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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORKS - CONSULTATION

1.1.1 Details of the proposed Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme, were advertised

in the local press on Tuesday 16th of June 2015 and placed on public display from 16th

of  June,  2015  to  28th  of  July  2015,  in  accordance  with  Part  8  of  the  Planning  and

Development Regulations 2001 – 2011, and the Planning and Development Act, 2000 –

2012.

1.1.2 The public consultation process involved:

Three Public Meetings.

Numerous workshops with public representatives.

Numerous engagements with public representatives, members of the public in both

groups and as individuals.

1.2 SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED WORKS

1.2.1 Description of works from the site notice is as follows:

“Waterford City & County Council propose to carryout the following development:

Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme. Public realm upgrades include new hard

surfacing including stone paving, upgraded lighting, new street furniture and landscaping.

The streets affected include Colbeck Street, St. Francis Place, Olaf St., High St. (part),

Lady Lane, Michael St., John St. (part). Colbeck Street, St Francis Place and Olaf St are

within an Architectural Conservation Area.  Arundel Square will be developed into a new

urban  plaza  and  the  Apple  Market  will  be  improved  with  a  new  open  sided  glass  and

stainless steel roof.  A ‘Urilift’ is to be located in John St.

Alterations including some of the following changes; traffic circulation, restriction of

vehicular  access,  widening  of  carriageways,  conversion  to  two  way  or  one  way  traffic

flows, ancillary civil works and realignment on part or all of the following streets: Arundel

Square, Cork Rd., Browns Lane, Mayors Walk, Patrick St., Stephen St., Bachelors Walk,

Peter St., Bakehouse Lane, Lady Lane, Castle St., Railway Sq., Manor St., Bath St., Manor

Hill,  Convent  Hill,  John  St.,  the  Apple  Market,  Olaf  St.,  St.  Francis  Pl.,  Michael  St.,

Henrietta  St.  and  Baileys  New  St.  The  stone  boundary  wall  (within  the  curtilage  of

protected structures, RPS Nos. 92, 95) to The College St. Campus on the Cork Rd. to be

removed.”

1.2.2 All  works  will  be  carried  out  in  accordance  with “Architectural Heritage Protection,

Guidelines for Local Planning Authorities”, DEHLG 2004.

1.2.3 A  Part 8 procedure is required in accordance with the Planning & Development Act 2000-

2012, Part XI (section 179), to facilitate these works.

1.2.4 In accordance with the Planning & Development Regulations 2001 as amended, Part 8,

Section  82,  Waterford  City  & County  Council  gave notice  of  their  proposal  to  carry  out

said works to the relevant prescribed bodies namely:

An Comhairle Ealaion

Board Failte Eireann

An Taisce

The Minister for Arts, Heritage & Gaeltacht

The Heritage Council

Southern Regional Assembly

Department or Transport, Tourism and Sport

Garda Superintendent of Waterford

Forfas

OPW Planning Referrals, Waterford

1.2.5 Submissions  were  invited  and  the  closing  date  was  before  4pm on  11th  August  2015.

Written submissions in relation to the proposed development must be taken into

consideration before proceeding.

1.3 SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED

1.3.1 There were 76 submissions received within the prescribed period, as detailed within

Chapter 2 of this report.



Waterford City Urban Renewal Scheme 2015
Chief Executive’s Report

Waterford City and County Council 152050

1.4 PLANNING POLICY

1.4.1 The proposed development is in keeping with the aims of the current city development

plan. The proposed works area is within both a Conservation Area and Architectural

Conservation Area. The works area is also within National Monument Zone of Notification

and the site zoning is mixed including city centre commercial, general business and

residential. Part of the works area is within Flood Zone A&B. Screening for an Appropriate

Assessment has been carried out.

