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Foreword

This Urban Framework Plan for Temple Bar is
commissioned and published as a discussion document
by Temple Bar Properties. Its authors are Howley
Harrington Architects, in association with Alan Sherwood
(Economic and Tourism Adviser) and Dorothea Burger
(Landscape Architect).

Temple Bar Properties (TBP) no longer has statutory
powers, nor does it alone have the power or resources to
implement all the proposals of this Plan. Instead, it works
closely with Dublin City Council and other key stakeholders
including local businesses, cultural organisations, local
residents, commercial firms, government agencies and
NGOs, to focus on the continued cultural and community
development of the area.

TBP is publishing this draft framework in order to
stimulate discussion and debate about what are the
priorities for the future of the Temple Bar area.
Contemporary public policy must reflect contemporary
society’s needs. All of us who are involved in and
committed to the future of Temple Bar now need to take
time to reflect on what kind of place we want for the
future. We also need to test out our best thinking and
then make sure that only the best ideas go forward for
action. This publication sets out a menu of possibilities
and options. It also sets out many opinions and
judgements that will stimulate, provoke, placate or
irritate. This publication is the start of a process of public
discussion that will, we hope, result in a significant
contribution to the new Draft Dublin Development Plan
2005-2011 which is currently open for public comment
and input.

TBP acknowledges the financial assistance of TASCQ in
undertaking this publication.

Dermot McLaughlin
Chief Executive
Temple Bar Properties Limited
February 2004

Tá leagan Gaeilge ar fáil ar www.templebar.ie





Introduction

Temple Bar is the heart of Dublin. It embodies some of
the best things about any city centre: complexity,
vibrancy, interest, mixed use, great modern architecture,
good human scale and a conserved historic street
pattern. Temple Bar is internationally admired as a model
of urban regeneration.

The texture of Temple Bar is very rich, containing a much
greater number and range of functions in one place than
almost anywhere else in the city. This gives the place a
wonderful sense of activity and life, and offers great
possibilities for creative collaborations and synergies.

In any high-density mixed-use area there will also be
conflicts of interest. Problems such as anti-social noise
into the night, lack of public order, and a run down
appearance of streets, squares and buildings affect
everybody and in particular those who live there.
Unfortunately, these issues are detracting from Temple
Bar’s reputation as a cultural quarter and as a great place
to live or do business.

Historically, Temple Bar is a place with a great pioneering
spirit. In the 1970s and ’80s a great groundswell of
community activism saved the area from comprehensive
redevelopment at the hands of CIE. This helped to
change the mindset of the planning authorities, who
later based policy on existing grassroots activities and
conservation of existing streets and buildings. From this,
a new vision for Temple Bar was born: a kind of Dublin
‘left bank’. This was given form and substance by the
brilliant competition winning Framework Plan of 1991
prepared by a consortium of architects known as Group
’91. The aim of the plan was pioneering and unique to
Ireland - to regenerate Temple Bar through developing
and improving the public domain, restoring vitality and
vibrancy to the pattern of streets and by the careful
insertion of new, well designed, contemporary buildings
and the creation of new squares and places.

This has been an overwhelming success, both physically
and economically, and through the example set in
Temple Bar this approach to urban regeneration has
become the established policy in other parts of the city
and beyond.

So why do we need a new plan now? It is about ten years
since the ‘new’ Temple Bar was born and is now time to
assess the changes that have come about, and to help plot
a way forward for the next decade. Every city centre is in a
constant state of change and flux, not least Temple Bar. It
is important that the area remains dynamic, yet balanced.

The purpose of the 2004 Urban Framework Plan is to try
and identify what’s important about Temple Bar, what
works and what doesn’t work, to iron out conflicts and to
support and encourage synergies and identify new
opportunities – to rebalance the area creatively. We believe
that Temple Bar must have a place for the ordinary, as well
as the extraordinary, it must remain cutting edge with a
pioneering spirit and be a place to try new things out.
Residents rights must be protected, businesses encouraged
and the public domain must be properly managed.

The Plan is set in real time: it responds to the issues of
today and deals with real situations and people. Over
the last year we have carried out over 60 consultations,
with residents, business owners, members of the traders
organisation (TASCQ), cultural centres, Group ’91
architects, Dublin City Council officials, publicans,
hoteliers, public representatives and former and current
staff members of Temple Bar Properties. We have carried
out extensive research, and have used our knowledge of
the planning history of Temple Bar through our work as
planning consultants to Temple Bar Properties over the
last six years.

The Plan is focussed at all the stakeholders in Temple
Bar; residents, businesses, cultural centres and local
government. Without you, successful change will not
happen. The Plan is set out as a ‘draft’ – it is not set in
stone. We hope our proposals will generate comments,
suggestions and discussions that will lead to a common
and achievable vision for the future.

The Plan is divided into twenty chapters. The first ten
cover general matters that are common to all of Temple
Bar. The second ten are more specific proposals for
different parts of the area. Some of the ideas have their
origin in the 1991 Framework Plan, some respond to
existing issues and others set out new exciting projects
for the future.

The proposals are coherent and wide ranging, from
management and housekeeping issues to spectacular
tourist attractions. We would welcome your comments
and feedback, as it is our hope that the contents of the
agreed Final Framework Plan will have an influence on
the next Dublin City Development Plan, which is
currently being prepared.

Seán Harrington
Howley Harrington Architects
February 2004
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1. Existing cobbles to be relaid.
2. Pavements level with cobbles.
3. Drainage channels separate pavements and roads.
4. Is it pedestrianised or not?

Traffic Routes

Car Free Zones

Shared Surfaces
(Pedestrianised with 
controlled vehicular access)

1.

2.

3.

4.



The ordering and design of the public domain -
the streets and squares - is the most effective
way for a city to modify or improve its image.

Temple Bar is effectively Dublin’s front room, so
careful consideration should be given to the
appearance and functioning of its floor, walls,
furniture, decorations, lighting, greenery and
artwork.

A. STREETS AND PAVEMENTS
Temple Bar should be a safe place for pedestrians.
At the moment, there is confusion among pedestrians,
vehicular traffic and cyclists. For many pedestrians, the
cobbled areas signify a pedestrian area, although
currently this is not the case.

We PROPOSE there be a clear
difference between:
1. Traffic Routes
Major traffic routes where vehicles are allowed all the
time should have distinct pavements, set at a higher
level than the road, separated by a high kerb.

2. Shared Surfaces
Shared surfaces which are predominantly for pedestrians
should have pavements set flush with the carriageway.
Flush drainage channels can define areas of use, and the
existing cobbles should be re-laid to a tighter, smoother
pattern to make them more user-friendly for pedestrians,
wheelchairs and buggies.

3. Car Free Zones
Car free zones, where vehicles are never allowed, like
Meeting House Square, Temple Bar Square, Curved Street
and Cow’s Lane, should continue to have bollards to
prevent access.

For effective use of the shared surfaces, the control of
entry of vehicles is paramount. Generally, access should
be prevented and enforced either with effective rise and
fall bollards, or CCTV like the Central London Congestion
Area. Access for deliveries, construction work, etc. should
be allowed only at strictly predetermined times.
Within the shared-surface area, the speed of traffic
would be controlled by narrowing the carriageway with
bollards at certain pinch points.
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1. DESIGN OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, Temple Bar
Properties, An Garda Síochána.
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1. Current street furniture in inconsistent styles.
2. Commercial overspill.
3. Many kinds of phone booths.
4. Traffic and ESB boxes.

1.

2.

2.

3.

4.



B. STREET FURNITURE AND SIGNAGE

The design and positioning of bins, seats, bicycle
racks, signage poles, bollards and telephone
booths help define the character of an area.
Temple Bar is littered with a poorly designed,
inconsistent mess of street furniture and both
public and private signage.

We PROPOSE that there be a
consistent, appropriate design
for all street furniture, the
control of positioning and
design of public phone booths,
and the control of commercial
overspill – like café seating,
advertising and sandwich
boards.

