7Q day cs:'_"/\"-m ~Zey 1570
¢ ; J

1y
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Tel.l42~951 {Ext. ) g E_/ A D. i(;— o1 =0 ?ﬂanning Department, 46-49 Dame Street, Dublin 2. .
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¥
- Ydimrd Brady & Asaom.a;f'“s 231§ /% Q APR 1575 {
VO . S ERERNEE R § /1 Decision Order No. .11 3 k... Date 1.8 e ;
;‘1“‘1 1»90{"3,
2 it
e o043 Rood, — Reft i DAtE LG T s
e BRRERTOCK, L e - Application received on ..., &iueiegerideg - didii g
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NOTIFICATION OF DECISION TO GRANT PERMISSION,

In pursuance of their functions under the Local Government (Planning and Development) Act 1582, the
Right Honourable the Lord Mayor, Aldermen and Burgesses of Dublin, being the Planning Authority for
the County Borough of Dublin have by order dated as anove decided to grant Permission for the develop-

ment deserined sbove,

subjent to the foilowing 4 conditians:

Conditions ’ ) Reasens for Cenditions :
- ;
11} The wven af $he ’f(“.‘::o*?}.‘af'v‘ Rreoads ot o ocps Wre B 3 P ?gf;wj‘ﬁa for sn 4
tha papdney Gnll god SOE00 HEJES B R aravnt iy Wt anbere :
publis fcetpatll lomiting Jhanles e cwn 9 o 2l Gowolpraen® o .
sodsnistod vrior o the Izt Aprai, Y317 uniess ,
}xe‘wv& H- G Selarrnasr weall have Taen )
metad Yov ks revepbicn of hka acnwty vool fer :
;,; :‘»,:*‘:.'e uxxui by fne pirioing aataersty o iy
Clew Miviidey Yer Louvsl dovorswent on mrosale
{2} Avoopiabla orvan fexats auel e skmm m; a the T provios {er en
lngAnapring Senebagntt  Pnvieey bedstiend o s0sast RiEly shandarg
copat rout aomiy &b snponer?s sxronna, e}:‘ T3 af developutut. o
LeRGeITIT Grodss over Yhe ponlis (orduath asd
ito mulsoguont uosoeal e oowpletion o0 Yne
now axtonadon,
€3) e houndary wall mud gress gas dah o¥ fha In *he Intorest o
vnactiordeed aocwea poand Srording uslonjus ardasiy dwalamm 3w {
ok o n roanatsbad prior 49 conpenvoannt oF
W Gr fise progosed tengoraly sonang yoade '
(42 e cevelsapmannt 43 be carmisd eub in monlongdty with Ta provide for an
& gidt al nennduszap by the plivmacd midaority oy sBooptahle shreingd
by the Lanieter for local devermmont on apreals of dovalomaenta
{
\.. .
¢

Singed on behalf of the Right Honourable the Lora Mayor, Aldermen & Burgesses of Dubjin}. :
M_ﬁd )

for ASSIST.CITY & COUNTYIMANASE




Plamning Register Rsference Number:  2488/76

T-

APPRIL by Bevevend Eoiber R. Alezsnder, of Our Lady's School, Teupleogue
Rosd, Dublin against ibe decisicn mede on the 22r3 day of Cotober, 1976, .
by the Right Ecuourable the Lord Hsyer, ildernen and Burgesses of Dublizm
mmmmmmrmmmmofamtm
snd rosdwsy oo the site of an exisking Semporary emirapes and roadway a®
Cuzr Lady*s School, Temploogas Réad, Dubiin. J
DEGISION: Pursuant o the Locel Govermment {Plaming znd Devslomment} Aots,
1563 =nd 1975, porxission is hereby refused for the consizuciion of the
said perasnent entrance snd ma&mfwmmaetoukmthe
Scbadnla‘_b.e:m:

SCERDILG

The constrnction of 2 permansnt enizrence and roadway as propoaed would
bo sericusly injuxiovs to ths rusidentls] asenilies of propextyx In the
vicinity =nd would reswdi im inersesed traffle hazard on ihe adjeinming
heavily trafficked Templeogue Eced,

M, 3. McEADDER

Hember oFf Ain Bord Pleanala dnlj
authorized to suthenticaie the
s082 of the Board.

.

Datad this /7

aay of ZZL‘% 1977,




Piaminz Regisier Referencs Nuabers

AFPRIL By Rowerend Bolher R, Alsxander, of Cur Liedyts School, Tempisozue
Rosd, Dublin againet ihe decisiom made on the 22v3 day of October, 1976,
by the Right Henourable the Lord Hsyor, Aldsrmes and Burzeeseas of Dublin
deciding to Tefuan persission Zor ibe comskraciion of 2 perzasent entrance
anéma&nymtbositao&anmﬁngtwmmmmmwayat
Cur Lady*s School, Templeogue Riad, Dudlin.

D2CISICN: Tursnant to the Local Govermuent {Plamring end Dewslorment) Acta,
1963 and 1976, poesmission is horeby rsfused Lo the consirunotion of the
£aid pezmanent entrence snd roadway for tha reason sst oub in the

Scheduls hersis:

SCERRULE

The construction of a peormanent enicence and rosdway as propossd would
be sexicualy injuxiouws to the reaidenilai ameniiies of propertyx in the
ﬁciﬁtyaﬁwﬁdmﬂ*nmdt:a@ﬁehamr&mm&joiﬁng
heavwily traficked Tenmpleogue Road.

M, 3. BeEADDEN

Kember of £ Bord Plesnila culy
authorized to antbenticats the
seal of the s«m-a,.

+hi g U %L’
Datad this /7 day of f?lgl?.
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CORPORATION OF DUBLIN
Order of the Assistant City and County Manager
-~ Locat Government (Planning & Development) Act, 1963: Local Government {Dublin} Acts 1830-1955

32 Got 1815

RECOMMENDATION: Decision Order No. £2352s. . Date ..oeeccerrenecong
| hereby endorse the recommendation of the o - _ '
Development Control Assistant Grade 1/Planning Assistant Grade 1 : *-""‘/"‘t~ Date: 21218

TO REFUSE..PERMISSION. ...ocovriiins ... in respect of the Appiication received on 23zt Augual,.. 1975,

........... WHEmAN

for 2.........;easons, _ for the development proposed in Plan No, .2!%}5.5!.’.7.5........ Reg. No.Zé.é.&/.".?.f?._.:...._._._. :

by ApplicanfRg¥s. Bothsl R. Alexander.  of . fur Lady's Sthool, Yeanleaoous Road, Dublin fe..

PO sy e N L R ST o FaArr

LML

namely to: ..Ret21in DarRanantly,. sntranse. 800, Pacuay. 8. Dur. LAy £3. Sohal, e reessessase e

Templeogys Reats DUBLAT Buovoroorscramr s

[P P——— SesaTy S as D T D ettt L]

Signed: ..cceiivieinneane ; mC-w % < ereneens Assistant Principal Officer. Date: :Q)Z//,CP

ORDER: In accordance with the recommendation of the Assistant Principal Cfficer, 1 decide that having regard to’the provisions

wehich are included in the Development Plan, the above proposal would be conwary to proper pianning and develop-

ment and |, therefore, decide TO REFUSE ... pERMI _SSIBN o -
iherefér under the Local Government_(Planning and Development} Act, 1963 for the..é........:...reasons stated below
REASONS B

/.
1. The devclopment would contravens materially condition attached te the previcus
permission datsd 7/1/76 for 2 tsmparary road. A

2. It iz desirable in the interssts of ameniiy and for the eveidarse of traffic
hazzrd that the uss of this access should cease.

. . e ... Date
ASSISTANT CITY AND COUNTY MANAGER :

" "to whom the appropriate powers have been delegated by QOrder of the City and County Manager dated...... eanmand day

-
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Dublin County Council Comhairie Chontae Atha Cliath  Planning Department

i ’ Fam e Bosca 174, o=

‘ S P. Q. Box 174,

' = Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na higg=nn,
Block 2, Irish Life Céntre, .
Sraid na Mainistreach lacit,
Lower Abbey Street,
Baile Atha Cliath.
b Dublin 1.
Telephone: (01) 724755
Fax: (01) 724896

Daniel B. Sullivan, Our Ref. RF/ID

5 Springfield Road, vour et

‘:l.’emp}eogue, 'our Ref.

I)Ublm GWo Date 19&1 Jme 1991

REG.REF. 91A/0598

RE: Development at_‘l‘etp]_.eogue Road

Dear Sir,

T refer to your letter received in this Deparfment on 12th June 1991 regarding
+he above and wish to inform you that a Decision to REFUSE Permlssa.on was made on
this application on 7th June 1991 . An Appeal agamst this Decision may be

made within 21 days beginning on the date of the Dec:.s:.on An Appeal should be in
writing and should state the subject matter and grounds of ’che appeal. It should be
addressed to An Bord Pleanala, Block 6 & 7, Ir:.sh Life Centre, Lower Z—\obey Street,

Dublin 1. An Appeal must be accompanied by a fee of £50.00.

Yours faithfully

for PRINCIPAL OFFICER
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Dublin County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath - Planning Department

Blec 2, lonad Bheatha neghFEirgann
Block 2, Irish Life Centre,

Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,

Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.

Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755

Fax. (01)724896

r

Register Reference : 91A/0598 ' ' Date : 3rd July 1991

Dear sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : our Lady's Schoel, Templeogue
Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that an appeal has been lodged with an Bord
Pleanala against the Council's decision to REFUSE PERMISSION .

all further correspondence in relation to this appeal should be
addressed to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life
Centre, Lower Abbey sStreet, Dublin l1.(Tel.728011).

Please note that submissions or ocbservations made to An Bord
Pleanala by or on behalf of a person (other than the applicant) with

regard to an appeal made by another person must be accompanied by a
fee of €15. - o o

Yours faithfully,

P2

LR IR IR IR AT AR AR I

"4 6283200950400

for PRINCFPAL OFFICER

Michael Turner,
229 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6éW.




Dublin County Councii Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha nahFireann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lachi,
Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755
Fax. {01)724896

Register Reference : 91A/0598 Date : 3rd July 1991

Dear Sir/Madam, *

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : Our Lady's School, Templeogue
Applicant ¢ Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type ¢+ PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that an appeal has been lodged with aAn Bord
Pleanala against the Council's decision to REFUSE PERMISSTION .

all further correspondence in relation to this appeal should be
addressed to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life
Centre, Lower Abbey Street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011).

Please note that submissions or observations made to An Bord
Pleanala by or on behalf of a person (other than the applicant) with
regard to an appeal made by another person must be accompanied by a
fee of £15. -

Yours faithfully,

e ervsevseccrfenasceracrene

for PRINCIPAL OFFICER

Maeve smyth,

235 Templeogue Road,
Templeogue,

Co. Dublin 6w.




Publin County Councii Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEireann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street,

Bails Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755
Fax. (01)724898

Register Reference : 91A/0598 Date : 3rd July 1991

Dear Sir/Madam,
Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road

LoCATION : Our Lady's School, Templeogue

Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander
App. Type  : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that an appeal has been lodged with An Bord
Pleanala against the Council's decision to REFUSE PERMISSION .

All further correspondence in relation to this appeal should be
addressed to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life
Centre, Lower Abbey Street, Dublin 1.({Tel.728011).

Please note that submissions or observations made to An Bord
Pleanala by or on behalf of a person (other than the applicant) with

regard to an appeal made by another person must be accompanied by a
fee of £15. oo - -

Yours faithfull

o
*errrasssrsrvssefersanesciarga

for PRINCIP OFFICER

Mrs. Mairin Dillon,
225 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6 w.




Bublin County Councii Comhairle Chontae Atha Cli_ath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEireann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre, .

Sraid na Mainistreach lacht

Lower Abbey Sireet,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.

Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755

Fax. (01)724898

Regigter Reference : 91a/0598 o Date : 3rd duly 1991

Dear sir/Madam,
Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road

LOCATION : Our Lady's School, Templeogue

Applicant

"

Sr. Rosemary Alexander
App. Type  : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

T wish to inform you that an appeal has been lodged with an Bord
Pleanala against the Council's decision to REFUSE PERMISSICN .

All further correspondence in relation to this appeal should hbe
addressed to The Secretary, an Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life
Centre, Lower Abbey Street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011).

Please note that submissions or observations made to An Bord
Pleanala by or on behalf of a person (other than the applicant) with

regard to an appeal made by another person must be accompanied by a
fee of £15. SR -

Yours faithfully,

L R N R N R R R R RS

for PRINCIP

i OFFICER

Mrs. sheila Harrison,
231 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6.