1.4.2 It is the policy of the city development plan:

Core Policies:

To develop a tourism product of national and international standing. (POL 1.1.8)

To have an Arts and Culture product which is of national and international standing

and is an economic driver for the Gateway. (POL 1.1.13)

Retain Healthy City status. (POL 1.1.14)

Core Strategy Objectives:

To protect and enhance the vibrancy and vitality of Waterford City Centre. (OBJ

2.1.7)

Economic Development Policies

To facilitate and promote the balanced and sustainable economic development of the

City as a national gateway. (POL 3.0.1)

To create a City with a vital and vibrant commercial core facilitating the juxtaposition

of an appropriate range of commercial, heritage, riverside, amenity and residential

uses. (POL 3.0.3)

To  further  develop  the  tourism  product  of  the  City  including  the  provision  of  new

attractions and facilities including the development of the city as a centre of artistic

and cultural excellence (OBJ 3.0.9)

To  protect  and  strengthen  the  retail  primacy  of  the  city  within  the  region.  (OBJ

3.0.10)

Tourism Policies

Facilitate and encourage sustainable tourism development, which is based on and

reflects the city’s distinctive history, culture and environment. (POL 3.7.4)

Strengthen the city’s position as a tourism destination by promoting and facilitating

the further development of sustainable tourism infrastructure and attractions. (POL

3.7.5)

Retail Policies

To  acknowledge  the  City  Centre  as  the  primary  retail  centre  for  and  reinforce  this

role. (POL 4.3.1)

To facilitate the expansion of, and improvement in the quality of the retail offer.

(POL 4.3.2)

To protect the retail function of the core shopping area. (POL 4.3.3)

Promote the development of opportunity sites in the core shopping area and other

identified edge of centre sites for appropriate City Centre retail development. (POL

4.3.5)

The core shopping area will form the main focus and preferred location for new retail

development (POL 4.8.1)

City Centre

To promote and develop commercial synergy between City Centre Opportunity site

areas. (POL 5.4.3)

To facilitate the development of an accessible city centre, with particular reference to

persons with disabilities, pedestrians and cyclists and to improve the availability of

public transport, and short term parking, within easy reach of the central area. (POL

5.4.6)

To provide for and regulate appropriate street furniture, signage and other devices in

the public realm. (POL 5.4.7)

To retain and enhance the existing street pattern, to encourage the retention and

refurbishment of existing buildings of character, and to upgrade the physical

environment of the city centre’s streets and urban spaces. (POL 5.4.8)
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To encourage and facilitate the development of the centre’s role in the areas of arts

and culture and to encourage and facilitate the expansion of existing and the

development of new festivals. (POL 5.4.9)

To promote more City Centre residency. (POL 5.4.10)

To promote and expand sustainable tourism development in the City Centre (POL

5.4.13)

To provide for better connectivity between John Roberts Square and Railway Square

(POL 5.4.15)

To promote and enhance the evening economy in the City Centre (POL 5.4.16)

Transport

To  provide  a  citywide  cycle  network  to  link  all  areas  of  the  city  to  each  other  via

main routes. Existing and proposed extension of the City’s cycle network is also

outlined on the zoning objectives map. The proposed network is both radial and

orbital, with some elements located off street in amenity areas. (OBJ 6.2.1)

To provide additional dedicated bicycle parking racks as financial resources permit.

(OBJ 6.2.3)

To provide cycle and walking networks between neighbourhood areas, further

negating the need for car based journeys. (OBJ 6.2.4)

To further develop the existing network of cycle ways on the existing road network,

within and between the neighbourhoods, and within selected amenity areas. (OBJ

6.2.14)

Continue to develop and implement a parking strategy for the City Centre and its

fringe areas. (OBJ 6.2.15)

Continue to implement a HGV Management Strategy. (OBJ 6.2.16)

Provide public lighting on all public roads as required and appropriate. (OBJ 6.2.17)

Social, Community & Culture

To  ensure  that  the  growth  of  the  city  takes  place  in  an  orderly  manner  that  is

sustainable in terms of integrated land use, transportation and provision of

infrastructure. (POL 7.2.1)