We PROPOSE that electricity
and traffic control boxes be
decorated by artists as a public
art project. Street signs should
be positioned consistently.
Signs should not be placed on
lamp poles and the distance
between poles and buildings
should be consistent. We would
favour contemporary designs
but not made from stainless
steel, which we feel is out of
character with Temple Bar.

Here is an opportunity for
Temple Bar to stamp its cultural
credentials on practical
necessities – it is a design
opportunity, and a chance to
create something unique to
Temple Bar.
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WHO COULD MAKE THIS
HAPPEN: Dublin City Council,
Temple Bar Properties, all
traders, TASCQ and other
business associations, artists.
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Blue lighting on the spine.

Floodlit buildings.

Special lighting at thresholds.

Pavement lights link to bridges.

Main streets with lights on poles.

Minor streets with lights on walls.



C. LIGHTING

We PROPOSE that there be a
considered approach to lighting
in Temple Bar. There are three
kinds of lighting; ambient
‘safety’ lighting, floodlighting,
and feature lighting. All of
these create a night-time
"effect" but are also visible
during daylight hours as
"objects."

We PROPOSE a clear hierarchy
of lighting types:
• Main streets should have lights on poles in a unified style.

• Minor streets and laneways should have lights
(matching the pole lights) mounted on buildings.
All existing lights of various inappropriate and
diverse styles should be gradually replaced with new
lights in a consistent and contemporary style.

We PROPOSE that the central
spine (Fleet Street, Temple Bar,
Essex Street) also be identified
using distinctive lighting by
using a blue wash, like in
Buchanan Street in Glasgow.
Important buildings along the
spine should be floodlit or
feature lit and cross routes

linking with the bridges marked
out with small lights set into
the pavement, as a continuation
of the pattern already started
with the deck lights of the
Millennium Bridge.

We PROPOSE that the
thresholds have special lighting
treatment with very bright
floodlighting or with an
overhead fish net of fibre optics,
creating a virtual roof at the
entrances at nighttime.
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WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, Temple Bar
Properties, owners of
buildings on Fleet Street,
Temple Bar, Essex Street.
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A. DEALING WITH ANTISOCIAL 
BEHAVIOUR

Antisocial behaviour, especially when fuelled by
excessive consumption of alcohol, leads to an
intimidating, aggressive and sometimes violent
atmosphere. The anticipation of such an
atmosphere is a turn-off for many people,
especially in the 30+ age group. Other
manifestations of this behaviour include excess
noise, particularly at night time, vomit and
urine in the streets and lewd behaviour.

The problem is not unique to Dublin or to Temple Bar.
The only real answer is increased sense of personal
responsibility, improved education and a change of
culture. However, this wider malaise is perceived to be
magnified in Temple Bar for a number of reasons:

1. Number of licensed premises
2. Type of licensed premises
3. Size of licensed premises
4. Customer profile coming to Temple Bar
5. Number of visitors to Temple Bar
6. Long opening hours and simultaneous closing times
7. Behaviour of some door staff

Temple Bar has become more renowned for drinking
than for anything else – this in itself attracts people
wishing to gather and socialise. In the long term it is not
in the interests of anyone, including publicans and
traders, for Temple Bar to get a bad reputation and bad
press. There are simple, practical steps to help solve 
this problem.

We PROPOSE the following
action should be taken:
1. Licensed premises must play their part
We acknowledge that some of the problem is outside of
their control, but they could:

• Ensure that all bar staff are aware that they should
not serve already drunk customers.

• Ensure that pubs do not become overcrowded.
Licensees should ensure that all licensed premises
comply with the number of occupants as stated in
their Fire Safety Certificates.

• Aid in the dispersal of customers at closing time.
In the absence of licensing hours deregulation,
publicans could help to improve the situation,
agreeing on staggered closing times, on a revolving
basis. No new customers should be admitted after
11.30pm into longer opening premises.

• Stop sale of alco-pops, as has already happened in
some areas in Cork.

• Provide other facilities and attractions in pubs, e.g.
food, improved and planned music, readings, coffee,
children’s facilities – to get away from image of the
pub as a ‘machine for drinking in’.

• Continue and extend ‘ban’ on group parties (with
regard to equality and other legislation).

• Ensure voluntary compliance with planning and
licensing conditions.

2. Cultural Centres have a responsibility
The Cultural Centres (both those within the umbrella of
Temple Bar Properties and others) should have a
predominantly cultural ambit, with any bar as ‘support’
service rather than primary function.
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2. IMPROVING THE PUBLIC DOMAIN



3. Door security staff should be trained
We have been advised by the Gardaí that in general,
heavy-handed door staff in pubs and nightclubs can
sometimes exacerbate conflict situations and even
sometimes cause violence and aggravation on the
streets and at the doors of licensed premises. Where
they are successful in curbing anti-social behaviour their
impact is usually limited to within or just outside their
own premises. Consistent behavioural standards, by
trained and accredited staff could greatly enhance the
"brand" of Temple Bar.

To this end, we PROPOSE that:
• All pubs and nightclub owners voluntarily establish a

joint door security staff organisation, to which all
would contribute and subscribe.

• All door staff would be given training to a standard
training template in dealing with customers, taking
the heat out of aggressive situations, dispersing
crowds and so on. All door staff should wear identity
cards and numbers and be accountable and a
uniform should be considered.

• All to be on same radio frequency and communicate
between premises, so that problems are not just
passed on unawares, and that information can be
shared, as happens in the city’s main retail districts.

4. The Gardaí must be more effective:
Throughout our consultations some people have
suggested that the Gardaí could do more to tackle crime
in Temple Bar.

To combat this we PROPOSE:
• A Temple Bar community liaison group with the

Gardaí should be set up to agree on allocation of
resources, Neighbourhood Watch schemes and
targeting policies.

• An increase in the ‘presence’ of Gardaí after dark.
• The Gardaí to introduce a strict policy towards street

violence, anti-social behaviour, noise, street drinking
and drug taking.

• The current CCTV system should be extended and
improved.

• The Gardaí be linked into the proposed wireless
technology system. With this, they could carry
portable monitors to view the CCTV.

5. Dispersal must be managed
Most problems occur at closing time when many
premises discharge their drunken customers
simultaneously.

We PROPOSE that:
• Taxi companies and bus companies be informed of

‘hot spots’ and ‘hot times’ i.e. junctions of Essex
Street/Eustace Street, Fleet Street/Anglesea Street,
Essex Gate/Parliament Street and Temple Bar Square,
and be encouraged to aid dispersal.

• Licensed premises could have a ‘standing order’ with
taxi companies to aid in this dispersal at the hot
spots and the hot times.

• Hot food takeaways should close at 10pm, as they
are, as we have been told, often the focus of rowdy
crowds.

6. Planning and licensing must be controlled, enforced 
and linked

EXISTING PREMISES: Our survey has revealed that there is
a perception that over the last 10 years there have been
many breaches of planning and licensing law in Temple Bar.

We PROPOSE:
• In the absence of voluntary compliance, Dublin City

Council should re-double efforts to ensure
compliance with planning, and courts and planning
authorities should be made aware of licensing and
planning transgressions at time of renewals.

• Through TASCQ, a Temple Bar-wide voluntary
agreement be established amongst license holders
and other premises owners, to comply with planning
permissions and conditions and ensure that the
extent of premises shown in license documents are
consistent with relevant planning permissions. We
propose that a comprehensive audit be carried out
and any premises not in compliance should be
named and shamed, as it is in the interest of
everybody to control the extent and type of drinking
space.

• Compliance with planning and licensing should be
an important aspect of the new "high quality"
Temple Bar brand.
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NEW PREMISES: Currently there is an effective ban (as set
out in the 1999 Development Plan) on planning
permissions for new, or extensions to existing, licensed
premises in Temple Bar. We propose that this be relaxed
under certain strict conditions, to allow for child friendly
restaurants in appropriate locations, for example.

7. There must be increased awareness
We suggest a focused marketing and public information
campaign (particularly aimed at the 18-24 year old
group) using radio, posters, bus stops, youth magazines,
beer mats and urinal stickers.