Dublin County Councii Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEireann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre, ‘

Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,

Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.

Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755

Fax. (01)724896

Register Reference : 91A/0598 Date : 3rd July 1951

Dear sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : our Lady's School, Templeogue
Applicant ¢ Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that an appeal has been lodged with aAn Bord
Pleanala against the Council's decision to REFUSE PERMISSTON .

All further correspondence in relation to this appeal should be
addressed to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life
Centre, Lower Abbey Street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011).

Please note that submissions or observations made to An Bord
Pleanala by or on behalf of a person (other than the applicant) with
regard to an appeal made by another person must be accompanied by a
fee of £15.

Yours faithfully,

A

se e s s e v e

-

for PRINCIPA? OFFICER

Mrs. Denis J. Smyth,
235 Templeogue Road,
Tenpleogue,

Co. Dublin 6W.




Qublin County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department
o B - BIOC 2, lonad B;hea‘dﬁ n

- a _Ekeann,
Block 2, Irish Lifa Centre,

Sraid na Mainistreach iacht,
Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755
Fax. (01)724886

Register Reference : 91A/0598 . : Date : 3rd July 1991

Dear Sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road

LOCATION

[3

our Lady's School, Templeogue

Applicant Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that an appeal has been lodged with An Bord
Pleanala against the Council's decision to REFUSE PERMISSION .

All further correspondence in relation to this appeal should be
addressed to The Secretary, an Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life
Centre, Lower Abbey Street, Dublin 1l.(Tel.728011}.

Please note that submigsions or observations made to An Bord
Pleanala by or on behalf of a person (other than the applicant) with

regard to an appeal made by another person must be accompanied by a
fee of £15. . :

Yours faithfui} ’

for PRINCIPAT, OFFICER

Mrs. Mary J. O'sSullivan,
227 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6w.




Dublin County Councii Combhairle Chontae Atha Clia_th __ Planning Department

Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.

Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755
Fax. (01)724896

Blee 2, lonad Bhseatha na iEireann,

Register Reference : 91a/0598 o Date : 3rd July 1991

Dear sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : our Lady's School, Templeogue
Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type  : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that an appeal has been lodged with an Bord
Pleanala against the Council's decision to REFUSE PERMISSION .

all further correspondence in relation to this appeal should be
addressed to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irigh Life
Centre, Lower Abbey Street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011).

Please note that submissions or observations made to An Bord
Pleanala by or on behalf of a person (other than the applicant) with

regard to an appeal made by another person must be accompanied by a
fee of E15.. )

Yours faithfully,

) S

LA R R

" P e sesacan

for PRINCIPAL OFFICER

T. Browne,
“Glenveagh",

19 springfield Road,
Templeogue.




Y

Dublin County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Blee 2, lonad Bheatha na hEireann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centrs,

Sraid na Mainistreach lach

Lowsr Abbey Sireet,

Baijle Atha Cliath 1.

Dublin 1.

Tselephone. (01)724755

Fax. (01)7248%86

Register Reference : 91a/0598 Date : 3rd July 1991

Dear Sir/Madam,

Development : Access rcadway from Templecgue Reoad
LOCATION s our Lady's School, Templeogue
Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that an appeal has been lodged with An Bord
Pleanala against the Council's decision to REFUSE PERMISSION .

all further correspondence in relation to this appeal should be
addressed to The Secretary, an Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life
Centre, Lower Abbey Street, Dublin 1.{Tel.728011).

Please note that submissions or observations made to An Bord
Pleanala by or on behalf of a person (other than the applicant) with
regard to an appeal made by another person must be accompanied by a
fee of £15. -

Yours faithfully,

-~

vooooooo/./oo-o-o-oo-o-o--o

for PRINCIPAL: OFFICER

Philip Hayde,
223 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6W.




Dublin County Gouncil Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEireann,
Block 2, lrish Life Centre’

Sraid na Mainistreach lac

Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.

Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755

Fax. (01)724895

LT S

Register Reference : 91A/0598 ' Date : 3rd July 1991

Dear sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : our Lady's School, Templeogue
Applicant ¢ Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAIL

I wish to inform you that an appeal has been lodged with An Bord
Pleanala against the Council's decision to REFUSE PERMISSION .

All further correspondence in relation to this appeal should be
addressed to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 TIrish Life
Centre, Lower Abbey Street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011).

Please note that submissions or observations made te An Bord
Pleanala by or om behalf of a person (other than the applicant) with

regard to an appeal made by another person must be accompanied by a
fee of €15,

Yours faithfylly,

L IR R A ."..h.“’(-..

for PRIN -IPAL OFFICER

Paula & Ronald Moreland,
237 Templeogue Road,
Dublin &w.




Dubiin County Council Comhairie Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na higaann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01724755
Fax. (01)724896

Register Reference : 91a/0598 N Date : 7th June 1951

Dear sSir/Madam,
Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : our Lady's School, Templeogue

aApplicant

"

Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that by order dated 07.06.91 it was decided
to REFUSE PERMISSION for the above proposal.

This decision,together with the conditions/reasons attached thereto,
is recorded in the Planning Register kept at this office in accordance
with Section 8 of the Local Government(Planning and Development)act 1963.
This register may be inspected during office hours [ 9.00a.m.- 12.30p.m.
2.15p.m. - 4.30p.m.} and interested party may obtain a certified copy of
an entry therein on payment of a fee of £5 in respect of each entry.

It should be noted that the proposer may appeal to An Bord Pleanala
against the decision or any conditions attached to the Council's decision
within one month beginning on the day of receipt by him of the Council's
decision. Any other person may appeal to An Bord Pleanala within three
weeks beginning on the date of decision. Interested parties are advised to
consult the Planning Authority or An Bord Pleanala to ascertain if an
appeal has been lodged by the applicant.

All appeals against decisions of the Planning Authority and all
correspondence in relation to new and existing appeals should be addressed
to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Bloc¢ks 6 & 7 Irish Life Centre, Lower
aAbbey Street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011). Any appeal made to An Bord Pleanala
will be invalid unless the correct fee is received by AaAn Bord Pleanala

_within the statutory appeal period. The fee in respect of an appeal by an
applicant for permission relating to commercial development is £100; any
other appeal is £50.

Submissions or cobservations made to An Bord Pleanala by or on behalf of
a person {other than the applicant) as regards an appeal made by another
person must be accompanied by a fee of ELS5.

Yours faithfully,
Paula & Ronald Moreland,
237 Templeogue Road,
Dublin &W.
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PRINCIFAL OFFICER




Dublin County Council Comhairie Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEizaann,
Block 2, trish Life Centre,

Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street, :
Baile Atha Cliath 1.

Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755

Fax. (01)724896

Register Reference : 21A/0598 ) "Date ¢ 7th June 1991

Dear sSir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road

LOCATION : Oour Lady's School, Templeogue

Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander
App. Type ¢ PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that by oOrder dated 07.06.91 it was decided
to REFUSE PERMISSION for the above proposal.

This decision,together with the conditions/reasons attached thereto,
is recorded in the Planning Register kept at this office in accordance
with Section 8 of the Local Government(Planning and Development)act 1963.
This register may be inspected during office hours [ 9.00a.m.- 12.30p.m.
2.15p.m. - 4.30p.m.] and interested party may obtain a certified copy of
an entry therein on payment of a fee of £5 in respect of each entry.

It should be noted that the proposer may appeal te An Bord Pleanala
against the decision or any conditions attached to the Council's decision
within one month beginning on the day of receipt by him of the Council‘'s
decision. Any other person may appeal to 2An Bord Pleanala within three
weeks beginning on the date of decision. Interested parties are advised to
consult the Planning Aunthority or an Bord Pleanala to ascertain if an
appeal has been lodged by the applicant.

All appeals against decisions of the Planning Authority and all
correspondence in relation to new and existing appeals should be addressed
to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life Centre, Lower
Abbey Street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011l). Any appeal made to An Bord Pleanala
will be invalid unless the correct fee is received by 2An Bord Pleanala
within the statutory appeal period. The fee in respect of an appeal by an
applicant for permission relating to commercial development is £100; any
other appeal is £50.

submissions or observations made to An Bord Pleanala by or on behalf of
a person (other than the applicant) as regards an appeal made by another
person must be accompanied by a fee of £15.

Yours faithfully,

Philip Hayde,
223 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6W.




Dubiin County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na ireann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755
Fax. (01)724896

Register Reference : 91a/0598 Date : 7th June 1991

Dear sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : our Lady's School, Templeogue
aApplicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that by Order dated 07.06.91 it was decided
to REFUSE PERMISSION for the above proposal.

This decision,together with the conditions/reasons attached thereto,
is recorded in the Planning Register kept at this office in accordance
with Section 8 of the Local Government(Planning and Development)act 1963.
This register may be inspected during office hours [ 9.00a.m.- 12.30p.m.
2.15p.m. - 4.30p.m.] and interested party may obtain a certified copy of
an entry therein on payment of a fee of £5 in respect of each entry.

It should be noted that the proposer may appeal to An Bord Pleanala
against the decision or any conditions attached to the Council's decision
within one month beginning on the day of receipt by him of the Council's
decigsion. Any other person may appeal to 2an Bord Pleanala within three
weeks beginning on the date of decision. Interested parties are advised to
consult the Planning Authority or 2an Bord Pleanala to ascertain if an
appeal has been lodged by the applicant.

All appeals against decisions of the Planning authority and all
correspondence in relation to new and existing appeals should be addressed
to The secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life Centre, Lower
Abbey street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011). BAny appeal made to An Bord Pleanala
will be invalid unless the correct fee is received by Aan Bord Pleanala
within the statutory appeal period. The fee in respect of an appeal by an
applicant for permission relating to commercial development is £100; any
other appeal is ES50.

submissions or observations made to An Bord Pleanala by or on behalf of
a person (other than the applicant) as regards an appeal made by another
pergon must be accompanied by a fee of £15.

Yours faithfully,
T. Browne,

"Glenveagh",
19 springfield Road,
Templeogue.
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PRINCIPAL OFFICER




Dubiin County Council Comhairie Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEigaann,
Block 2, trish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Sireet,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1,

Telephone. (01)724755
Fax, (01)724896

Register Reference : 91A/0598 Date : 7th June 1991

Dear sir/Madam,
Development : Access roadway from ¥®empleogue Road

LOCATION : our Lady's School, Templeogue

Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander
App. Type s PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that by Order dated 07.06.91 it was decided
to REFUSE PERMISSION for the above proposal.

This decision,together with the conditions/reasons attached thereto,
is recorded in the Planning Register kept at this office in accordance
with Section 8 of the Local Government(Planning and Development)act 1963.
This register may be inspected during office hours [ 9.00a.m.- 12.30p.m.
2.15p.m. - 4.30p.m.] and interested party may ocbtain a certified copy of
an entry therein on payment of a fee of £5 in respect of each entry.

It should be noted that the proposer may appeal to An Bord Pleanala
against the decision or any conditions attached to the Council's decision
within one month beginning on the day of receipt by him of the council‘’s
decision. any other person may appeal to 2an Bord Pleanala within three
weeks beginning on the date of decision. Interested parties are advised to
consult the Planning Authority or an Bord Pleanala to ascertain if an
appeal has been lodged by the applicant.

All appeals against decisions of the Planning Authority and all
correspondence in relation to new and existing appeals should be addressed
to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life Centre, Lower
Abbey street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011). Any appeal made to An Bord Pleanala
will be invalid unless the correct fee is received by An Bord Pleanala
within the statutory appeal period. The fee in respect of an appeal by an
applicant for permission relating to commercial development is £100; any
other appeal is £50. --

Submissions or observations made to An Bord Pleanala by or on behalf of
a person (other than the applicant) as regards an appeal made by another
person must be accompanied by a fee of £15.

Yours faithfully,
Mrs. Mary J. O'sullivan,
227 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6W.
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PRINCIPAL OFFICER




Dublin County Council Comhairile Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEireann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Sireset,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.

Dublin 1. .
Telephone. (01)724755
Fax. {01)7248956

Register Reference : 91A/0598 pate : 7th June 1991

Dear Sir/Madam,
Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : our Lady's School, Templeogue

Applicant

Sr. Rosemary Alexander
App. Type : PERMISSICON/BUILDING BYE~-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that by Order dated 07.06.91 it was decided
to REFUSE PERMISSION for the abaove proposal.

This decision,together with the conditions/reasons attached thereto,
is recorded in the Planning Register kept at this office in accordance
with Section 8 of the Local Government(Planning and Develcpment)act 1963.
This register may be inspected during office hours [ 9.00a.m.- 12.30p.m.
2.15p.m, - 4.30p.m.] and interested party may obtain a certified copy of
an entry therein on payment of a fee of £5 im respect of each entry.