To  support  the  further  development  of  Waterford  City  as  a  nationally  recognised

centre for culture and arts and to encourage and facilitate the provision of additional

and improved arts and cultural facilities in the City. (POL 7.6.1)

To support  and develop existing  festivals  and encourage the  establishment  of  new

festivals and events, in particular those of national and international distinction. (POL

7.6.2)

To promote Waterford City as a child friendly city. (POL 7.7.6)

Heritage

Protect, conserve and where relevant, restore and enhance the environmental

quality, character and distinctiveness of monuments, archaeological and heritage

objects, architectural heritage, flora and fauna, wildlife habitats, parks and gardens,

townscapes and riverscapes of national, regional and local importance. (POL 10.0.2)

Provide  for  the  enhancement  of  opportunities  for  access  to  and  enjoyment  of  the

heritage. (POL 10.0.3)

To protect and enhance archaeological monuments and their settings including city

walls, embankments and ditches, gates, bastions or ancillary fortifications, church

sites and associated graveyards and other monuments. (POL 10.1.1)

To  protect  the  archaeological  heritage  of  the  City  as  a  source  and  instrument  for

historical and scientific study. (POL 10.1.3)

To facilitate appropriate guidance in relation to the protection of the archaeological

heritage of the City. (POL 10.1.4)

To promote best practice in archaeological excavation and endeavour to ensure the

dissemination of the results of archaeological excavation in a timely and appropriate

manner. (POL 10.1.6)

To utilise the City Walls and Towers as an ordering device within the urban form, by

protecting and preserving and maintaining the upstanding elements and by

delineating the line of the defensive system where opportunities arise. (POL 10.1.10)

To achieve the preservation of the special character of places, areas, groups of

structures or townscape within the city by setting out Architectural Conservation

Areas of appropriate extent within the city. (POL 10.2.4)
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To protect the special heritage values, unique characteristics and distinctive features

of the Architectural Conservation Areas from inappropriate development which would

detract from the special character of the ACA. (POL 10.2.5)

To provide continuity of tree cover throughout the City, promoting the use of native

species where possible, with varied species and age distribution. (POL 10.5.2)

To promote the enhancement of the public realm and general amenity of the City

through the continued maintenance and provision of trees in the urban environment.

(POL 10.5.3)

To secure the preservation (in-situ or by record) of all sites and features of historical

and archaeological interest. (OBJ 10.1.1)

To preserve the integrity of existing archaeological monuments in their settings

including the integrity of city defences and to ensure that development in the vicinity

of a site of archaeological interest does not unduly affect the character of the

archaeological site or its setting by reason of its location, scale, bulk or detailing.

(OBJ 10.1.2)

In securing such preservation, and with regard to proposed development and/or

works within or in the vicinity of archaeological monuments in Local Authority or

State ownership or guardianship (i.e. National Monuments) to consult and to have

regard to the advice and recommendations of the National Monuments Service, the

Department of Arts, Heritage & the Gaeltacht, authorization/Ministerial Consent may

be required to proceed under Section 14 of the National Monuments Acts. (OBJ

10.1.3)

To seek to retain the existing street layout, including laneways, historic building lines

and traditional plot widths where these derive from medieval or earlier origins. (OBJ

10.1.4)

When considering development in the vicinity of upstanding archaeological/historical

monuments, to aim to achieve a satisfactory buffer area between the development

and the monument in order to ensure the preservation and enhancement of the

amenity associated with the presence of upstanding monuments within the historic

urban pattern. (OBJ 10.1.5)

When considering development in the vicinity of city defences, to aim to achieve a

satisfactory buffer area between the development and the city defences in order to

ensure the preservation and enhancement of the amenity associated with the

presence of city defences within the historic urban pattern. (OBJ 10.1.11)

To ensure when undertaking development or when permitting development that the

loss of or damage to existing trees is minimised. (OBJ 10.5.5)