To get the message home:
• Don’t over drink
• Behave when you leave the pub
• Stay safe
• Be responsible
• Respect yourself and others

People must be aware of their own personal responsibility.
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WHO COULD HELP TO MAKE
THIS HAPPEN:TASCQ, publicans,
hoteliers, restaurateurs,
Dublin City Council, the
Licensing Courts, an Garda
Síochána, Cultural Centres,
Temple Bar Properties, every
visitor to Temple Bar.
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B. KEEPING THE STREETS CLEAN

Compared to other European countries, we are
particularly bad at respecting the public
domain. Many people think that it’s somebody
else’s problem. As authorities, we are not as
good either at cleaning and looking after our
streets – if you wake up in Paris or Barcelona or
Berlin, the streets are wet and clean, relatively
speaking there is a fresh smell – not so in
Temple Bar, or anywhere in the city centre.

Dirty streets lower the tone. There is no doubt
that people’s behaviour improves when the
environment improves. The city centre is also
our showcase to every foreign visitor. The filth
creates a negative image.

In the pioneering spirit that is synonymous with Temple
Bar, we would like the area to be a model of urban
cleanliness.

Responsibility for this lies with a diverse group:
• Individual citizens
• Dublin City Council
• Property owners and occupiers

We PROPOSE the following:
1. A co-ordinated and improved cleansing strategy,

between the city council, TASCQ, owners, residents
and management companies. This would include an
early morning ‘hit’ of ten to fifteen street cleaners
sweeping through Temple Bar every morning before
8am, picking up litter, emptying bins, power hosing
the streets, cleaning down seats, bins, ESB and traffic
boxes, removing new graffiti.

2. Provision of more public bins, strategically
positioned, and emptied more regularly. There is
nothing sadder than seeing the black plastic bin
liners hanging up in Temple Bar Square. New bins
are a branding opportunity and should be an integral
part of a new, well designed range of street
furniture.

3. Anti-litter enforcement should be vigorously pursued.
4. The elimination all alcoves and recesses at street

level in buildings. These ‘grey’ areas, not clearly in the
public or private domain are problematic.

5. Residential and commercial waste collections should
be co-ordinated.

6. Bins and rubbish should not be left out on the street
blocking the pavements and being an eyesore.

7. Promoting a policy of reducing waste.
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WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Every visitor 
to Temple Bar, Dublin City
Council, TASCQ, building
owners, building management
companies, residents, Temple
Bar Properties.
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C. MAINTAINING BUILDINGS, STREETS
AND PAVEMENTS

Over the last 10 years, things have improved
enormously in Temple Bar – but there is still
much to do. Many buildings are not cleaned,
maintained or painted, and windows and shop
fronts are left dirty. This lowers the whole tone
of the area. All  building owners should be
made aware of their responsibilities, as keeping
the place looking smart is in the common good.
Individual responsibility and better enforcement
will alleviate these problems.

To this end, we PROPOSE:
1. A charter of maintenance standards be agreed by all

building owners, traders and the City Council and
effective maintenance programmes put in place.

2. Management companies should be encouraged to
perform their maintenance and upkeep
responsibilities.

3. A comprehensive maintenance regime enforced (if
necessary), by special bye-laws, similar to those in
Finland and other EU countries. Through this, Dublin
City Council would notify owners of their upkeep
responsibilities, if not carried out within a limited
timescale, the City Council would have powers to
complete the work and counter charge the owner or
long leaseholder.

4. A "rogues’ gallery", to expose consistent offenders
who are bringing down the tone of Temple Bar.

5. All empty shop windows used as showcases for art
exhibitions and displays.

6. A commitment from service providers and the city
council to repair broken pavements and steps and to
complete street digging quickly.
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WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: all building
owners, building
management companies,
Dublin City Council, all service
providers, TASCQ, Temple Bar
Properties.
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Temple Bar has become a vibrant city centre
quarter. The transformation as a result of the
1991 Framework Plan has been remarkable, and
on the whole this has been overwhelmingly for
the better, although that’s not to say that there
are not problems. There are several unique
characteristics of Temple Bar that mark it out
from other city centre districts, one of which is
that it is a RESIDENTIAL QUARTER. A successful
residential element is vital to the character and
success of Temple Bar. Residents make it a
LIVING quarter. They provide 24 hour life, give
the best kind of security – passive security, make
viable and support services and commercial
enterprises.

However, they are also the most vulnerable group by far
and the group most adversely affected by problems, such
as noise, waste, public order and other issues like crime.
They are also the most dependent on community
facilities and support, which is lacking in Temple Bar.
Although there already is a crèche and bakery and a
fitness centre is about to open, there are very few places
to buy food, flowers, rent a video, or get your clothes
washed.

There is no dentist, Garda station, library or community
meeting place. There are poor recycling facilities. The
general environment is harsh and hard, with few trees
and little soft landscaping, and there is nowhere for
children to play.

We have talked to many residents over the last year.
Their responses have varied widely although, on balance,
most love living in Temple Bar with its proximity to work,
events, city centre facilities, buses and Luas, and it has a
great community spirit.

Some are very vocal, quite rightly, about the problems.
The residents, not unreasonably, want appropriate
facilities and activities during the day and peace and
normalisation at night.

We PROPOSE the following
must be tackled:
1. To deal with the environmental issues, such as noise,

public order and cleansing, as set out in Section 2.
2. To try and encourage long-term residents in Temple

Bar. Those with a stake in the place usually
contribute to and look after the place best, i.e. long
term council tenants and owner-occupiers who are
less transient. A coherent community is important.
By making the place more conducive to living in and
attractive it will undoubtedly attract and retain long
term residents and families.

3. To facilitate more food shops, a post office, Garda
post, and perhaps a week long food market.

4. To provide a place to meet.
5. To provide places and facilities for children and

teenagers, particularly 6 – 12 year olds.
6. To encourage a more active link between the cultural

centres and commercial interests with the residents.
This is highly desirable, practical and will help foster
a more coherent community.
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3. A ‘LIVING’ CITY CENTRE

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, Temple Bar
Properties, TASCQ, cultural
organisations, and close
collaboration with residents
and residents’ associations.
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Temple Bar is considered to be Dublin’s Cultural
Quarter. The clustering of Cultural Centres in
one small area was an amazing idea – to create
a critical mass, a creative atmosphere, a
supportive environment and to attract
audiences together. In many ways it has been a
great success, contributing to the unique
positive nature of Temple Bar. But through our
consultations the same point was made to us
over and over again – if Temple Bar is the
cultural quarter, where is the culture? We have
little doubt that it is there – but would the
peacock please open its tail?  The perception to
many, rightly or wrongly, is that culture has
become institutionalised, introverted and elitist.
Getting out there, being more exhibitionist
would be good for all, in particular to raise
public awareness of the process of creation.
Walking through Temple Bar should be a rich,
vibrant, diverse and surprising experience.
Culture should be changing, relevant, creative,
controversial and visible!  

Our PROPOSALS for change are
as follows:
1. To change the mindset of some of the Cultural

Centres and organisations to make them aware of
the role they could play in contributing to Temple Bar
– after all it must be in their interest to keep Temple
Bar vibrant and popular.

2. To encourage active curatorial programmes. There is
a huge potential audience – thousands of people
pass through Temple Bar every day. There is great
scope for drawing people in to festivals and other
events and programmes.

3. To set up a guidance panel, to include several
independent artists to encourage, facilitate
networking, and co-ordinate. We have met several
people in our consultations who would be perfect for
this role.

4. To encourage a more active, fresh, everchanging,
innovative and controversial Public Art Programme
for key locations in Temple Bar– at thresholds, in the
squares, at the entrance to Aston Quay, and in shop
windows.
The Cow Parade led the way, putting public art on
the map.

5. To organise more public performance programmes
linked to the cultural centres to raise awareness of
events.

6. To encourage all pubs and hotels to promote a
cultural agenda, with perhaps poetry readings, world
music festivals, jazz evenings, art exhibitions or
installations.