It should be noted that the proposer may appeal to an Bord Pleanala
against the decision or any conditions attached to the council's decision
within one month beginning on the day of receipt by him of the council's
decision. Any other person may appeal to An Bord Pleanala within three
weeks beginning on the date of decision. Interested parties are advised to
consult the Planning Autherity or An Bord Pleanala to ascertain if an
appeal has been lodged by the applicant.

All appeals against decisions of the Planning Authority and all
correspondence in relation to new and existing appeals should be addressed
to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks & & 7 Irish Life Centre, Lower
Abbey Street, Dublin 1.(Tel.72801l}). Any appeal made to An Bord Pleanala
will be invalid unless the correct fee is received by A2n Bord Pleanala
within the statutory appeal period. The fee in respect of an appeal by an
applicant for permission relating to commercial development is £100; any
other appeal is E£50.

Submissions or observations made to An Bord Pleanala by or on behalf of
a person (other than the applicant) as regards an appeal made by another
person must be accompanied by a fee of £15.

Yours faithfully,
Mrs. Denis J. Smyth,
235 Templeogune Road,
Templeogue, --
Co. Dublin 6W. " -
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PRINCIPAL QFFICER




Dubiin County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

: Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hiizsann,
' Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street,
Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.
Telephone. (01)724755
Fax. {01)724896

Register Reference : 91A/0598 pate : 7th June 1991

Dear sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road

LOCATION : our Lady's School, Templeogue
Applicant ¢ Sr. Rosemary Alexander ... . -
App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that by oOrder dated 07.06.91 it was decided
to REFUSE PERMISSION for the above proposal.

This decision,together with the conditions/reasons attached thereto,
is recorded in the Planning Register kept at +this office in accordance
with Section 8 of the Local Government(Planning and Develcopment)act 1963.
This register may be inspected during office hours [ 9.00a.m.- 12.30p.m.
2.15p.m. - 4.30p.m.] and interested party may obtain a certified copy of
an entry therein on payment of a fee of £5 in respect of each entry.

It should be noted that the proposer may appeal to an Bord Pleanala
against the decision or any conditions attached to the Council's decision
within one month beginning on the day of receipt by him of the Council's
decision. Any other person may appeal to 2an Bord Pleanala within three
weeks beginning on the date of decision. Interested parties are advised to
consult the Planning Authority or An Bord Pleanala to ascertain if an
appeal has been lodged by the applicant.

All appeals against decisions of the Planning Authority and all
correspondence in relation to new and existing appeals should be addressed
to The secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life Centre, Lower
Abbey street, publin 1.(Tel.728011). Aany appeal made to An Bord Pleanala
will be invalid unless the correct fee is received by Aan Bord Pleanala
within the statutory appeal period. The fee in respect of an appeal by an
applicant for permission relating to commercial development is £100; any
other appeal is £50.

submissions or observations made to An Bord Pleanala by or on behalf of

a person (other than the applicant) as regards an appeal made by another
person must be accompanied by a fee of £15.

Yours faithfully,

Mrsg. sheila Harrison,
231 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6.
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Dubliin County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEieann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.

Telephone. (G1)724755
Fax. (01)724896

Register Reference : 91A/0598 - ’ Date : 7th June 1991

Dear sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road

LOCATION : Oour Lady's School, Templeogue
applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander
App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that by Order dated 07.06.91 it was decided
to REFUSE PERMISSION for the above proposal.

This decision,together with the conditions/reasons attached thereto,
is recorded in the Planning Register kept at this office in accordance
with Section 8 of the Local Govermment(Planning and Development)act 1963.
This register may be inspected during office hours [ 9.00z2.m.- 12.30p.m.
2.15p.m. ~ 4.30p.m.]} and interested party may obtain a certified copy of
an entry therein on payment of a fee of £5 in respect of each entry.

It should be noted that the proposer may appeal to An Bord Pleanala
against the decision or any conditions attached to the Council's decision
within one month beginning on the day of receipt by him of the council‘s
decision. 2any other person may appeal to An Bord Pleanala within three
weeks beginning on the date of decision. Interested parties are advised to
consult the Planning Authority or An Bord Pleanala to ascertain if an
appeal has been lodged by the applicant.

AllL appeals against decisions of the Planning Authority and all
correspondence in relation teo new and existing appeals should be addressed
to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life Centre, Lower
Abbey street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011). Any appeal made to An Bord Pleanala
will be invalid unless the correct fee is received by An Bord Pleanala
within the statutory appeal period. The fee in respect of an appeal by an
applicant for permission relating to commercial development is €100; any
other appeal is £50.

Submissions or observations made to An Bord Pleanala by or on behalf of
a person (other than the applicant) as regards an appeal made by another
person must be accompanied by a fee of E£15.

. Yours faithfully,
Mrs. Mairin Dillon,
225 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6 W.
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Dubiin County Council Combhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEgann,
Block 2, trish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Ciiath 1.
Dublin 1.

Telephone., (01)724755
Fax. (01)724896

Register Reference : 91A/0598 - ' . pDate : 7th June 1991

Dear Sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : Our Lady's School, Templeogue
Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that by oOrder dated 07.06.91 it was decided
‘to REFUSE PERMISSION for the above proposal.

This decision,together with the conditions/reasons attached thereto,
is recorded in the Planning Register kept at this office in accordance
with Section 8 of the Local Government(Planning and Development)Act 1963.
This register may be inspected during office hours [ 9.00a.m.- 12.30p.m.
2.15p.m. - 4.30p.m.] and interested party may obtain a certified copy of
an entry therein on payment of a fee of €5 in respect of each entry.

It should be noted that the proposer may appeal to an Bord Pleanala
against the decision or any conditions attached to the Council's decision
within one month beginning on the day of receipt by him of the Council‘'s
decision. Any other person may appeal to An Bord Pleanala within three
weeks beginning on the date of decision. Interested parties are advised to
consult the Planning Aunthority or An Bord Pleanala to ascertain if an
appeal has been lodged by the applicant.

All appeals against decisions of the Planning Authority and all
correspondence in relation to new and existing appeals should be addressed
to The Secretary, An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life. Centre, Lower
Abbey Street, Dublin 1.(Tel.728011). Any appeal made to An Bord Pleanala
will be invalid unless the correct fee is received by An Bord Pleanala
within the statutory appeal period. The fee in respect of an appeal by an
applicant for permission relating to commercial development is £100; any
other appeal is E£50.

Submissions or observations made to An Bord Pleanala by or on behalf of
a person (other than the applicant) as regards an appeal made by another
person must be accompanied by a fee of £15.

Yours faithfully,
Maeve smyth,

235 Templeogue Road,
Templeogue,
Co. Dublin 6W.
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Dublin County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na aeann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre, @
Sraid ha Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street,
Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.
Telephone. (01)724755
Fax. (01)724896

Register Reference : 91a/0598 Date : 7th June 1991

Dear Sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway froﬁ Templeogue Road
LOCATION ¢ our Lady's School, Templeogue
Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type : PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

I wish to inform you that by Order dated 07.06.91 it was decided
to REFUSE PERMISSION for the above proposal.

This decision,together with the conditions/reasons attached thereto,
is recorded in the Planning Register kept at this office in accordance
with Section 8 of the Local Government(Planning and Development)act 1963.
Phis register may be inspected during office hours [ 9.00a.m.- 12.30p.m.
2.15p.m. -~ 4.30p.m.] and interested party may obtain a certified copy of
an entry therein on payment of a fee of £5 in respect of each entry.

It should be noted that the proposer may appeal to An Bord Pleanala
against the decision or any conditions attached to the Council's decision
within one month beginning on the day of receipt by him of the Council‘'s
decision. Any other person may appeal to An Bord Pleanala within three
weeks beginning on the date of decision. Interested parties are advised to
consult the Planning Authority or An Bord Pleanala to ascertain if an
appeal has been lodged by the applicant.

All appeals against decisions of the Planning Authority and all
correspondence in relation to new and existing appeals should be addressed
to The Secretary, 2An Bord Pleanala, Blocks 6 & 7 Irish Life Centre, Lower
Abbey sStreet, Dublin 1.(Tel.72801l). Any appeal made to An Bord Pleanala
will be invalid unless the correct fee is received by Aan Bord Pleanala
within the statutory appeal period. The fee in respect of an appeal by an
applicant for permission relating to commercial development is £100; any
other appeal is £50.

submissions or observations made to An Bord Pleanala by or on behalf of
a person (other than the applicant) as regards an appeal made by another
person must be accompanied by a fee of £15.

Yours faithfully,
Michael Turner,

229 Templeogue Road,
Dublin 6W.
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PRINCIPAL OFFICE




FILE DISCUSSED AT COUNCIL/COMMITTEE MEETING
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"DublinCounty Council Planning Departmenf': o LTI O

Dear Sir,

(<@g

235 TempleOgue Road,
- Templeogue,

8th May, 1991. /i \S
Chief Planning Offzcer, ' o .- .

Irish Life Centre, _ _ o _
Dublin, 1. = .
re: Paan 0598. Our Lady's School, Templeogue,
Appllcatlon for access roadway. R

Further to my letter of the 7th May re above,
unfortunately the following point was gimitted: -

The applicatioqﬁs for an acess roadway and in your file
the proposer's agent says =z letter from the Board of Management

will follow explaing the reasons why the road is requlred " This
is not indicated om the appllcatlo form and I would be glad

| if you will let me know, as soon as ‘conveniient for “you, and

before a decision is reached, the reason for this. roadway -
i.e., what purpose does the roadway as proposed serve?

I look forward. to hearing from you on this matter.
Thanking you,

Yours sincérely

(Mrs. Denis J Smyth)

Co. Dublin, 67. M | J} OBJECT‘
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235 Templeogue Road,
Tenmpleogue Road, S : .
Co. Dubliin, 6W.

7th May, 1991.

The Chief Planning Cfficer, e e B

Dublin County Council Planning Department, TTmLIT L ce e
Irish Life Centre, T T - ©o-
D -

ublin, 1. = o : - ST —

alhafia O -

=" ey e wmm e Wy

LR R B R

R. Alexander, =
acCesE Toadway 7

re: Plan 0598. Application from Sr.
Gur Lady's Bchool, Templeoguey
from Templeogue Road, = RS

e it 2w

PRV T o daalh o7 CRRNE F B SIELT L D 9o

I object to the‘granting of permission for the above as = = -

1. It would a vepy serious txaffic'hazard on a very heavily trafficked
Templeogue Road which is National Route N8I1. ‘Templeogue Road
(N81) leads directly to~the new motorway M50 which, in turn,

takes very heavy traffic to the National Routés to the South
and West of Ireland and to the Navan Road = the N4, N7 and N3.
The M50 will, ih 1994, lead to the M1 and to Dublin Airport.

Traffic signs inRathgar, Dublin, are already directing traffic
for Navan to travel via Templeogué Road to the M50.

Tt is also pointed out that there is considerabié private
and commercial traffic coming off the rdﬁn@about via Temple-
ogue Réad to the city. . : S S e . HJ

2. The creation of_the=propoéed entrance and exit would also
seriously take from the environmental amenities of the
residential properﬁies'in the vicinity. S '

3, Blan 831/7L - in'grantihg permissionfor a school extension,
Dublin Corporation made a condition that “the Proposed uew

entrance-from Templeogie shall be omitted” in order "to

avoid a traffic hazard. _ T S RERTIEE
- . * o

4, PIan 677/75. "By Order of the Minister for Local Government
permissionwas granted in Jénuaryy 1876, for a temporary -
rosdway . Condition No. 1 attached to this permission sates
"The roadway shall bejremoqed,.ii....;"'as on completion
of building operationsprithe site the temporary access will
no longer be needed and it is desirable in the interests of
amenity and traffic safety that the use of the access should
cease. : : _ : S
Tt is noted here by me that the condition requesting the
removal of the road has fot been complied with. =

/pit.o.
A




- 2 - (Chief Planning Officer, 'Dubﬁgﬁnggin\’

5. In 1976, the same proposers in Plan 2468/76 sought

permission "to retain permanently roadway to service school."
Dublin Corporationagain refused pérmission and the prdposers
Appealed to AnBord Plemnala. Following the subsequent

Oral Hearing the Bord's decisionwas to refuse permissicnfor
the reason that S . T T ' T

"he construction of a_permanent roadwasy as proposed _
would be seriously injuriocus to the residential amenities
of property inthe vicinity aund would result in increaseéed -
traffic hazard opﬁhe adjoining heavily trafficked Templeogue

Road.™ _
o8 (19th May, 1977)

Ae will be readily seen from the above decislons, it was the

continued view of the Minister for Local GoVérqméhﬁngﬁﬁlihf?‘“ﬁ‘ A

Corporation and an Bord Pleanala that the roadway propésed would
nave created a serious traffic hazard during the period 1574 to~ |
1977. | - SR e e N

With the phenomomal increasé 1in traffic up to and including
1991and the projected increase activated by traffic to and from ]
the M50 inthe future the HAZARD 'Iﬁ“CﬁﬁRESPONDINGLY‘INCREASED. B

Any decision to grant permission for the proposeq“rqédwgy will
be strongly resisted by me amd would be the subject of Appeal to
An Bord Pleanala. ' R ST

YourS'sihcerely,

P.S. Please add to above points:

LS L e
6. Our Lady's_School already has fon the admission of their
Architects) an adequate entrance controlled by traffic light
at the junction of Templeogue Road/Fortfield Road. '

'//%: p L
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229 Templeogue Road,
Planning Department, ~ Dubiin 6W,
Dub1in County Council, ' T3 May 1991,

Blaock II, Irish Life Centre, =
Lr. &bbey St., Oubldin 2. . .. .

e S

OBJEC

s a resident at the above address, I wish to lodge with you an
objection to the planning permission being sought by Sr. Rosemary
Alexander for an access road to Our Lady's School, Templeogue Road,

Dublin 6W (application 0598, 16 April/2 May, 1981).

