To:
Each Member of Waterford City Council

URBAN DESIGN FRAMEWORK / LOCAL AREA PLAN FOR THE NORTH QUAYS AREA OF WATERFORD CITY.

1. The proposed variation / modifications to the Urban Design Framework / Local Area Plan for the North Quays Area were placed on public display from 19th May, 2008 to 20th June, 2008.  Written submissions in relation to the proposed variations / modifications must be taken into consideration before the making of the Local Area Plan.

2. Eight written submissions were received within the prescribed period.

3. The persons or bodies who made submissions are:-

	DATE RECEIVED
	NAME
	ADDRESS

	1.  13/06/08
	Fiona Pericho
	5 The Cloisters, John’s Hill, Waterford



	2.  13/06/08
	Dover Developments Ltd.,
	Passage Cross, Waterford.

	3.  23/6/2008
	DOEHLG, Spatial Policy Section.
	Custom House, Dublin 1.

	4.  23/06/08
	Miriam Fitzpatrick
	9 Rockshire House, Ferrybank, Waterford.



	5.  23/06/08
	4th Year Architecture Students
	C/o Miriam Fitzpatrick, Department of Architecture, WIT, Cork Road, Waterford.

	6.  20/06/08
	The Port of Waterford
	c/o Colin Buchanan, 8 Windsor Place, Dublin 2.

	7.  20/06/08
	Gryphon Waterford.
	c/o Kenneth Wigham Architects,  Wyse House, Adelphi Quay, Waterford.



	8.  25/06/08
	DOEHLG, Development Applications Unit
	Custom House, Dublin 1.




Summary of Issues Raised and Responses.

1. Fiona Pericho

The amenities of, and the views from the Sion Row Cottages should be protected.

This submission repeats the contents of an earlier submission on the Draft Plan which was considered by the Council.  It does not refer to any of the proposed variations / modifications.
2. Dover Developments Ltd.

This submission refers to a plot of land between Dock Road and the railway line and enquires if any part of the lands will be required for access roads or road widening.  While it is unlikely that the lands would be affected by access roads or road widening this will only become clear at detailed design stage.  The submission does not refer to any of the proposed  variations / modifications.

3. D.O.E.H.L.G., Spatial Policy Section.

The submission welcomes the modified guidance on flood risk in the document which reflects the most up to date current information, and has no objection to the other proposed modifications.  Reference is made to matters referred to in an earlier submission i.e. the Habitats Directive and the Water Framework Directive.

It is recommended that the modified guidance on flood risk be retained in the adopted plan.

4. Miriam Fitzpatrick.

The submission queries the plan making process and claims that the plan is not prescriptive enough.

The plan making process as set down in the Planning and Development Act, including the prescribed timeframe, has been followed, but in addition a public meeting was held in the Ferrybank area.
The level of prescription in the Draft Plan was an issue which was discussed in some detail by the Council and the Draft was deemed to be overly prescriptive.  It is recommended that the proposed modifications to the Draft which address this issue should be retained in the adopted plan.

5. WIT Architectural Students.

This submission reiterates the contents of a previous submission on the Draft Plan and refers to the plan-making timeframe, the level of prescription in the plan, existing structures o the North Wharf, severance by the rail lines and sustainability issues.  No reference is made to any of the proposed modifications or variations.

6. The Port of Waterford Company.

This submission broadly welcomes the proposed variations / modifications to the Draft Plan and indicates that the amended document presents a more viable and realisable vision for the future development of the North Quays.

7. Gryphon Waterford.

This submission summarises and reiterates the contents of a submission made at Draft Plan stage in relation to a new vehicular bridge, foreshore development, open space, the railway station and parking.  The submission does not refer to any of the specific amendments / modifications.  The earlier submission was fully considered by the Council and variations were proposed, however these are not referred in the submission.

8. D.O.E.H.L.G. – Development Applications Unit.

This submission refers to the archaeological and built heritage in general terms and recommends that the plan take cognisance of the objectives on the heritage contained in the Waterford City Development Plan, and in the guidelines on archaeological heritage protection issued by the Department.

A later submission, received outside the prescribed period, referred to the need to assess underwater archaeology in any development proposals.

The Local Area Plan / Urban Design Framework will be consistent with the Waterford City Development Plan and the relevant policies and guidelines will be taken into account in the consideration of any development proposals.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended to the Council that the Draft Urban Design Framework / Local Area Plan for the North Quays Area, as modified by the variations proposed by the Council at the meeting of the Council on May 12th 2008, be adopted and made as the statutory Local Area Plan for the area.

M. Walsh,

City Manager.

9th July, 2008