7. To encourage combined marketing, advertising and
sales for all the cultural centres.

8. To value and encourage alternative versions of
culture, like buskers, the Goths, and the culture of the
ethnic minorities, and what about a bit of anarchy?

9. And most importantly, to make the production
process visible, more informal and allow the Cultural
Centres to expand if required.
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4. A CULTURAL QUARTER

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: cultural
organisations, Temple Bar
Properties, publicans,
restaurateurs and hoteliers,
TASCQ, Dublin Tourism.
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1. Street café in Barcelona.
2. Position pods along this wall?
3. Under the Central Bank?
4. Design accommodates many variations.

1.

2.

3.

4.

Possible locations for pods.



There is limited scope for new development in
Temple Bar as there are few gap sites
remaining. However, there is a demand for
more space from the cultural sector and for
more community/retail/commercial space. We
would also like to publicly show off the process
of creation – this would help to strengthen the
bohemian atmosphere. If you wander through
Temple Bar, you should always stumble across
something interesting!  One of the things that
Temple Bar seems to have lost is creative
anarchic non-conformity – it’s probably still
there, but hidden away inside a cultural centre.

With this in mind, we PROPOSE
the creation of affordable,
informal, incubator units for
artists. They would be let out
on short leases, with a condition
that the creative process is
exposed to view.
The system we propose is based on industrial container
technology – standard size units which would be
transportable and stackable. Each unit would be tailored
to suit the occupant, and made as self-sufficient as
possible. They could be easily dropped in place,
removable, temporary, and reversible, positioned on gap
sites or other suitable locations.

We have identified possible places for 50 or 60 pods in
Temple Bar in gap sites, for instance under the back of
the Central Bank, in Crampton Court or in the corner of
Meeting House Square.

The pods would be based on a module and have endless
variations, dependent on their use. They would be secure
when not occupied then opened up to expose activity
when being used. There are precedents elsewhere like in
Barcelona, where temporary pavilions have proved very
successful.

The stacks of pods should be colourful, energetic
installations, filling in unfinished parts of the city.
Financially, they could pay for themselves, with
commercial units subsidising cultural units.
Ground floor units could be let out at commercial rates
to, for instance, An Post, An Garda Síochána, Dublin
Tourism, a Newsagent/lotto seller, a coffee shop, or a
shoe repairer.

Above these, units would be let out at affordable rents as
artists’ studios, music practice rooms, recording studios,
sculptors studios, craft workshops, perhaps an RTE
outside broadcast unit or a community radio station.
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5. SEEDBED PROJECT

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Temple Bar
Properties, cultural
organisations, TASCQ.
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Over the last decade people have been more
and more exposed to technology, their
expectations relating to information have
become more sophisticated and their ability to
use computers and particularly the internet to
access information has increased. During our
study we observed that there is a lack of
information available within Temple Bar about
Temple Bar. During numerous consultations this
information gap has been noted not only as a
serious cause for concern but also as a
tremendous opportunity. We know from our
work that Temple Bar is a hive of activity with
plenty of interesting things to do and see.

However, there is a problem with how Temple Bar
communicates with its audience. People want to know
what’s on, where is it on, and where’s the culture. To
address this information gap we suggest that an
information strategy be researched and drafted for
Temple Bar to provide an analysis of the information
needs of Temple Bar stakeholders and audiences. It could
detail a procedure or process for gathering information
and could provide a number of new and innovative
methods of disseminating information.

As part of this strategy the type
of initiatives we would propose
would be:
An Information Centre: this would act as a central
resource and dissemination hub and should provide a
core for the collection of information and its distribution.
We understand that this initiative is already well
advanced by Temple Bar Properties.

Information Kiosks: Their design and implementation
should also figure heavily in future plans. Many cost
effective solutions are available to enable people to
access information from a variety of locations. Solutions
even exist whereby windows can be easily converted into
touch screen information points.

The bridging of the information gap through the use of
new and cutting edge technology presents an exciting
opportunity for the future development of Temple Bar.
The possibilities offered by advances in areas such as
wireless technology mean that computerised public
signage, information points linked to the web and
Temple Bar TV are all possible.
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6. INFORMATION - THE FUTURE

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: TASCQ, Temple
Bar Properties, Dublin
Tourism.
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During our consultations, concern has been
expressed about the perceptions people have
about Temple Bar and how over the last number
of years the Temple Bar cultural brand has been
eroded. The perception that Temple Bar is
simply a large drinking emporium offering a
product of interest to only the under 35’s has
been a recurring theme of many of the
discussions we have had.

We feel that the recommendations previously mentioned
in relation to the treatment of information will assist in
improving the image of Temple Bar by providing an
opportunity to expose people to the variety of cultural
activities available, however, other initiatives will also be
required to reinforce this Cultural Brand.

We recommended that a re-branding exercise is carried
out and the strong cultural assets of Temple Bar are re
launched. This re-branding, to coincide with various
environmental improvements, can be used to consolidate
the marketing of Temple Bar and broaden its appeal to a
wider and more varied audience.

We recommend that under this reinforced brand a
number of joint marketing initiatives are developed to
allow the stakeholders in Temple Bar to market as a
collective, helping to create a marketing synergy. This
could include cultural centres, hotels, restaurants, shops
and pubs.

As part of the joint marketing initiatives we recommend
that the Temple Bar Properties web site be redeveloped
into a portal site containing commercial elements and
allowing online booking. The web site could be used to
package cultural and non-cultural products within
Temple Bar. The joint marketing initiatives including the
redevelopment of the web site and the re branding will
create a virtual visibility for Temple Bar. As a further
stage of the process, we would propose to improve the
physical visibility for Temple Bar.
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7. MARKETING - THE BRAND

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: TASCQ, Temple
Bar Properties, cultural
organisations, all businesses.
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Temple Bar boundary.

Strengthen existing thresholds.

Create new thresholds.

Link into the wider city.

4.

3.

2.

1.

1, 2, 3, 4. Strengthen 



We feel that the already distinct physical
identity of Temple Bar should be enhanced and
further strengthened. Temple Bar can be
viewed as a destination, with visitors aware
when they arrive that they are somewhere
special and they should be aware when they
leave. The strengthening of the physical
identity of Temple Bar will assist in marketing
and help to re establish the Temple Bar brand.
In order to reinforce the physical image, we
have already outlined a co-ordinated approach
to the design of the public realm, including
lighting, signage, furniture, and streetscape.

Temple Bar must be, and be perceived to be, attractive,
safe and interesting – a magnet to draw people in. We
have already discussed the strengthening of the cultural
quarter and through other suggested improvements we
hope Temple Bar continues to be a good place to do
business in, and in certain cases, like the Old City, that it
improves.

When you arrive, Temple Bar should be accessible,
welcoming and easily understood, both within itself and
in relation to the wider city. The interface between
Temple Bar and the rest of Dublin is at the thresholds,
the gateways into Temple Bar. Existing thresholds should
be strengthened and new ones developed.

At these thresholds, the right kind of information should
be easily accessible, with three dimensional maps, up to
date information about what’s on and where, and
relevant historical information.

The thresholds themselves should be physically
distinctive, with special paving materials, lighting and an
opportunity for public sculpture or displays.

Perhaps they could have different names continuing the
tradition of the ‘Merchants Arch’ and "Essex Gate" eg. The
Palace Gate, The Civic Gate, The Millennium Gate and so
on, and be the place from where guided walking tours of
Temple Bar set out.

We would like to extend the influence of Temple Bar
beyond its boundaries, like information tentacles
stretching out into the city:
"In two minutes you will be in Temple Bar".
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8. IDENTITY AND DESTINATION

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, TASCQ, Temple Bar
Properties, Dublin Tourism.
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1.

Mini turbines in river.

Possible locations for solar panels.

Rainwater collection storage.

1. The "Green Building."



Our aim is to make Temple Bar a model
environmentally - a sustainable city district, to
help mark out a new way forward for Dublin as
a whole.

Already there have been notable successes in this field
that can be built on like 

• The Civic Offices District Heating System,
• The commercial glass recycling programme

instigated by Temple Bar Properties and TASCQ, and
• The showcase Green Building.