Your ref. 91470598, Q?.*ﬁi A

& chara,

My objection to the application for the road rests on the following
grounds:

1. The applicant’s advertisement in the "Irish Independent®” of 10
April 1981 refers only to an "access road”. The application lodged
with you is for an access road, an exit road and a pedestrian entrance.
The advertisement is mislieading to the public.

2. The existing access road (total width: 14.5 metres}, with
entrance and exit carriage-ways and two pedestrian gateways, is quite
adequate for the needs of the Convent and School.

(a) The Convent +is unlikely to remain residential for the future.

With the fal1 1in religious wvocations, schools 1ike Our Lady's
are appointing lay principals and Boards of Management as preliminary
to the withdrawing of resident religious teachers, Qur Lady's has

already taken these steps.

{b) 811 the available demographic forecasts predict that the
number of pupils coming to both primary and postprimary schools in the
next decade _and far the foreseeable future will significantly decrease.
It remains to be proven that Our Lady's School will not be affected by
the general decease in numbers. {The demographic forecasts referred to
are those Ffrom the Economic and Social Research Institute, the
Department for Education and the office of the Archbishop of Dub1in dn
Drumcondra, in the case of Catholic baptisms during the relevant recent
vearsj.

fc] With no evident need for additional access to Our Lady's, the
present application seems only a prelude to the sale for fiousing or
other purpose of the school field between the present access roads and

Bushy Park.

3. The present applicant, as Mother Alexander, has made six previous
applications for this same access road. It was also the subject of an
appgal to &n Bord Pleanala. A11 the applications and the appeal were

turned down by the relevant planning authoritiss on & number of
grounds, including the advice of their officers that an additional




access within B6 metres of the existing entrance would add to the.
traffic hazards on Templeogue Road.

4. Since the nprevious applicatiens, the wvolume of traffic on
Templeogue Road has dncreased, partly because of the attraction of The
Square 1in Tallaght and partly because Templecgue Road has becoms a
feeder~road to the new motorway off the Tallaght Road to Dubliin Adrport
and the North.

5. It is an abuse of the planning process for a person to make
repeated applications for the same facility.

6. The present applicant has access to carporate funds so her
repeated applications have been, and is being, made at no personal
cost. The ordinary citizen is not inm the same position to meet the

cost of resisting such applications. If the present application were
to succeed, the planning process and law would appear to conflict with
our constitution and the principles of natural justice.

7. IT the number of pupils 1in Our Ladys' School were ever to
increase 1in the future, the School has other possible sites for
additional entrances to Tts property along Templeogue Road north of the
present entrance. Such sites wonild not affect the residents on
Templeogue Road nor devalue their property as the present application
wou1d.

B. It is most difficult to get on to Templeogue Road by car from
B.30 te 9.30 a.m. and from 4.00 to 4.30 p.m. on school days. If the
entry/exit of the School were to be transferred to .the position
appasite my residence, or an additional access to Our Lady's School
were allowed, it would be virtually impossible for me to travel by car
from my house between those hours. An additional access would result
in the stopping and parking of parents' ©cars from points on Templeogue
Road and Fortfield beyond the npresent entrance to places opposite the
residences nos. 219 to 239. _ . ' _ - . '

9. Another entrance %o Jur Lady's would reguire another set of
traffic 1ights close to the proposed entrance, within a short distance
from the present 1dights at the junction of Templeogue Road and
Fortfield Road. R : : :

10. The present population of c. 600 secondary pupils and over 100
primary pupils entering and leaving Our Lady's School +twice a day
through the proposed entrance would inevitably lead to the loitering of
pupils and thedir friends at the entrance and alse on the footpath
immediately outside the residences opposite the entrance. The
Toditering and obstruction of the footpath as well as the additdional

traffic hazards on the Road would create access problems for the
residents and significantly devalue the value of their houses.




I understand that the Board of Management of Our Lady's School is to
submit reascns to you far Sr. Blexander's application. Their
submission may furnish further grounds for objection but my present
ocbjections are relevant and significant, especially no.3 which refers
to the oprofessional  findings of the officials of the planning
authorities on Sr. Alexander's other applications for the same extra
facility.,

Thanking you for your attentdion,

Yours sincerely,

Michael Turner
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Our Ref: PL 6/5/86168 : : N LT
P.A. Ref: 91A/598 =T

g3 W f/
%/l An Bord Pleanala

Dublin County Council, ég/;/e

Planning Department,
Block 2,
Irish Life Centre.

ot
S FisnLietentre
Date 31 JAN 1992 Lower Abbey Street
Dublint
tel(01) 728011
Appeal re: Construction of an access roadway from
Templeogue Road to Our Lady’s School, Templeogue,
Dublin 6.
Dear Sir, e
An order has been made by An Bord Pleanala
determining the above-mentioned appeal under the
Local Government (Planning and Development) Acts,
1963 to 1990. A copy of the order is enclosed. ! :
Yours faithfully, - . - ;'Cﬁﬁ’ ﬁ~3
f"&/ ~ - Q V
VAR
&f é? g . . % <<_‘;’ ) B
(- o t’% "(’,
Miriam Baxter. : A C%
Encl. g W
BP 352
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4
“PL. 6/5/86168

AN BORD PLEANALA

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT) ACTS, 1963 TO 1990

County Dublin
Planning Register Reference Number: 912/598

APPEAL by Sister Rosemary Alexander and the Board of Management of
Our Lady’s School, Templeogue, Dublin care of Edward Brady and
Associates of 65 Rock Road, Williamstown, Blackrock, County Dublin
against the decision made on the 7th day of June, 1991 by the
Council of the County of Dublin to refuse a permission for
development comprising the construction of an access roadway from
Templeogue Road to Our Lady’s School, Templeogue, Dublin:

DECISION: Pursuant to the Leocal Government (Planning and
Development) Acts, 1963 to 1990, permission 1is hereby refused for
the said development for the reasons set out in the Schedule hereto.

SCHEDULE

1. The traffic movements arising from the proposed development
would endanger public safety by reason of a traffic hazard on
the adjoining heavily trafficked Templeogue Road.

2. The proposed development would require the removal of a
number of trees the loss of which would cause serious injury
to the visual amenities of Templeogue Road. -

- TN .
Cy ‘=', .
j‘rf . Member of An Bord Pleanala duly
SONE authorised to authenticate the
o seal of the Board.

Dated this 3t¥ day of d'wo-»'-d, 1992.




Qur Ref: PL 6/5/86168 v Coammmnyg

P.A. Reg. Ref: 912/598

® ) pA

An Bord Pleanéla

L4 I I

Dublin County Council,
Planning Department, :
Block 2, T
Irish Life Centre. %

The Secretary, (1‘Qq{c7h

IrishLife Centre

- Lower Abbey Street
- Dubiini

tel(01) 72801

25 W 9 Floor3Blocks6&7

. s

Al -

Date: 23rd September 1991.

Appeal re: Access from Templeogue Road to Our
Lady’s School, Templeogue, County Dublin.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Enclosed for your information is a copy of a letter
received by the Board in relation to the
above-mentioned appeal. =

Please quote the above appeal reference number in
any further correspondence.

Yours faithfully,

Suz@nne Lacey Zi ' CX@ /

Encl.

BP 555
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- P.A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598

Our Ref: PL 6/5/86168

The Secretary,

Dublin County Council,

Planning Department, -
Block 2,

Irish Life Centre.

Date: 28th August 1991.

Appeal re: Access from Templeogue Road to Our Lady'’'s
School, Templeogue, County Dublin.

Dear Sir/Madam,

An Bord Pleandla has decided to hold an oral hearing of
the above-mentioned appeal. Arrangements have been
made as follows for the opening of the hearing:-

Date: 9th October, 1991.
Time: 10.30 a.m.
Place: OQOffices of An Bord Fleanala, Blocks 6 & 7,

Irish Life Centre,
Dublin 1.

Lower Abbey Street,

A note regarding the procedure at oral

hearings is
enclosed, - :

Yours faithfully,

§uzééne Lacey 3

Encl.

Registered Post

BP 254

An Bord Pleanala

1 1l |

Floor3Blocks6&7
Irish Life Cenire
Lower Abbey Street
Dublint
tel(01)728011




LOCAL GOwIZaaMINT (2IAINING AND BITTICFMINT! ACTS, 1962 t= 1933

- Procedure at Oral Hearincs ¢f Plarninc Acseals

].. The person conducting the hearing has discretion as Lo the
conduct of the hearing. He is recuired -

(2) to conduct the hearing without undue Zormality

(b) tc decide the order of agpearance cf the parties

. (¢} to permit any party +to apgear in persen or to ke
represented by another person arnd,

(d) to hear, if he thinks f£it, any person (for example, an
cbjector) who is net a party to the appeal.

2. Normally, the Inspector, after noting the appearances for the
parties and the names of any other persons whe wish to be
heard, will hear the case faor the appellant first. After the
planning authority's case has been heard, any cther
interested person who is not a party may be allowed ko Bpeak.
The appellant may reply before the hearinc is cleosed. '

3. Any party to an appeal may appear in person or, if he wishes,
he may be represented by Counsel or a scoliciteor or by a
technical advisor or by ancther perscn authorised by him to
cpear on his behalf. The Inspector will afford any
assistance reguired by a person aprpearing on his own behalf.
The planning autheority will have such officials in attendance

2s may be required to deal with issues likely to arise.

4. Witnesses may be called by any party to give evidence. Where
2 prepared statement is being put in evidence or complicated
technical evidence 1s being given 1t will assist the
Inspector and the cther parties if copies are made avallable.
Witnesses may be cross-examined but are usually guestioned
less formally. The Inspectocr has pewer to take evidence on
oath but this is rarely necessary. A notetaker will not
normally be available and a transcript of evidence will not
normally be prepared. The Inspectar will reper:t to the Boarid
who must consider the report befors deciding the appeal.

S. A cer=ain degree cof formality is necessary in the conduct of
oral hRearings which are attended by a large number of people;
in such cases persons may be required to stand when speaking
or when asking questions in order that they may be identified
and heard. The great majority of appeals are conducted mnmuch
less formally - a small group can be seated arcund a table
and the general procedure indicated above can be vwvaried
considerably in orxder to expedite the proceedings. Such
hearings are carried on at a conversational level and
questions may be interjected to a reasonable extent. These
considerations should be borne in min by planning
authorities when arranging accommedation for sral hearings.

6. An oral hearing may proceed notwithstanding that any party

A has failed to attend. An Inspector may adjourn a hearing and

" will normally do so for a shorz pericd if there is a prospect
' of agreement between the parties.




Our Ref: PL 6/5/86168
"P.A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598

(,

The Secretary, : S
Dublin County Council,

Planning Department,

Block 2,

|4 P
Irish Life Centre. . E; P

Date: 16th August 1991.

Appeal re: Access from Templeogue Road to Our
Lady’s School, Templeogue, County Dublin.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Enclosed for your information is a copy of a letter
received by the Board in relation to the
above-mentioned appeal.

Please guote the above appeal reference number in
any further correspondence.

Yours faithfully,
Suza‘ﬁﬁ' e Lacey i

Encl.