But we can do much more –

Temple Bar is an enormous energy guzzler and we must
agree on ways to reduce demand, and if possible create
or redistribute energy. There are also no water
management systems in place, and it is important to
deal with commercial organic waste (like restaurant
slops), and all kinds of residential waste in a more
effective and sustainable way.

Our PROPOSALS would be 
as follows:
1. For energy consumption

• Owners of all existing buildings should be
encouraged to upgrade insulation levels especially
for roofs and ceilings, and fit insulated shutters 
on windows.

• Windows, doors and chimneys should be adapted to
reduce air leakage.

• Individual initiatives should be encouraged and
grant-aided, for instance, solar thermal panels can be
fitted to supplement hot water supplies, and more
efficient condensing boilers can be retro-fitted.

Temple Bar Properties could take the lead in this area,
spearheading this new Temple Bar initiative.
We have identified roofs suitable to receive solar thermal
panels, and small river turbines could be used to create
energy – like Temple Bar "plugging" into the river.

Streetlights are also now available that are virtually self-
sufficient, operated by small wind powered generators.
These would be particularly suitable for the windy quays.

2. For the management of water

Where possible, we would promote the principle of
collecting rainwater for irrigating plants, washing streets,
or even cars. This could be collected in large water butts
in the existing residential courtyards. We also suggest
that Temple Bar should take the lead in reducing
demand for mains water. We propose that all public
buildings and those owned by Temple Bar Properties set
an example of low usage by installing low flush toilets
and low usage showers and taps.

Where appropriate, any new buildings should be fitted
with grey water recycling systems.

3. For dealing with waste

This will become a seriously important issue in the
coming years, and will be led by EU legislation. Recycling
in Temple Bar is difficult because of lack of space, and
infrastructure. Any new system should take recyclables
from people shopping in Temple Bar, people living there,
and all commercial waste.
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9. ENERGY, WATER AND WASTE
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1. Possible public recycling station.

Main residential buildings.

Locations for domestic compostors.

Public compostor.

1.

2.



We PROPOSE that food waste
be dealt with using composting
machines. All restaurants
should be encouraged to install
small vertical composting
machines in their premises. This
should be complemented by the
installation of at least one
public composting machine for
commercial and residential use.

For residential buildings we suggest a composting
machine be installed in each residential courtyard, like in
Shangan, Ballymun. The compost made could then be
used for planting in courtyards and window boxes. In
Malmo, in Sweden, where a similar system is in operation
to great success, surplus compost is sold to local garden
centres. Each residential courtyard should also
implement a joint recycling policy and share waste
storage facilities. For cardboard waste we suggest the
provision of a local baling machine which makes
collection more efficient.

Another novel idea, pioneered in Germany, that has also
been explored for Ballymun, is a Reverse Vending Machine.
This will take plastic, glass and aluminium cans and
reward donors with a voucher that can be exchanged for
goods or mobile telephone credits.

Other recycling facilities should be introduced, like new
bottle banks (which should be located underground to
reduce noise impact) and seedbed towers offer a great
way of controlling and designing recycling stations.
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WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, TASCQ, Temple Bar
Properties, cultural
organisations, all businesses
and residents.
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New trees (proposed).

Existing trees (retain).

Possible roofgarden locations.

3.

2.

1.

1. Inappropriate trees.
2. East Essex Street – no greenery.
3. Fleet Street – no greenery.



Irish towns and cities generally lack greening
compared to other places in Europe. Temple Bar
is no exception. This is a great shame – we have
a perfect climate for growing plants.

We PROPOSE a "softening" of
Temple Bar to make a more
pleasant visual environment, to
enable enjoyment of nature, to
increase biodiversity – trees
attract birds and insects, flowers
attract butterflies and bees -
and to make the area
environmentally better, where
trees absorb CO2 and carbon
monoxide.
Trees and planting can also give architectural structure
to streets, squares and places. There are already some
notable successes in Temple Bar, like Parliament Street,
Crampton Buildings, the south side of Ss Michael and
John’s Church, window boxes especially on some pubs,
Foster Place, and some residential courtyards.

But there are also some seriously lost opportunities, like
The Quays, East Essex Street, Fleet Street, Meeting House
Square, and Temple Bar Square.

We PROPOSE a programme of
planting. We propose plane
trees on the quays and along
the central spine of Fleet Street,
Temple Bar and Essex Street, we
propose planting maple trees 
or alder.

We also PROPOSE judicious use
of climbers which are excellent
in tight urban situations where
space is at a premium. They are
also good to screen unsightly 
features such as bin stores and
can be evergreen.
We would like to encourage more roofgardens, which
look great from the street level, as well as providing
beautiful places for residents. We have identified many
suitable locations for roofgardens within Temple Bar.

The walls of buildings can be planted to great effect, like
the Revenue Commissioners building in nearby Dublin
Castle, which looks good even in winter. This concept
could be easily carried through to the Central Bank,
which could become the "Hanging Gardens of Temple Bar".

We would also like Temple Bar to get in touch with
nature by enjoying the river more, like the north side
does with the boardwalk – bringing an immediate
connection with the water.

32

10. GREENING

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, TASCQ, Temple Bar
Properties, all traders,
businesses and residents.
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1. The Four-Courts Quays.
2. Dublin Dockland Campshires.
3. Aston Quay – busy, noisy, dirty.

3.
2.

1.



Temple Bar effectively turns its back to the river.
It is separated from it by busy, wide roads,
where pavements are narrow, forming a hard,
noisy and aggressive boundary. The Liffey is a
prime asset. This is the very place where there
should be pleasant gateways into Temple Bar,
with spaces to showcase Temple Bar with street
art, sculpture and information.

Once the Port Tunnel is complete, most of the traffic
from the quays could be removed. This would unlock its
potential, creating a pleasant place to walk along, shop,
enjoy the river, and enter into Temple Bar. The Temple
Bar quays could be a wonderful place, in the heart of the
city, lined with trees, with direct visual contact with the
river, like at the Four Courts, and beautifully paved and
landscaped like the new Dockland campshires. Although
north facing, the Temple Bar Quays can be be
wonderfully sunny from the late afternoon, great for
early evening strolls. There are good examples where
other cities enjoy their river like this, like the quays in
Paris or the south bank in London.

To realise this potential,
we PROPOSE:
1. Creating a tree lined promenade along the river
2. Reducing traffic to one lane only for buses, taxis and

cyclists. This will enable the pavements to be
widened, giving pedestrians priority, and perhaps
creating places for rollerbladers and skateboarders.

3. Increasing visual contact with water by creating
views through the quay wall parapet.

4. Making more of the existing gateways at the
Hapenny, Millennium and Grattan Bridges and
creating new gateways at other entrances into
Temple Bar, particularly at the O’Connell Street end

5. Making new urban ‘Places", with public seating,
street art, sculpture and information, like for instance
in front of St. Michael and John’s and the Civic
Offices and at the Corner of Aston Quay and
Westmoreland Street.
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11. USING THE RIVER

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City 
Council.
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1. Christchurch gardens.
2. Narrow pavement outside Olympia.
3. Central Bank Plaza.

3.

2.

1.



Dame Street and Lord Edward Street form the
formidable southern edge to Temple Bar. It is
noisy, fast, unattractive and dirty. Pavements are
narrow, uncomfortable and dangerous, and
traffic dominates. There is little sense of route or
progression or awareness of Temple Bar walking
along this street. However, there are some
pleasant places, all rather isolated and
struggling for success, like Christchurch
Gardens, Central Bank Plaza and Foster Place.

Historically, this east-west axis was created by the Wide
Streets Commissioners when Lord Edward Street was
formed to create a direct link between Trinity College
and Christchurch Cathedral and the Old City beyond, to
draw movement and encourage the centre of gravity of
the city westwards.

To improve matters we
PROPOSE:
1. Doubling the width of pavements on the Temple Bar

side to encourage a  major pedestrian route and
tourist trail between Trinity and the Cathedrals and
Old City, widening locally to deal with, for instance,
audience overspill at the Olympia.