BP 555

. "An Bord Pleanala

Fioor3Blocks6 & 7
irishLife Cenire
Lower Ahbey Street
Dublint

el (01) 72801




235 Templeogue Road, jhgnﬁiw
Templeogue, el
Co. Dublin, 67. 37 &
l2th August, 1991. ngcsgﬁ

The Secretary,
An Bord Pleanzala,
Irish Life Centre,

Dublin, 1. N .

Dear Sir,
Ref. P1./6/5/38163. Our Lady's School, Temple®gue Road,
Dudblin, P.A., Res. Ref: F1L4/533.

Thank you for your letters with enclosures of 25ta July and
29th July,

T refer, firstly, toc ths letfer addrcssed o ycqéy Messrs.
Edward Rrady & Associates acting onbehalf of Dur Lady's School and
dated 23rd July, 19%1. In this letter they refer to the decision
of Dublin Corporation to refuse Planning Permission. As you are
aware, the Appeal is against the decisioqbf Dubiin County Council.

w

In their letter Messrs., Brady state that "the prorosed roadway
is also a $#afe distance from Springfield Rzad.

May I point to them)through your good offices, that in Plan No.
903/66, Dublin Corporation refused permissionfor a Petrol Filling
Station on a site in the grounds of Qur Lady's 100 (one hundred}
feet North of Svringfield Road, The Corporation considered the
development would be objectionable amd one of the reasons for
their decision was contained in -

#2. (b) Tne The locaticn of z petrcl filliag station adjacent
to the entrance to a schsool znd ne-r the intersection of two major
roads (i.e. Fortfieid Rcad and Templeogue RWad) would czuse a serious

P - p? i )
trzoffic hazzrdi.”

This decision was subseguently confirmed by the then Minister for
Local Jovernment who decided that condition 2 of the order:-
" Thenrovosed development would endnager public safelty by reason
of traffie hazard because of locationpf site in close vsroximity
to two road junctions and because the traffic movements to which
this development would give rise would interfere witn the safety
and free flow of traffic on the adjoining road.”
As set tut in my letter to you &£ 17th July, the creationkf a traffic
haZard was the reason given in the refusals to the proposals in
Pl=n 831/74 (Dublin Corporation); Plan 677/75(Order of the Minister
for Local Government.): Plan 2468/36 (Dublin Corporazi:zn} subsequently
appealed to and refused by An Bord Plesnala.)

/contd,




An Bord Paeaznala.
Ref. Pl 6/5/68168. 12) contd.

Referring to the letter {enclosed to you by Messrs. Brady )
from Mr. J. Cashen, the Bursar/Adminstrator of Our Lady's,
this letter is undated and it is unclear from it who the addressee
is. However, I wish to make the following comments:

Items No., 1, No. 2 and ¥o. 3 in the letter - These matters
of traffic control and enforcement are a matter for the Gardai;
the matter of proper control by traffic lizhts adjusted to allow
traffic in and out of the existing entrance at Our Lady's is
s=wemmeme {or decision by the Gardai and the Traffic Sectionof
Dublin County Council., Both these mattere require serious attention.

Ttem No. 4. (1) to get the services of a shhool warden. This
seems a very sensible decision as wardens are usually on duty at
school entrances at specified times.

Yours sincerely,
- W

(Mrs. Denis J. Smyth.)




Our Ref: PL 6/5/86168
P.A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598

The Secretary,

Dublin County Council,
Planning Department,
Block 2,

Irish Life Centre.

Date: 16th August 1991.

Appeal re: Access from Templeogue Road’
Lady’s School, Templeogue, County Dublin.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Enclosed for your information is a copy of a letter
received by the Board in relation to the
above-mentioned appeal.

-
*

Please quote the above .appeal reference number in
any further correspondence. :

Yours faithfully,

/4

Suzagne Lacey

Encil.

BP 555

4.5.

An Bord Pleanala

FrSBlocksG &7
h LiteCenire
ower Abbey Strest

#| Dublin

l{01)728011

4
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P.A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598

Qur Ref: PL 6/5/86168 L 6 @09‘({%’“"\/\_

An Bord Pleandla

] th !

The Secretary,

Dublin County Council,

Planning Department, : -
Block 2,

Irish Life Centre. Floor3Blocks6 &7
irishLife Cenire
Lower Abbey Streat
Dublint
el (01)72801

Date: 14th August 1991.

Appeal re: Access from Templeogue Road to OQur

Lady'’s School, Templeogue, County Dublin.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Enclosed for your information is a copy of a letter

received by the Board in relation to the_

above-mentioned appeal. f

Please quote the above appeal reference number in >

any further correspondence. ’ =

b S

)
9

Yours faithfully,

Suzééne Ladey % - ""“ﬁ@ndffﬁmwg?
Encl. . A’r

BP 555

i
ff
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229 Templecgue Road,
An Bord Pleanala, Dubiin 6,
Fieor 3, Blocks §-7, 8 Aug. 1991.

Irish Life Centre,
i.r. Abbey St., Dubiin 1.

Your ref. PL 6/5/86168, P.8.Reg. Ref. 91A4/598.
& chara,

wWith reference tg the appeal of Sr. Ruth Alexan
School, Templeogue Rgad, Bublin 6, against the
County Council refusing the permission sought
entrance to Qur Lady's School, I wish to comment o
support of the present appeal by Edward Brady and Ass -

Road, Williamstown. Blackrock, Co. Oubiin (23 July, 1991) and by Mr.
Joseph Cashen, Bursar-Administrator of Qur Lady's Schooil (undated
Jetter].

4. Letter of Edward Brady and Associates:

1. The present appeal should be against the decisian aof Dublin
County Council, rather than the Corporation as on previocus occasions.

2. The County Council in fact gave two reasans for refusing the
agpellant's applicatiaon: (i} the creation of a traffic hazard and (i1}
the obstructiocn of reoad users. These reasans warranted the decision
tc refuse the applicqtion and the local authority clearly considered
them to be sufficient for its judgement.

3. The danger to public safety of an additional entrance to Our
Lady's School has been consistenttly found by the Minister for Local
Government, Oubliin Corporation, An Bord Pleanala and Bublin County
Council te be a good and sufficient reason for refusing permission for

the entrance being again sought. The statement of the traffic hazard
does not exclude other reasons or imply that the other reasons found by
the planning authorities (e.g., "Tloss of amenity to residents”) no

Tonger apply.

4. It is inaccurate to state that the proposed entrance would allow
“"~lear vision in both directions”. There are in fact trees growing on
the grass margin to right and left and the vision of a motorist coming
out of the proposed entrance woulid be further obstructed by the
bus-stop to his or her right at which the 158, 48, 494, 65, 658 and BS




B buses usually have to stop. These bBuses have a combined fregquency
of nearly 20080 on working and school days.

5. The proposed entrance is not, as claimed, "at a safe distance
fram Springfield Road". It is in fact approximately 85 yards away and
it can be verified By inspection on school-days that Springfield Road
is frequently blocked by traffic backing up from the traffic 1ights at
the junction of Fortfield and Templeogue Roads. This gbstruction would
be dincreased by the proposed entrance, as parents would drop their
children farther south on Templeogue Road and sg nearer tg Springfield
Road.

6. The claim that the present appeal is being made "in the interest
of public safety” cannot be reconciled with the consistent professional
findings of the planning authorities on the occasions of the several
previcus applications and an-earlier appeal to An B8ord Pieanaia for a
similar entrance to the one now being sought.

7. Regarding the safety of pupils, (a2} the applicant has
established no unusual risk te pupils entering or leaving Our Lady's
Schogl by the present entry and exit rcads; {b) even if such a risk
were to be established, it should not be reduced by increasing the risk
to gther road-users or by causing inconvenience, chstruction,
harassment and 1loss to other residents on Templeocgue Road; (c} ODur
Lady's Schoel has a frontage of abgut 300 feet between the present
entrance and Bushy Park which would allow an additional entrance to
reduce any hypothetical risk te the pupils without adverseliy affecting
the residents, as Js now being proposed.

8. The junction of Fortfield Raod and Temp lesgue Reoad is controlled
by traffic lights. No advantage would be gained by adding another
entrance approximately S0 yards from the present, with or without
another set of traffic Tlights.

B. Letter of Mr. Joseph Cashen:

1. It is accepted that the present entrance to Our Lady's School is
its only entrance. It is simailar to the entrance to many aother
suburban schools and better than some, e.g., the entrance off
Templeville Rocad to Templeogue College which has much additional
traffic through the public use of its swimming pocl, bridge club and
other sporting facilities.

2. The mention of Terenure College in the context cjfgﬁg;:ﬁgésent
applicatison is misleading and largely irrelevant. The Q¢ Ge ton the
College is almost a quarter of a mile from the 3unctxcao,og’$%ﬁrtf1eld
Road and Templeogue Road and the exit from the ColIege ned% 200
yards from the entrance to Dur Lady's. Thousands ofﬂetheg d-users,
as well as pupiis of Terenure College, pass the jungti n%every day and

-
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adding another entrance to Our Lady's would only increase the risk to
the College pupils and all the others.

3 {1 in Cashen]). Regarding the alleged breaking of the Tights by
motorists passing through the junction, it has to be pointed out tThat
this could be remedied by substantiated complaints from the authorities
of Qur Lady's School to the law enforcement agency. There 1is in fact a
traffic-monitoring camera already at the junction.

4 (1 in Cashen]). The isilands at the junction of Fortfield and
Templeogue Roads facilitate crossing at what are normal crossings.

§ (2 in Cashen). Having daily passed this junction as a pedestrian
and a motorist for over 35 years, [ have not experienced the
misunderstanding claimed by Mr. Cashen. If such exists, it could be
readily removed by varying the traffic lights or by adding arrows
indicating right or Tleft turns.

6§ (2 1in Cashen]j. Regarding the claimed sericus accidents, the
appellant has supplied no statistics for the totals of serious
accidents (1) at the junction, {i1) opposite Our Lants grounds, ar
(iii) 1invelving Our Lady's pupils. Having lived  opgdsite Our Lady's
grounds for the past 35 years, I have found tiag¥stie number of serious
accidents at the junction or along Temp?gogquﬁﬁﬁgdﬁﬁs heen thankfully
small and I cannot recall any seriocus acéident;in?ok&fﬁ&'a pupil of Our
Lady's during that time. At least one residéit wa® injured in trying
to enter his gate from the stretch of Templeogue RBad under discussion.
(Vid. alsc comment 7(c) on Brady letter). ST - '

7 (3 in Cashen]). It is true that there are no lights at the
Fortfield-Templeogue junctien faor traffic emerging from Qur Lady's
School. This deficiency can best be remedied by installing the missing
Tights. an additional entrance to the School would not prevent the
present lights from going out of order, if in fact they do so any more
than traffic lights in any other part of the city.

g8 (3 in Cashen}. Regarding the mention of parents driving thedr
children to Our Lady's School, these parents very often fail to use the
present separate entrance and exit roads through Our Lady's grounds.
Being usually in a hurry on their way to work, they drop their children
instead on Templeogue or Fortfield Road. They are most uniikely to
use an additienal circuit through Qur Lady's grounds via the present
entrance at the Jjumction and out through the propesed road gan to
Templeogue Road again.

It should be noted that the appellant has made no mention of closing
the present exit from the School or of the fact that both entry and
exit roads are being applied faor 1in the proposed access road. Either
two entrance roads and two exit roads are intended for the School ar
the present entrance 1is intended for some use other than school
requirements.




9 {4 in Cashen}. The effect of a warden service now at the present
entrance to Our Lady's 1is unknouwn, as such a service has not been tried
for scome years. Neither has there been a school patrocl at Our Lady's
of the kind used in Notre Oame des Missions Schaol in Churchtown and
many other schools. Either service might alleviate the concern of the
Schos1 autherities for the safety of their pupils.

18 (4 1in Cashen]). & "second exit" would not in fact diminish the
total traffic on Templesgue Road 1in any way but would ipcrease the
hazards to the pupils and other rsad-users and would require another
set of traffic l1ights at the proposed entrance.

It 1s noticeable that the letters from Edward Brady and A&ssociates
and Mr. Cashen have addressed none of the points raised in my
submissions to Oublin founty Council on 3 May 199%f and to your Bord on
10 July 1881 and which are relevant to any consideration of the present
appeal.

/

I trust that An Bord Pleanala will again find that the present
application/appeal is unsatisfactory and unwarranted. Should an gorail
hearing be thought necessary, I request your permissicn to be present
and to be professionally represented.

Thanking you for your attention,
Yours sincerely,

l/((lif ok aul '/(.L«,W .