2. Punctuating this route with interlinked places, like a
string of pearls, starting at Foster Place, then the
Central Bank Plaza, Georges Street Place, the Olympia
and Millennium Gardens, City Hall, Cow’s Lane and
finally Christchurch Gardens. Each of these is about
three minutes apart by foot. As well as being events
on the route, these places would act as gateways
into Temple Bar, complete with maps, information,
signage and pedestrian road crossings.
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12. DAME STREET EDGE

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City 
Council.
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The south east corner of Temple Bar (Foster
place and the Bank of Ireland) is unusual, as it
doesn’t really feel like Temple Bar. It addresses
College Green, Trinity College and Grafton Street
and is physically cut off from the rest of Temple
Bar. The Bank of Ireland could be an important
stakeholder in the area but it is not. Trinity
College has recently acquired buildings between
Foster Place and Anglesea Street, and is
planning to turn the vast banking hall into the
University Registration Hall, effectively
becoming Trinity’s front door. TCD could also
become a major stakeholder in Temple Bar.

The challenge is to connect Bank of Ireland, TCD and
Foster Place physically and spiritually into Temple Bar.
We believe that all parties could benefit. Part of the 1991
Framework Plan includes connections from Foster Place
to Fleet Street. We would like to reactivate this idea.

With the agreement of all the
parties involved, we would
PROPOSE:
1. Pedestrianising Foster Place – relocating the taxis

and pruning the magnificient trees.

2. Connecting through the new TCD Registration Hall to
Anglesea Street and Cope Street.

3. Connecting through the ground floor of the car park
to Fleet Street with an arcade of shops.

4. Creating a new galleria of smart shops, entered
through the archway at Westmoreland Street,
connecting through Fleet Street, like the Burlington
Arcade in London.
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13. COLLEGE GREEN GATEWAY

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, Bank of Ireland, Bank
of Ireland Arts Centre, Trinity
College Dublin.
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Frequency of entrances to shops, bars, restaurants, hotels or galleries.

3.

Proposed development of the Central Spine.



The development of an east/west spine along
Fleet Street and Essex Street was central to the
1991 Framework Plan. This has been
implemented with a fair degree of success
although not exactly as originally envisaged.

We support the principle and would like to see it
strengthened by completing the original plan (where
possible) and by proposing new ideas in response to ‘as
found’ situations.

Currently, the level of activity along the spine is not
always consistent. A survey of the frequency of shops,
hotels, restaurants and pubs, along the street clearly
shows two zones of  lesser activity – Fleet Street and
East Essex Street. Extra consideration should be given to
these quiet areas to increase energy and thereby
improving continuity along the spine.

We PROPOSE to reinforce the
spine with events and to
improve continuity by:
1. Developing the Westmoreland Street Gateway.
2. Planting a line of trees in Fleet Street.
3. Providing a link to Foster Place.
4. Reviving Temple Bar Square.
5. Developing a significant gateway into Meeting

House Square and through to the quays.
6. Landscaping and ongoing activity in Essex Street East.
7. Providing a crossing and linkage to the Old City

across Parliament Street.
8. Developing a landmark building on the corner of

Exchange Street.
9. Developing an active use for Ss Michael and John’s.
10. Providing a magnet and destination at the west end

of the spine.
11. Developing a distinct character for the central spine,

using feature and floodlighting, signage and 
street lighting.
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14. CENTRAL SPINE

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, Temple Bar
Properties, TASCQ.
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1. The square is looking run-down.
2. People sit looking away from the square and the sun.
3. Possible new flower market.

3.

2.

1.



Temple Bar Square is the physical heart of
Temple Bar, at the crossing of the main north-
south and east-west routes through Temple Bar.
It was designed by Group ’91 Architects, as “a
carnival space, a place for young people and
tourists, a small public open space carved out of
the dense urban fabric”. It has the potential to
be a wonderful neighbourhood ‘place’ but is
already looking run down. It needs a new lease
of life.

We PROPOSE:
1. Improving the activity and appearance around the

edges. On the north side, the new building is looking
tacky. Windows should be cleaned, plant boxes
maintained, all shop units should be occupied and
commercial overspill from shops should be controlled.
On the east, we would encourage Eircom to turn the
ground floor of their building into a shop or public
facility or sell up. On the south, we would welcome
the opening up of shop entrances to the square.

2. Improving the usability of the square. Provide public
seating (at the moment people sit on the north facing
steps, looking away from the square), information
about Temple Bar showing maps and routes and
advertising events, bins and good lighting.

3. Improving the everyday activity of the square.
Wouldn’t it be great if there was a permanent flower
market, like Grafton Street, O’Connell Street and
Camden Street?  We would also like to encourage
and facilitate "extraordinary things" like public
performances by buskers or local cultural organisations.

4. Improving the soft landscaping. The trees are too
small and the wrong species, and in the present
position divide the square in two.

5. Improving the ground surface: part of the square is
arranged as a podium, with steps down to the street.
This separates it unnaturally from the cobbled
streets. We would favour a gently sloping square,
level with and connected to the streets.
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15. TEMPLE BAR SQUARE

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, Temple Bar
Properties, TASCQ, all building
owners on Temple Bar Square.
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1. Open-air cinema on a summers’ evening.
2. Defences up.
3. Pattern of use.
4. The Temple Bar Food Market.
5, 6, 7, 8  Retractable roof operational.

3.

1.
2.

2.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.



Meeting House Square is a beautiful, semi-
private public square, at its best when hosting
cinema and theatre or the very popular
Saturday Food Market. It’s at its worst when it’s
raining, or when it’s empty, or at night time
when the semi-cut off space can be a refuge for
drug addicts and rough sleepers.

The buildings and uses around the square contribute
little to the life of the place, except on occasion. The
stage on the Ark remains closed most of the time, the
Photographic Archive and ground floor of the Gallery of
Photography interact little with the square and the Eden
Restaurant has set up visual and physical defences, using
green terrace screens and a large canopy. The restaurant
terrace ‘occupies’ the square, whilst contributing little.
As the square is not on the way to anywhere, it will never
have high footfall and as nobody lives in the square and
there are no front doors onto it, it will not benefit from
passive surveillance or high activity. Meeting House
Square should be seen as a destination rather than a
natural part of a route somewhere.

We PROPOSE the following:
1. To improve the everyday activity around the edges

- Encourage The Ark to use the square more – 
introduce a door and way down and use stage 
more often.

- Encourage the National Photographic Archive to 
improve links with the Square with higher profile
exhibitions, and perhaps change ground floor to 
a café, permanent food market or Temple Bar 
information hub.

- Encourage Eden to connect with the Square in a 
less defensive manner – remove the green fence 
dividers, remove the fixed canopy so that chairs 
and tables can spill out more, remove dense 
inappropriate trees and replace them with higher
and visually lighter acacia trees or similar.

- Encourage the Irish Film Institute to use the back
door onto the square.

- Introduce new life by placing two seedbed units 
into the corner of Meeting House Square and the 
IFI Court.

2. To improve security
Replace the gates on Eustace Street, Essex Street and
Sycamore Street with well designed, beautiful and
climb proof gates. Extend the CCTV system into the
square, especially corner areas and generally improve
public lighting.

3. To encourage an active programme of events
The space should be made easily ‘available’ and
affordable for exhibitions and performances. All
installations and events should be temporary to
allow for the Temple Bar Food Market to continue
every Saturday.

These may include:
(i) Seasonal events, e.g. Halloween, Christmas, St.

Patrick’s Day, etc.
(ii) City events e.g. EU presidency, No Car Day,

Bloomsday, May Day, etc.
(iii) Citywide societies (like Freshers week)  
(iv) Children’s Week e.g. alternative funfair,

merryground, etc.
(v) Showcase for all cultural facilities, especially 

those around (like School of Photography).
(vi) Temporary performance spaces (other than Ark stage).
(vii) Extension of the Temple Bar Food market.

We suggest that TBP appoint a curatorial team to
organise these events.

4. To improve the usability of the square
To increase the square’s usability and certainty of
programming we propose a retractable rainscreen
roof so the space remains open air, but covered when
necessary.

This roof is designed to be like four upside-down quarter
umbrellas that open up to cover over the square. They are
mounted on four steel posts, one in each corner of the
square carefully positioned not to impede sight lines or
clash with surrounding buildings. When it rains, water is
collected in hoppers and drains down inside the steel posts.
The covering of the roof would be a semi-transparent man-
made fabric to allow daylight in when closed.
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16. MEETING HOUSE SQUARE

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Temple Bar
Properties, all cultural
organisations and businesses
on Meeting House Square.
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1. Old City gateway?
2. View from East Essex Street.
3. New building as eyecatcher.

3.

2.

1.



As discussed earlier, strengthening the spine is
vital to the plan. This is particularly important
between Meeting House Square and the Old
City. We must do everything we can to improve
the physical and visual connections.

Present Problems

1. There is a long stretch with little or no activity.
2. East Essex Street is particularly bland looking, hard

and cold.
3. The road is very wide and pavements are narrow.
4. Parliament Street, with its busy traffic, effectively

forms a barrier and physically cuts off the Old City.
5. There is no visible destination, eye catcher or

threshold into Old City.

We must try to draw people through to the Old City from
the rest of Temple Bar.

We PROPOSE:
(i) Widening the pavements and making a single

carriageway, with traffic slow down controls along
East Essex Street.

(ii) Planting a line of trees along the North side of Essex
Street (to lead the eye towards the Old City)
interspersed with public seating looking south.

(iii) Encouraging street activity, perhaps led by the
Project Theatre and the Clarence Hotel.
Install some seedbed pods on the gap site next to
the Clarence Hotel.

(iv) Carrying paving across Parliament Street to give
visual priority to pedestrians, similar to the new
pavements and road by the GPO, in O’Connell Street.

(v) Developing ‘Essex Gate’ symbolically as the position
of the former gate into Dublin and the City wall.

(vi) Developing the crucial site on the corner of Essex
Street and Exchange Street to act as an eye-catching
building. Ideally, the site should be acquired in the
public interest and a design competition run for a
landmark building. If this is not possible, in the short
term we would suggest constructing a scaffolding
tower, clad in mesh and lit from the inside, like a
beacon. Alternatively, we would propose a stack of
seedbed pods.
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17. GATEWAY TO THE OLD CITY

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, businesses and
cultural organisations along
East Essex Street, Parliament
Street and the Old City,
TASCQ, local residents.



47



Central to the Group ‘91 Plan was the main east-
west spine of Fleet Street, Temple Bar and Essex
Street with thresholds at the entrances,
incidence along the route and destination at
the ends.

Originally in 1991, it was planned to create a
public swimming pool, a new market square, a
bus terminus, a multi-storey short term car park
and Viking Museum at the west end. Only the
Viking Centre came about, and now that’s gone.
Linkages between central Temple Bar and Old
City have not been successful and it’s now a
good time to reassess. Today, the Old City is
different in nature to the rest of Temple Bar,
being primarily residential. However there are
also shops and businesses, and crucial to
improving footfall and the meaning of the spine
is to have a magnet at the west end. And it’s
there already – the Dublin City Council Civic
Offices.

The extension of the Civic Offices in 1994 incorporated a
westward extension of the Essex Street spine, leading to
the open air amphitheatre and then beyond towards the
Liberties. It’s a great idea but has not worked well to
date because of the lack of activity along it and
consequential lack of passive surveillance. We believe
this way through should be kept open and made more
successful.

We PROPOSE to:
1. Pedestrianise East Essex Street and take the street

surfacing across Fishamble Street to link to the Civic
Offices.

2. Rejig the service entrance into the City Council
basement car park, to take it off the Essex Street axis

3. Make much more of the City Wall connection,
currently marked out half-heartedly on the
pavement.

4. Activate the way through by positioning seedbed
pods along the route and by reopening the south
entrance into Civic Offices atrium.

5. Create a ‘Citizenship Centre" in the ground and
basement area of Block A of the Civic Offices, open to
the public and accessed off the route. This would
contain a vast model of the city (itself a tourist
attraction) present the remnant of the city wall and
host programmes to promote the importance of
good citizenship and effective democracy. It would be
linked to schools for civic, social and political
education courses.

6. Open up the City Council car park in the evening and
weekends for public use.
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18. A WEST END MAGNET

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Dublin City
Council, TASCQ, local
residents and businesses.
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1. Lights and banners obscure view.
2. “Activate" threshold with seedbed pods.

2.

1.



Cow’s Lane is a new retail street, feeling isolated
in the middle of the Old City. The Cow’s Lane
Fashion and Design Market has been a great
success but most of the time the street suffers
from relatively low footfall compared to some
other parts of Temple Bar. The entrance from
Lord Edward Street is easy to miss and once into
Cow’s Lane, there is a stretch where nothing
much happens. The flag poles and light poles
are unsuccessful as they obscure the view down
the street towards the gable end of 
the church.

We PROPOSE to:
1. Re-energise the way in. The Lord Edward Street

entrance to Cow’s Lane should be completely
rethought. We propose an intensity of use, high
visibility, and a feeling of threshold. To do this, we
propose to activate the way through with a stack of
seedbed pods including a new kiosk at ground floor
level, complete with an interactive screen with
information about the Old City and Temple Bar. On
the opposite wall, we propose an interactive kinetic
sculpture on the gable end of the Commissioners
building. This would be something moving,
colourful, fun and eye-catching. At the press of a
button a kinetic sequence would commence.

2. Remove all flagpoles and lights that presently obscure
the church. A row of flowering cherry trees could be
planted on the east side – interspersed with
streetlights to visually rebalance the asymmetrical
street. Perhaps we could use the hill to our
advantage, with a bubbling channel of water, flush
with the pavement, drawing people down from Lord
Edward Street in the direction of the flow.

3. Redevelop Ss Michael and John’s Church.
Fundamental to drawing people into Cow’s Lane is the
Ss Michael and John’s complex, crucially positioned
along Essex Street West at the way into Cow’s Lane,
and potentially helping to link the Old City to the river.

Within this, we recommend:

(a) Improve connectivity by reactivating the former rear
entrance into the church along Essex Street and also
the main entrance facing the quays to encourage a
public way through the main church building.

(b) Encourage appropriate uses and divide the complex
into separate but complementary elements.

(c) Encourage the ground/basement of church to be
publicly accessible, free and controlled, with perhaps
a retail use.

(d) First Floor of church could be a performance/
rehearsal space.

(e) Girls’ School (Essex Street): on the ground floor a café
could spill out into Essex Street and the courtyard.
The first floor offices could be used for cultural
support.

(f) Basement of courtyard: the internal, introverted
space could be used as a TV studio, film studios or a
recording studio.

(g) Boys’ School (Exchange Street Lower): reinstate floors
to make smaller rehearsal  spaces or smaller
performance spaces for theatre or dance productions
or cultural offices.
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19. COW’S LANE

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Temple Bar
Properties, Old City traders,
TASCQ, Dublin City Council,
local residents.
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1. A new public place by Ss Michael and John’s.
2. A new attraction for Dublin.
3. Observation balloon at Neuchatel, Switzerland.
4. Looking back down to landing platform.
5. Visible from afar.

2.

3.

4.

1.



The final idea is spectacular – something that
ties together many of the other points into a
highly possible and viable proposal.

It draws from many of the themes of the Plan, already
set out, like making the most of the river, drawing people
down along revitalised south quays, increasing the
profile and footfall in the Old City, helping Temple Bar to
reach out to the whole city, while being a major tourist
attraction in its own right.

Wouldn’t it be great to get a view of the city centre from
above?  We propose a tethered observation balloon,
operated off a temporary platform in the river. It would
be positioned on the axis of Ss Michael and John’s in the
centre of river, reached by a lightweight drawbridge from
a newly created public space in front of the church.