Michae1 Turner




Cur Ref: PL. 6/5/86168 .
P.A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598 ' /ﬂ,{

An Bord Pleanala

Z/J /
The Secretary,

Dublin County Council, ito N
Planning Department, _
Block 2, - Floor3Blocks6 &7
Irish Life Centre. - o frish Life Centre
Iljogf[slrﬁbbeysneet
e ublin

14 A6 9 0726011

Date: 15th August 1991. ’

Appeal re: Access from Templeogue Road to Our Lady 8
School, Templeogue, County Dublin. =

Dear Sir/Madam,

Enclosed for your —information is a copy of
correspondence received in relation to the
above-mentioned appeal. While it is not necessary
for you to furnish any comments on the
correspondence, you may do so if you wish. Any such
comments should be forwarded within twenty-one days
of the date of this letter to ensure that they will
be taken into consideration in the determination of

the appeal.
Please guote the above appeal reference number in ‘Q)
any further correspondence.

Yours faithfully,

Suzgﬁne Lacey 5 )

Encl. - —

BP 553
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Our Ref: Pl .6/5/86168 _
P.A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598 e

The Secretary, S
Dublin County Council, i £ : .
Planning Department, - ' L
Block 2, - S
Irish Life Centre. - 23 Q.lﬂ N .-

Date: 29th July 1991. _

Appeal re: Access from Templeogue Road t;N\
Lady’s School, Templeogue, County Dublin.
Dear Sir/Madam,

Enclosed for: your information is a copy of a letter
received by the Board. in relation to the

above-mentioned appeal.

Please guote the above appeal reference number in
any further correspondence.

Yours faithfully,

§uzanée Lacey % }

Encl. o

BP 555

Y

An Bord Pleanala

Fioor3Blocks6&7
IrishLifeCentre
Lower Abbey Strest
Dublin1
tel(01)728011




® Architects Edward Brady -+ Associates

65 Rock Road Williamstown Blackrock Co Dublin

BY HAND _ Ref. MM/EC Tel. 880X 3GABB5 403K X
2880186-2885403

P. A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598 W\ géX;K

vour Ref: PL 6/5/86168 fz‘“ ~\

23rd July 1991

An Bord Pleanala.,
Floor 3 Block € & 7,
Irish Life Centre,
Lower Abbey Street,
Dublin 1.

RE: ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD
OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE, DUBLIN 6W

Dear Sir/Madam,

We refer to the above and our appeal against Dublin Corporations
decision to refuse Planning Permission for the access roadway.

We outline hereunder grounds for our appeal.
Dublin Corporation has given crny one reason for the refusal:

'*The proposed development would endanger public safety by
reason of traffic hazard/and or obstruction of road users'

We disagree with this statement as the proposed entrance/exitc
occurs on a wide stretch of roadway with clear vision in both
directions. The wide path with grass margin enables vehicles

to gain clear early vision before entering the road. The

proposed roadway is also a safe distance from Springfield Road.
The application was made in the interest of public safety together
with the safety of pupils attending the school as the present
entrance is over burdened and the entrance occurs at the junction
of Templeogue Road and Fortfield Road. A hazard to public safety
is therefore created by the overuse of the existing access rcad.

cont/d OVer.eeas-s

Edward W. Brady F.R.IA.L, Michacl Malone Dip.Arch. (tech)  R.LALL (tech).
Registered Office: 65 Rock Road, Blackrock, Co. Dublin.




Continuation Sheet

3

2.

An Bord Pleanala

23rd July 1981

Your Ref: PL 6/5/86168

RE: ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD, OUR LADY'S SCHOOL,
TEMPLEOGUE., DUBLIN 6W

The Bursar/Administrator of the School, Mr. Joseph Cashen has
on behalf of The Manager, Sister Rosemary alexander and the
Board of Management outlined their reasons for the application
in a letter and we attach copy of same.

We trust this is the information you require at this time and
we request the Bord for an early date for the oral hearing.

Yours faitﬁfully,

SNitrd  Aptt

EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES

Enc(l)

v e
. danin
‘\;' U

‘*\—-—#'—-‘




N oL* LADY'S SCHOOL,

vqo o
o o0 5% TEMPLEOGUEZ ROAD.
AR S 2
"“je"w:\""p DUBLIN 6.

Qear

I am writing to you t0 express our grave concern zbaut the safety af our

girts and staff entering and teaving OGur Lady's School. The student
poputation of the schoot 15 1in excess of 1,000. The only exit at present
is at the junction where Fortfield Road meets Templeague Road. Pupils and

Staff coming from the Fortfield side aof ~the road have to cross traffic
Lights et thz junction. This critical situation is exacerbated by the fact
that this junction i3 elso wused by Terenure College (pupit popguolation
1,2003. In additicn te the naormal hazards af trying ts cross the road in
rush heur  traffic  tne supils and staff also have te contend with ‘the
{allowling:-

1. Mcworists coming ¢p the Tempteogue Road from Terenure Village and
turning right iato Fortfield Road. They frequentty break the lights to do
sa, thus endangering students who are attempting %o crass the Fortfield
Road. The student often are forced to wait on tr2 island and take any
opportunity c<hey can to get across.

?. Matarists and cycltists coming down the Templeogue Road and turning Lleft
are causing the same problems as ian 1. In addition a genuine
misundsrstanding appears to exist between motorists znd cyclists exiting
from For:field Road and turning right into Templecgue Rosd and students
crossing the road. The fact that a number of <erious accidents have
occurred here in recent vyears suggests there 1is a ~eal danger th:t 3
student could pay for such a misunderstanding with nis ar her Life.

3. As there is no allowance on the Llights for trafiic exiting or entering
Dur Lacdy's School there is a major praoblem given twe very heavy volume of
traffic at these times. ALL of the above difficulties are increased by ‘the
additional cnaos and danger caused when the Ulights are cut of order, 2
frequent occurrence particutarty after the weekend. The very big increase
in traffic an the Templeague Road has added to aur difficulties and aur
situation is not helped by the fact that many parents who Live guite near
the schact raw drive tneie chitdren to’ and from schodt as they believe it
is nat sare to travel on faot.

4. As « result of continvous represenations from parents and staff and of
our awn observations as to the dangers involved in having only ane exit
from the school we are canvinced of the necessity of the following:-

(i) to get ine services of a school warden

{ii) to ope: a second exit from the school iIn order tg drvide the traffic
and ease the probi=m at the present exit.

P A R LT R TR 2 YR
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The Manager, Sister Rosemary Rlexander, R.C.E., and the Beard of Management
have asked me, on their behalf, tso put these difficuities ta the retevant
authorities and express their fears that someane will be badly maimed or
kitled unltess something is done very soon 1O stleviate this serious
problem. We are therefare making a formal request to the County Council
for a School wWarden and atsa for a second exit from the schoot.

Yours sincerely

"4 ’&w .

[

Bursar/Administrator

Hin




Our Ref: PL 6/5/86168
P.A. Reg. Ref: 91A/598 .

° ' %Zé‘ '

The Secretary,

Dublin County Council,

Planning Department, o

Block 2, _ B
Irish Life Centre. . _ - ) I

Date: 25th July 1991.

Appeal re: Access from Templeogue Road to Our Lady’s
School, Templeogue, County Dublin. '

Dear Sir/Madam,

Enclosed for your information are
correspondence received in
above-mentioned appeal. While it is not necessary
for you to furnish any comments on the
correspondence, you may do so if you wish. Any such
comments should be forwarded within twenty-one days
of the date of this letter to ensure that they will
be taken into consideration in the determination of
the appeal. -

relation to  the

Please quote the above appeal

reference number in
any further correspondence. :

Yours faithfully,

Suzéﬁhe Lacey d

Encl.

BP 553 - R

2600 91

copies of

An Bord Pleanala

2T

Flaor3Blocks6&7
IrishiifeCentre
Lower Abbey Street
Dublin1

tel (01) 728011
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"Pzrknadoon,”

235 "Templeogue Road
Templeogue,

Co. Dublir, 6&%.
i7th July, 1991.

The Secretary,
An Bord Pleanala,

Irish Life Centre,

Dublin, 1.

De=r Sir,
Re: Our Lady's School, Tsmpleogue Road, Dublin,
Planning Applicazion 914/@598, Dublin County
Council. .
Your Reference: PL 6-5-86163.

I support the decison of Dublin County Council to refuse permission
for the application for prososed road from Templeogue Road for the reason
that "the proposed development would endanger public safety by reason
of traffic hazard and/or obstruction to road users." (7th June, 19G61.)

My objections to the proposed roadway are -

1. Our Lady's school already has an adequate entrance controlled by traffié
1ights at the Junction of Templeogue Road and Fortfield Road.

2. 2n a letter dated 4th Septmeber, 1974, from the Solicitors of the
proposers, Messrs. Arthur O'Hagan & Som, to the Planning Appeals
Section of the Departmentof Local Government, Messrs. O'Hagan state:

"our clients have asked us to state categorically that the temporary
access on Lo Templeogue Road would be used only to serve the
building site for the period of the building operations™ and in the
same ketter state "It is not the intention of our clients ta

apply for retention of temporary access a_s a permanent one , at a
later stage.*

3. The road proposed would be a very sericus traffic hazard on 2 very
heavily trafficked Templeogue Road (N81) which leads directly to the
new motorway M50 which, in turn, takes very heavy traffic to the
National Routes to the South and West of Ireland and to the Navan Road -
theN4, N7, and N3. The ¥50 will, in 1994, le-d %o the M1 and to
Dublin Airport.

Tr_affic signs in Réthgar, Dublims-are already directing traffic

» = S, e TR ! 3 y
for Navan to travel via Teppledgaelosd 4o the M5J. It is also
pointed out that there éié.cpﬁé;dggabfg¥pqivate and commercial traffic

coming OFF THZ ROUKDABO;T'ER@&;@50<¥33 empl §;§§§E}tg the city.
§mL g A g s

g \,‘;l\{\q /] e ST
4. The creation of the pFoposq%&a ranceg’ ar ex¥ wégl%“qen;qqsly
taZe from the environxen\gl ameniti<s gigthé i eﬁ@&ﬁl'pnogerties
inthis vicinity. N SNe—e—— 7 3
y . rd 991 ) i
. . 4

~—— .
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5. As far back as 1366, the vinister foI~L < Verffﬁff:égfésed




- 2 - An Bord Fleanala {(contd.)

permissionfor a commercial development as "the location ceeen

adjavent to the entrance to a school and nesr the intersection of

two major mads (i.e. Fortfield Road and Templeogue Road) would cause a
serious traffic hazard." (Plan No. 903/66 Dublin Corporation.)

Plan 831/74 - Dublin Corporation. In granting permissionfor a school
extension the Corporation made a condition "that the proposed new
entrance from Templeozgue Road shall be omittH—-¥=d" in order " to avoid
piagst a traffic hazard?y

Plan 677/75. By order of the Minister for Local Government permission
was granted in danuary , 1976, for a temporary roadway. Condition No.l
attazched to this permission states "The roadway shall be removed ....
...+ as "on completion of building operations on the site the temporary
access srwmssmgwes: Will no longer be needed and it is desirablea

in the interests of amenity and traffic safety that the use of the
access should cease. :

It is noted here by me that the condition requesting the removal of
the road has not been complied witk,

In 1976 the same proposers in Plan 2463/76 sought permission foom
DublinCorporation "to retain permanent¥y¥ roadway to service schoo&y
Permission was refused,the proposers then appleaed to an Bord Pleanala.
Following the subsequent Oral Hearing the DBordls decision was to
refuse permission for the reason that

“"The construction of ermanent risadway as proposed would be
seriously injurious {o the residential amenities of property in
the vicinity and would result in increased traffic hazard on the
adjoining heavily trafficked Templeogue Road." 19th May, 1977.

As will be readlly be seen from the above decisions, it is the
continued view of the Minister for Local Zovernment, Dubkin Corporation,
An Bord Pleanala and now, Dublin County Council., that the roadway proposed
would have crented zserious traffic hazard during the period 1966 to
1577. With the pnenonomal increased &n traffic up to and including
1991 and the projected increase activated by traffic to and from the
M50 in the future the HAZARD IS CORRESPIONDINGLY INCREASED,

Considerable harassment hes been caused me (and others) sinc 1974
by continue applicaitions for an entrance fronm Templeogue.2ead by
Qur Lady's. Alsco a grest deal of time znd money have_beeﬁbspent by me
inconnection with these avplications and in mcnitoring. \theis

I enclose my cheque f£or £15 (fifteen pounds)fheiﬁgﬁ ; '%tétutdrja
t | -/ \

fee to accompany these-observations. Cs
- « . ! )
:=v Yaursisincerely R
‘_.Q_ “:’ P ) o v e -
R PL e7 S ’ .
a s : =

-

.-: ) (3"1‘3. Denis J. Smyth,)
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229 Templeogue Road,
Bublin 6,

/7 10 July 1991,
An Bord Pleanala,
Irish Life Centre,
Abbey St., Oublin L.

A chara,

Referring to the appeal of Sr. Ruth Ale Board of
Management of Qur Lady's School, Templeogue , i@ 6, against the
decision of Dublin County Council which recently retused permission for
access/exit roads to/from Our tady's School and/or Convent, as a
resident of Templeogue Road I wish to enter my objection against the
decisicn of the Council being over-turned. I also wish to reguest
permission to be present and to be professionalily represented at any
oral hearing of the apoeal.

e

1 object to the proposed extra entrance being aliowed on the following
grounds:

1. It would create a greater traffic hazard on a rgad that already
has serious risks for those who use Templeogue Road or try to cross it.
In addition to the dncrease 1in traffic along this road through greater
car ownership and commercial vehicals, there is certain to be increased
traffic arising from the further development of Tallaght: The Sqguare,
Regional College of Technology, Tallaght Hospital, etc. Furthermore,
there is now the official policy of chananelling vehicals from the south
City wvia the npew M50 to Oublin Adirport and the main routes to the
south, west and north of the country. This extra traffic normally must
pass along Templeogue Road to join the M30.

Several earlier applications by the present appellant for the
additional access road now being sought have been consistently turned
down by the Minister for Local G6overnment {Enviroament), QOubiin
Corporation, Dublin County Council and An Bord Pleanala on the ground
that the additicnal access road would be & traffic hazard..

2. The additional entrance being sought wo B4 ] logss of
amenity for the residents on this part (nos. 525&5 %ﬁ@ﬁgﬁf ) leogue
Road, as was found by the planning officials ~£y uBTin ponatjion on
the occasions of .previous applications (PLB831/744 6 J) . an
an appeal to your Bord (PL2468/76}, it was decid again t "the
construction of a permanent roadway would be ser:? i0d s to the
residential amenities of property in the vicinmity » May 1977,

fpart from amenities for the residents, others fron duth side who
may wish to use Bushy Park would have to pass through another set of
traffic lights in addition to the five sets in the comparatively short
distance from Templeogue Bridge to the Park.

3. fAn entrance/exit at the place proposed would make it virtually
impossible for me to use my car for periods of 15-30 mins., four times
a day during school terms.




4. It 4s wusual for postprimary pupils and their friends to
conaregate outside and opposite school gates, as they do outside the
present entrance to Bur Lady's. These gatherings cause obstructions
and nuisances to residents near school entrances.

5. The propased entrance would substantially reduce the value of
houses opposite or nearby. For many of the residents, their houses
are the major part of their 1ife savings.

a. The existing entrance and exit roads, together with two
pedestrian passages, are gquite adequate for the present needs of Our
Lady's Schesl and/or Convent, especially as all surveys from the
Department of Education, E.R.S.I. and the Educational Secretariate of
the Archbishop of Dublin show that the pupil population is_due to fall
by 30% in the next decade and all the indicaticns are that Our Lady's
Convent is 1likely to be uninhabited in the near future. ~The . existing
access to Our Lady's compares more than favourably 'i@ﬁ;#tngsé. to
neighbouring Terenure Callege and Templeogue Callege ’@g%’g;g schools
Wwith similar onumbers of pupils to Qur Lady's and,éﬁ%ﬁg@»”&gso; have
considerable additinnal traffic because of the‘swim@jng §bodé\on stheir
grounds that are usad by the general public. %:gg \g;§9 ,/

b
4
P .

7. If the appelilants in the distant future were t ing= need for
an additiocnal entrance to Qur Lady‘’s School, they have ‘alternative
sites for entrances that would not adversely affect the residents on
Templeogue Road. It is feasible to site another entrance te Our
Lady's beside the pedestrian entrance to Bushy Park and roughly at the
same distance from the existing entrance to the School as the site of
the access road being sought in the present appeal.

P
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8. In view of the several applications for the same -facttity” as the
present one which have been turned down by’ yotr. - Bord, JubTin
Corporation, Bublin County Council and other pTanQ}hgﬁahﬁhggﬂties. it
is an abuse of the planning process for an appl caFt ?qﬁfo%?‘hppelﬁant
to make repeated applications/appeals for the sdme fécﬁ1ity. ,/'IU is
relevant to quote here from a letter of Edward B Ed}xé4glﬂsggeﬁht§%, an
pehalf of the appellant to Oubiin Corporation (8 Fep. 7814 tlx’is not
the intention of -gur clients to apply for retentian porary access
as a permanent one, at a later date". The presant appeal is again for
precisely that permanent entrance.

9. It is open to the party making these repeated applications and
appeals to do so at no personal cost whereas a resident who wauld Be
affected by the proposed entrance has no access to corporate funding in
trying £to preserve the value and use of his/her property. This
gbviously raises issues of natural justice and constitutional -equity,
were the present appeal to succeed.

10. In the absence of any real need for an extra entrance to Our
tady's School, there 1is an implicatjon in the present appeal that the




existing entrance to Our Lady's is intended for use for another
purpose, €.g., access to a housing development on the field between the
existing entrance and Bushy Park. The land for Qur Lady's School was
assigned for educational purposes and it was never the inteantion of
Lady Shaw, the previous owner, Oublin Corpration or indeed the Sisters
of Religious Education that any of the property should be wused far

commercial development.

Please find encliosed a chegue far IBU to cover my objection and that
of Mr. fAaron Harrison who is away and has asked me to forward his

objection, also enclosed.

Thanking you for your attention,
Yours sincerely,

Michael Turner




CCMHAIRLE CHONTAE ATHA CLIATH

e : Sy

Ext. 263/28% Lr. Abbey Streat,
Dublin 1.

Your Ref.PL (9}5[5 6l8 o RX 07T G/

Our Ref. Yin- SS9

An Bord Pleanala,
Blocks 6 and 7,
Irish Life Centre,
Lr. Abbey Street,
DubTin 1.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNING & DEVELOPHE&T) ACTS, 1963 TO 1983

PROPOSAL  -ACLESS R ochway Aom TQ/lL[)(Q.OSLLC Reag
o owur L.O\d@_s\ SCJ»OO{ WLP(L/DS(A,Q

APPLICANT : AR, KodCilong Rlexanolen

Dear Sir,

With reference to your letter dated OU( oM g1 I enclose herewith:—

(1) & (2) A copy of the application which indicated the app'hcant‘s interest
in the Tand or structure.

(3§ _A copy of the public notice given, .e:.tgxqu :Iruuo {olkl»(o\(

(8) The plan(s) received from the applicant on (L. O - ‘g g "f'-':'.
(6) & (7} A certified copy of Manager's Order PRS!H §i| together with techmcaT
. reports in connection with the application. - i

Yours faithfully,

M. Muntesl |

J
for PRINCIPAL OFRICER

Encis.

- . L i S alSet
PR A — e e - T n R e veLnn L Lt en L pmeeemmm e e P N v Rt Ppesy




P Our Ref: PL 6/5/86168

¢ -

weeks s

Your Ref: 912A/598 -

10JUL 91

The Secretary,
Dublin County Council,
Planning Department,
Block 2,

Irish Life Centre.

Access from
Templeogue Road to Templeogue,

County Dublin.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Enclosed is a copy of an appeal under the Local
Government (Planning and Development) Acts, 1963 to
1890, in relation +to the above-mentioned decision.
Sco that consideration of the appeal may proceed, you

are requested to

(1)
(2)

The application made to the planning authority.
Particulars of the applicant’s interest in the
land or structure, as supplied to the planning
authority.
A copy of the public notice,
in a newspaper or on the site.
Any drawings, maps, particulars, information,
evidence or written study received or obtained
from the applicant, including the ordnance
survey number.
Copies of requests (if any) to the applicant for
further information relating to the application
under appeal and copies of reply and documents
(if any) submitted in response to such requests.
(6) A certified copy of the relevant Manager’s
Order.
(7) Copies of any technical or other reports
(8)

(3)
(4)

whether published

(3)

relevant to the decision on the application.
Particulars and relevant documents relating to
previous decisions affecting the same site or
relating to applications for similar development
close by.

forward to the Beoard within two

224

AnBordPleanala

K,

Floor3Blocks 6&7
irish Life Centre
Lower Abbey Streat
Dublint
te}01)728011




Please note that the other party/parties to the
appeal are being notified +that .copies of the
planning authority documents relevant to the
decision which gave rise to the above-mentioned
appeal will be available for inspection at your
offices after the expiration of a period of fourteen
days from the date of this Iletter. It would be
appreciated if parties could be facilitated in this
regard. _
Copies of the representations or observations made
to the planning authority in relation to the
application should not be sent to the Board. It is
assumed that the planning authority has notified
observers of the decision made and of the right of
appeal.

The planning authority may make to the Board, in
writing, such observations on the appeal as it
thinks fit. Where practicable, any such

ocbservations should be submitted with the documents
listed above but the furnishing of the documents
should not Dbe held up until observations axe

available. In any event, to ensure that they will
be taken into account in the determination of the
appeal, any such observations should be furnished

within one month of the date of this letter.

Please guote the above appeal reference number in
any further correspondence.

Yours faithfully,

'
§uzaéﬁe Lacey d

Encl.

BP 005

AnBord Pleanala

1 11 i ¥,

Floor3Blocks6 &7
IrishLie Centre
|ower Abbey Street
Dubling
tel(01)7280M




Architects Edward Brady - Associates

65 Rock Road Williamstown Blackrock Co Dublin

BY HAND
—_— Ref. MM/EC Tel BB KBEYEB 3403

2880186 ~ 2885403
gi# o558

ist July 1991

e

AN ECORD PLEANALA

Reeshed. ., §L1 [o( '

An Bord Pleanala,
Blocks 6 & 7. 1
Irish Life Centre, Ft::j, e S

Lower Abbey Street 3 |
Dublin 1. ’ Peag! - &28 &‘rq’\i

RE: ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD
OUR LADY'S SCHOQOQL, TEMPLEOGUE, DUBLIN 6W

Dear Sirs:

On behalf of our Clients Sister Rosemary Alexander and the
Board of Management of Qur Lady's School, Templeogue we wish
to appeal against Dublin County Councils decision to refuse
Planning Permission for the above development.

We attach Fee amounting to £150.00 to An Bord Pleanala.
X.We request an_ORAL HEARING of the appeal as the School's

Board of Management consider the provision of the access
essential for the safety of the pupils of the School.

Yours faithfully.

EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES

Enc(l1l)

Edward W, Brady F.RIA.L, Michael Malone Dip.Arch. (tech}  R.LALL {tech).
Registered Office: 65 Rock Road, Blackrock, Co. Dublin,




<2
Dubiin

-

County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

f : Bloc 2, ionad Bheatha na hEireann,
. Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,
Lower Abbey Street,
Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755
Fax. (01)724896

NOTIFICATION OF DECISION TO REFUSE PERMISSION
LOCAT, GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT)ACTS 1963~1290.

Decision Order Number : P/ 2569 /91 Date of Decision : 7th June 1991
Register Reference : 91A/0598 Date Received : 16th April 1991
applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

Development : Access roadway from Templecgue Road

Location : Our Lady's School, Templeogue
Time Extension(s) up to and including :

Additicnal Information Requested/Received : 1/

In pursuance of its functions under the above mentioned Acts,the Dublin
County Council,being the Planning Authority for the County Health
District of publin, did by Order dated as above make a decision to
REFUSE PERMISSION in respect of the above proposal.

' For the Reasons set out on the attached Numbered Pages.

NUMBER OF REASONS:~ ..[.....ATTACBED.

Signed on behalf of the Dublin County Council...

Date:.(?z?:%k{é?zﬁ...:...;..

Edward Brady & Associates,
Architects,

65 Rock Road,

Blackrock,

Co. bublin.




s =
Dublin County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

‘ Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEireann,
Block 2, Irish Life Centre,
Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,

Lower Abbey Street,
Req. .
Reg.Ref. 91n/039% Baile Atha Cliath 1.
ecision Oorder No. P/ 2569 /91 Dublin 1

P s+ 000
age No 2 Telephone. (01)724755

Fax. (01)724896

REASONS FOR REFUSAL '

01 The proposed develcpment would endanger public safety by reason of
traffic hazard and/or obstruction of road users.




#

® Awshitects - Edward Brady + Associates

65 Rock Road Williamstown Blackrock Co Dublin

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

T TTRefTT T MM/EC 0 Tel. BRCUERY REWWIX
2880186 - 2885403

6th May 1991 o S

Dublin County Council, _ = e T R,
Planning Department, - ' Tt R
Block 2, b, %
‘Irish Life Centre, : A
Lower BAbbey Street,
Baile Atha Cliath 1.