The balloon would be filled with helium rather than hot
air and tethered to the platform with a retractable steel
cable. It would take about thirty passengers on each
trip. It would be visible from O’Connell Bridge, drawing
people down the Quays, be visible (on axis) from Lord
Edward Street down Cow’s Lane, and be seen from all
over the city.

It is an ideal location, right in the city centre. Passengers
in the balloon would enjoy a changing view depending
on altitude. It would provide a higher vantage point
than either the Guinness Storehouse or Smithfield
Chimney and would be more central. This proposal is
reversible and could easily be dismantled in Winter if
desired. Similar balloons already operate successfully in
Paris and Bordeaux in France and in Neuchatel in
Switzerland – in a water location.

We are also inspired by the London Eye, which has
transformed the south bank in London, producing a
major tourist attraction and creating high footfall right
into the evening. The balloon would make a nice
counterbalance to the Spire, which doesn’t have an
observation platform, and would provide Dublin with
both a pin and a balloon. It is on an axis with Cow’s Lane
and would help to make a new place in front of the
church. It would be a wonderful tourist attraction, in the
right place.
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20. A VIEW FROM ABOVE

WHO COULD HELP MAKE
THIS HAPPEN: Temple Bar
Properties, Old City traders,
TASCQ, Dublin City Council,
residents.
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Conclusion

We believe that all ideas in the plan are deliverable, if
stakeholders are prepared to support them collectively.
In many cases, funding and legislation already exist to
implement many of the proposals. For some, private
sector funding or sponsorship will be required and others
could pay for themselves over time, like the seedbed
pods, the retractable roof for Meeting House Square and
the observation balloon.

The everyday workings and the immediate future of
Temple Bar are in the hands of many: Dublin City Council,
traders, residents, cultural groups, hoteliers, publicans,
TASCQ, businesses, local representatives, Temple Bar
Properties, the Gardaí and others. We hope that over the
next few months this Plan will become the focus for
debate, a catalyst for conversation and the basis of
policy-making for the area. To this end, we would
encourage you to comment on any proposals in the plan
by completing the feedback form at the back of this
publication, or via the Temple Bar Properties website
(www.templebar.ie). These will be given close
consideration and may be incorporated into the final
Plan due for publication as a submission to the Dublin
City Draft Development Plan 2005-2011.
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Howley Harrington Architects would like to thank the following organisations and individuals for their support,
assistance and contributions to the preparation of this Urban Framework Plan:

Dermot McLaughlin, Martin Harte, Fergus Byrne, John Quillinan and all at Temple Bar Properties; Matt McNulty and
the board of Temple Bar Properties; Dick Gleeson, Jim Barrett, Michael Stubbs, Eileen Brady, Martin Kavanagh and
Kevin O'Sullivan of Dublin City Council; members of TASCQ [Traders in the Area supporting the Cultural Quarter]; local
traders, publicans and hoteliers Martin Keane, Paul Fitzpatrick, Robert Van Eerde, Ulla Enkvist, Titta Isokuortti, Garret
O'Hagan, Tom Cleary; local residents Siobhan Collins, Margaret Cullen, Frank McDonald, Colm Mc Eochaidh; Yvonne
Farrell and Ger Carty of Grafton Architects, Paul Keogh and Rachel Chidlow of Paul Keogh Architects, Sheila O'Donnell
of O'Donnell and Twomey Architects and Shane O'Toole, all former members of Group '91 Architects; Dave Bunworth of
Bewley's Oriental Cafes; Tim Cooper, Director of Buildings TCD; Con Costello of Mapflow; Tammy Dillon; Emma Kelly;
Tanya Kiang of the Gallery of Photography; Ian Lumley of An Taisce; Laura Magahy; Felix McKenna of Eircom; Barry
O'Kelly, Jenny Kirkwood of the Bank of Ireland Arts Centre; Patrick Sutton of the Gaiety School of Acting; Eric van
Lennep, Ben Whelan, Davie Phillip of Sustainable Ireland; Siobhan Sexton of Higgins Gardner and Partners;  and our
collaborating consultants Alan Sherwood and Dorothea Burger.



WE WELCOME YOUR COMMENTS
We invite observations or submissions regarding A FUTURE FOR TEMPLE BAR - Urban Framework
Plan 2004 from members of the public and other interested parties. Please use this form to give us
your comments on any of the chapters or proposals that you read in this document.

You can also make comments via the Temple Bar Properties website at www.templebar.ie
Tá leagan Gaeilge ar fáil ar www.templebar.ie

Name

Address

Email [if available]

Age group                  Under 15                         15-24                         25-34                          35-44                         45+

Occupation

Do you:  Live in Temple Bar    Own residential property in Temple Bar

Own commerical property in Temple Bar Own a business in Temple Bar

Work in Temple Bar None of the above

Do you have any comments on any aspect of the Urban Framework Plan?

Are there other areas of concern that you have about Temple Bar that we did not mention?  Please tell us more about these.

Are there any facilities you would like to see in Temple Bar?

Do you have suggestions for improving the area?

If you had to choose three things as priorities for Temple Bar for the next 5 years, what would they be?

Completed feedback forms and any additional written submissions or observations should be marked 'Urban Framework Plan'
and submitted to Temple Bar Properties Ltd, no12 East Essex Street, Temple Bar, Dublin 2 by Wednesday March 31 2004. 

For further information, please telephone Temple Bar Properties Ltd at 01.677 2255.



ADDITIONAL COMMENTS



Howley Harrington Architects

Howley Harrington Architects was formed in 1996 by Seán Harrington and James Howley and currently is a practice of
fourteen based on O'Connell Street in Dublin. The practice is committed to high standards of contemporary design
and equally high standards in the sensitive conservation of historic buildings and places. Howley Harrington Architects
was the designer of the award-winning Millennium Bridge in Dublin city, the commission for which was the result of an
international competition in 1998. The practice is responsible for several large social and affordable housing projects
throughout the country, many of which have involved close consultancy and liaison with the community. These include a
new energy efficient and sustainable development on Holles Street, Dublin 2, the design for which was the winner of
the Affordable Housing Block competition in 2001. In the field of conservation, the practice is currently overseeing work
at Russborough in Co. Wicklow and Lambay Castle on Lambay Island, has been accredited in Grade 1 in Conservation
by the RIAI and has just published the Shopfront Design Guidelines for the O'Connell Street Conservation Area for
Dublin City Council. Howley Harrington Architects has been retained by Temple Bar Properties Ltd for the last six years
to advise on planning matters.

Alan Sherwood

Alan qualified as an accountant in 1993 and has worked as a tourism analyst and business consultant since 1997.
During this period he worked with a large range of Government agencies and private clients, both nationally and
internationally. Previous to this, he worked for the Irish Tourist Board as a Business Development Consultant where he
was responsible for the evaluation of capital projects and strategic assignments, including assisting in the development
of many large scale tourism projects. Consulting with this wide scope of clients has provided Alan with a range of
experience in many disciplines including business development planning, project development, finance, European
funding , management, business analysis and marketing.

Dorothea Burger

Dorothea is a landscape Architect [Dipl. Eng.] and graduated from FH Geisenheim in Germany in 1994. She worked on
several urban regeneration projects and outdoor sports and play facilities in Germany before starting work for LUAS in
Dublin in 1998. Since 2000, she has been developing and implementing the Landscaping Strategy for Ballymun
Regeneration Ltd.



TEMPLE BAR PROPERTIES

design by w
w

w
.reddog.ie

Temple Bar Properties Ltd
12 East Essex Street
Temple Bar
Dublin 2

Maoin Bharra an Teampaill Teoranta
12 Sráid Essex Thoir
Barra an Teampaill
Baile Átha Cliath 2

t +353.1.6772255
f +353.1.6772525
e info@templebar.ie
w www.templebar.ie

© Temple Bar Properties 2004

Photographs on cover, introduction page 
and page 7, 15 and 17 are courtesy of 
Temple Bar Properties.

Photographs by: Ros Kavanagh, Pat Redmond,
Peter Maybury and Cuan Hanly.