RE: OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE

REGISTER REFERENCE: 91A/0598

Dear Sirs,

Further to our letter dated 15th April 1991 in connection
with the above application; we enclose copy of letter from
the Manager,Sister Rosemary Alenander, R.C.E., and the

Board of Management outlining the reasons for the application.

Yours faithfully,

‘ %R\loﬂ%
Nk

FDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES = e 20 Q. O

Enc(1l) W ﬁ '\'

Edward W. Brady F,R.LA.L, Michael Malone Dip.Arch. ftech}  R.LA.L (tech},
Registeced Office: 65 Rock R_oad, Blackrock, Co. Dublin. )




. © - OUR LADY'S SCHOOL,

5
L FBLIN COUNTY COUNGIL TEMPLEOGUE ROAD
o P‘E% JRN S song Deat Reqn:siTy Sacuon .
‘eje’*"‘fv‘a&g WO RRLC s ON REGRYED DUBLIN 6.
April 1991 1 0 MAY 1991
R P«l o593
APPLICH - N TY:‘E IPIAIBEL
Dear i . "‘O Los

I am writing to you to express our gPave concern about the safetv of our

girts and staff entering.and (eaving Our Lady's School. The student
population of the school is in excess.of 1,000. The only exit at present
is at the junction where Fortfield Rpoad meets Templeogue Ropad. Pupils and

Staff coming from the Fortfield siIde of the road have "to cress traffic
tights at the junctien. This criticalt situation is exacerbated by the fact
that this Jjunction is atso wused by Terenure Callege (pupit population
1,200). In addition to the normat hazards of trying to cress the road in
rush hour traffic the pupils and staff alsa have ta contend with the
following:- -

7. Motorists coming up the Templeogue Road from Terenure Village and
turning right into Fortfietd Road. They frequenily break the Lights to do
sa, thus endangering students who are attempiting to cross the Faortfield
Road. The student pften are forced to wait on the istand and take any
opportunity they can to get across. .

2. Motorists and cyclists coming down the Templeogue Road and turning left
are causing the same problems as in 1. In addition & genuine
misunderstanding appears ta exist between motorists and cyclists exiting
from Fortfield Road and turning right into Templeogue Road and students
crossing the road. The fact that a number of serious accidents have
occurred here 1in recent years suggests there 1is a@ real danger that a
student could pay far such a misunderstanding with his or her Life.

3. As there is no allowance an the tights far traffic exiting aor entering
Qur Lady's School there is a major problem given the very heavy volume of
traffic at these times. AL of the above difficulties are increased by the
additional chaos and danger caused when the Lights are out of order, a
freguent occurrence particutarty after the weekend. The very big increase
in traffic on the Templeogue Road has added to our difficuliies and gur
situation is not helped by the fact that many parents who Live quite near
the school now drive their children to and from school as they believe it
is not safe to travel on faot.

4. As a result of continuous represenations from parents and staff and of
our own observations asgte=tWe dangers involved in having onty one exit
from the school we are convinced of the necessity of the faollowing:-

(i) to get the services of a school warden

(ii) to open a second exit from the schaol in order to divide the traffic
and ease the problem at the present exit.




>
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The Manager, Sister Rosemary Alexander, R.C.E., and the Board of Management
have asked me, an their behalf, to put these difficutties ta the relevant
authorities and express their fears that someone will be badly maimed or
killed unless something 1is done very sgan to alieviate this serious
problem. We are therefare making a8 formal request to the County Councit
for a School Warden and also Tor a second exit from the schaool.

Yours sincerely

>

s CoonTY COUNN

s g DB B S
I A X - TP pFLITSTION BRise Ve {

- S
Bursar/Administrator 1 0 MAY 1891 %

P aee ned b@f}fgé

ACAMEN TYPE
]A‘mlm No.L O & i
L n




RECEIPT CODE..»,
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........................

from...




#rchitects Edward Brady + Associates

65 Rock Road Williamstown Blackrock Co Dublin

Ref.  MM/EC Tel. G301 A& £k8BPAXX

2880186 - 2885403

BY HAND

Your Ref: 91A/0598

Principal Officer,
Dublin CountyCouncil,
Block 2,

Irish Life Centre,
Lower Abbey Street,
Dublin 1.

RE: OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE.
PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

Dear Sirs,

We are in receipt of your letter dated 29th April 1991
requesting Fee amounting to £40.00 be submitted in
connection with Fees for the above. Please find enclosed
cheque amounting to £40.00. )

A receipt of same would oblige.

Yours faithfully,

oA

r} Y X:f‘i{

EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES I . =

Enc(l)

Edward W. Brady F.R.IA.l, Michae! Malone Dip.Arch. ftech)  RILA.L {tech).
Registered Office: 65 Rack Road, Blackrock, Co. Dublin.




/
a;éublig\ County Council Comhairie Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department
“ A Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEireLanf'l, Bl
. Block 2, Irish Life Centre, :

Sraid na Mainistreach lacht, ;
Lower Abbey Street,
Baile Atha Cliath 1.
Dublin 1.

: Telephone. (01)724755
_____ _ , Fax. (01)724896

o S ———— S T e T e e e e T et S T T v R e e T

B e SCAR

Register Reference : 91A/059B. . . ... ..lcwwew w.on. ....Dabe 3 29th April 1991

Dear Sir/Madam,

Development : Access roadway from Templedyle Road ' - T e
LOCATION : our Lady’s School, Templeogue
- Applicant : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

App. Type . PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

Date Recd : 16th April 1981

With reference to above proposal I wish to inform you that under section
10(2)(A) (b) of the Local Government (Planning and Development)Act, 1982
the planning authority is precluded from deciding this application
until the correct_fee has been received.The statutory tweo month period
for dealing with the application will not begin "to run until the correct
fee is received. i :

tThe correct fee for the above mentioned application is 40.50 . =
Please quote the Register Reference No. stated above when suZmitting
the fee. . ;

Yours faithfully,. L

s s e sssear s IErast e s IV eEnn

s
PRINCIPAL OFFICER . b
;'_
Edward Brady & Assoclates, . e TT L e eIl LT B
Architects, i
65 Rock Road, o ) ’ :
Blackroeck, '
Co. Dbublin. r
!
)
F
B S S i e v - - - A




Dublin County Council Comhairle Chontae Atha Cliath Planning Department

‘ Bloc 2, lonad Bheatha na hEireann,
- Block 2, Irish Life Centre,

Sraid na Mainistreach lacht,

Lower Abbey Street,

Baile Atha Cliath 1.

Dublin 1.

Telephone. (01)724755

Building Control Department,
Liffey House, -
Tara Street,

publin 1. :
__Telephone:773066 _ Fax. (01)72489
Register Reference : 91A/0598 Date : 18th April 1991

LOCAT, GOVERNMENT (PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT) ACTS, 1963 TO 1990

Dear Sir/Madam,

DEVELOPMENT : Access roadway from Templeogue Road
LOCATION : our Lady’s School, Templeogue
APPLICANT : Sr. Rosemary Alexander

APP. TYPE

o

PERMISSION/BUILDING BYE-LAW APPROVAL

With reference to above, I acknowledge receipt of your application received
on 1l6th April 1991.

Yours faithfully,

PRINCIPAL OQOFFICER

Edward Brady & Associates,
Architects,

65 Rock Road,

Blackrock,

Co. Dublin.




\ Dubfin C.?ounty COURle . Pianning Appiication Form/
haire Chontae Atha Cliath , Bye - Law Application Form

PLEASE READ INSTRUCTIONT AT BACK BEFORE COMPLETING FORM. ALL CUJESTIONS MUST BE ANSWERED.

T Apphication for 7 ermission | X] Outline Permission]_] Approval_JPiace . / in approfriate box.
Approval should be sought only where en outline permission was previously granted. Outline permission may not be sought for the
retention of structures or continuan«:s of uses.

OUR LADY'S SCHOOL, TEMPLEOGUE ROAD, GOW.

2. Postal address of sf;e or building
{1f none, give description
sufficient to identity)

................

————SUR—LADY S SCHOOL, TEMPLECGUE ROAD, OW. 7o No..202218

3. Name of aplicant {Principal not Agenil. SISTER ROSEMARY ALEXANDER

% Name and sddress of .. .EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS .

person or firm resgensible -
for preparaticn of drawings 65 ROCK ROAD, BLACKROCK, CO. I_)IUBL]_:_NT'BL_NO 2880186

5. Name and address t which . EDWARD BRADY & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS,

..... xS o herie )
RLARAPE R

notification: shouldbe sent g ROCKROAD, BLACKROCK, CO. DUBLIN.

......... .

-------

[ T S TERTR IS

6. Brief descript’on of

oroposed destlopment . FOR ACCESS ROADWAY FROH TENBLEOGHR BOAD F0 OUR LADY'S
e SCHOQL.... TEMBLEQGUE v

7. Method of drainage ........ public drain 8.. Source of Water Supply . N/B sersgons e

L e = o

9. In the case of any building or buildings to be retained on site, please state: 52 Y ks o Lo T e
é 4 ZZ S

or use when lasr used. ...

. - £
(a) Present use of cach floor  SCHOOL BUILDINGS/CONVENIL aagf?

(b} Proposed usé of each floor .SGHOQL BULLDINGS/CONVENT

M 10 Does the proposei involve demolitior, partial demolition

or change of use of any habitable house or part thereof? NO

S'N\N 11.{a) Area of Site . eaneiinads ; " 84,000 m2...5q. m.

Iol L}\Q,i {b) Floor ares of proposed developmant R R,W .- - . N/ Sq. m.

okl 5

(c) Floor area of buildings proposec 1o b2 retainad within site ... yrevnsespases 5,800 m Sq. m.

125tate applicant’s legel interest or P )
(i.e. freehold; 1casehald, etc.) FREEHOLD -

13.Are you now applyiny also for an approvzal under the Building Bye Laws?
Yes [X] No [ Plece ./ in appropriae box.

14 Please state the extent to which the Draft Building Regulations have been taken in account in your proposal:
fHE DRAFT BUILDIRG REGULATIONS HAVE BEEN TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT

-
4 COP1ES. OF THE FOLLOWING.DRAWING -

slosed with ... 2 GOELES, OF. LER.E5
”’TISA_'_!?ING NOS: 9110/01 ¥
%ﬁ* _ meROM“.-IR-I-SH-...LNDEPENDENEJ;-«DAWED---'-];oth---APIRﬁmlee-l~-~'

ek & s

m-z‘?oss ﬂoo cev-o_f p_n; c ~é;;;brn(;nt (See back} N/A Sq. m.
No of dwellings propesed (if ny) oo N/A Class (es) of Development .... . N/A S
FQMM Basjs.af’mlation . (SCHOOL, APPLICATIOH.).

If & reduced fee is tendered details of previous relevant pa\ément should be given

»aae

. : i,
Signature of Applicant (or his Agent) W M—’ﬁ < webiate 4 V/ //C,/ A') V7o WO

Application Type F gaL. . ] ), -
Register Referance .. . qI1al 0593 g~

Amount Received £...

Receipt No )

Date P o .




Architects Edward Brady -+ Associates

65 Rock Road Williamstown Blackrock Co Dublin

BY HAND Ref. MM/EC Tel. S8RXIEX/SBBRIEK

TS E80186 - 2885403

15th April 1991

Dublin County Council,
planning Department,
Block 2,

Irish Life Centre,
Lower Abbey Street,
Dublin 2.

RE: PLANNING APPLICATION BEING SOUGHT FOR
ACCESS ROADWAY FROM TEMPLEOGUE ROAD TO
OUR LADY'S SCHOOQL, TEMPLEOGUE.

Dear Sirs,

on behalf of our Client, Sister Rosemay Alexander we wish
to apply for Planning Permission in connection with the above.

We enclose herewith the following information:

1. rage from Irish Independent dated 10th April 1991

2. Application Form

3. 4 copies of each of the following Drawing:.:
Drawing No: 9110/01 - Location Map

The position of the propaosed road is shaded YELLOW on the
attached drawing.

The Board of Management of the School will be submitting a
jetter outlining the reasons for the application.

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to
contact us.

Yours faithfully.

-
EDWARD BRADé & ASSOCIAE’E .

Encs.(6) Edward W, Brady FR.LA.L, Michaet Malone DipArch. (tech) ~ R.LA.L {tech}. ‘ *
Registered Office: 65 Rock Road, Blackrack, Ce. Dublin.