1.5 EVALUATION

1.5.1 The  overall  proposal  supports  the  development  of  Waterford  as  a  Gateway  City  as

designated in the National Spatial Strategy and also supports policies at regional level as

set out in the ‘Regional Planning Guidelines for the South-East Region 2010-2022’ and

referred to in the Part 8 Planning Report of June prepared by our Economic Development

Section. The national policy objectives as outlined in the ‘Smarter Travel – A Sustainable

Transport Future’ which seeks to address the issues of congestion, over reliance on the

car, transport emissions, improved public transport infrastructure and cycling facilities

and the need to manage and integrate development and transport in a sustainable

manner are also reflected in the proposal as is  the ‘National Cycle Policy Framework,

2009-2020’  which  seeks  to  ‘ensure  that  the  urban  road  infrastructure  is

designed/retrofitted so as to be cyclist-friendly and that traffic management measures

are also cyclist friendly.’ (Objective 2).

1.5.2 The proposed development broadly supports the policies and objectives of the Waterford

City  Development  Plan  2013  –  2019  and  in  particular  will  enhance  the  vibrancy  and

vitality of the City Centre which is a key objective of the Development Plan.

1.5.3 The proposed development conforms broadly with the policies and objectives of the

current City Development Plan. Apart from the issues raised in the submissions received

and  addressed  in  this  report,  there  are  three  main  issues  which  I  consider  should  be

further addressed in the context of local policies and objectives may be summarised as :

Landscape/Trees
Archaeological Impact and
Impact on Protected Structures

Landscape/Trees

The proposed development will provide for a significant amount of tree planting including

the introduction of planting in areas currently devoid of any trees but will also necessitate

the  removal  of  a  number  of  trees,  in  particular  those  on  the  WIT  campus  at  Manor
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Street/College Street, Railway Square, Parnell Street and Poleberry. Only those trees on

the  WIT  campus  are  listed  as  being  of  Special  Amenity  Value  in  the  current  City

Development Plan wherein it is the policy

‘To protect, preserve and ensure the effective management of, trees and groups of trees,

considered to be of special amenity value included in Schedule 3. (POL 10.5.4)’

Other relevant polices include

‘To provide for the effective management and sustainability of the City’s tree stock. (POL

10.5.1)’

‘To provide continuity of tree cover throughout the City, promoting the use of native

species where possible, with varied species and age distribution. (POL 10.5.2)’

‘To promote the enhancement of the public realm and general amenity of the City

through the continued maintenance and provision of trees in the urban environment.

(POL 10.54.3)’

‘To ensure when planning to undertake development or when considering the approval or

authorisation of development that the protection, preservation and management of

existing trees of amenity value, and the implementation of a planned planting and

management scheme are provided for. (POL 10.5.5)’

Key objectives which support these policies include

‘To carry out an audit of all existing trees within the city with a view to developing and

implementing an annual arboricultural programme of planting, pruning and removal as

appropriate. (OBJ 10.5.2)’

‘To carry out an audit of all  trees of special  amenity value, listed in Schedule 3, with a

view to updating same (OBJ 10.5.3)’

‘To ensure when planning to undertake development or when considering development

proposals that adequate information to assess the impact of the proposed development

on existing trees, including tree surveys and planting and management schemes , is

provided (OBJ 10.5.4)’ and

‘To ensure when undertaking development or when permitting development that the loss

of or damage to existing trees is minimised. (OBJ 10.5.5)’

These policies and objectives must be considered in the context of transportation policies

and objectives for the City which are also outlined in the City Development Plan.

There  are  a  total  of  37  trees  within  the  foreground  of  the  WIT  campus  which  is  a

Protected Structure. The proposed development involves a major redesign of the Manor

Street/College Street/Cork Road/Bath Street junction. The development will include a

substantial  set back of the WIT campus boundary wall  to provide a bus lane, bus bay,

cycle paths, central median and turning movement for delivery lorries- this will require

the removal of 13 of the above trees. The Tree survey notes that one of these trees (T3)

is ‘in such a condition that any existing value would be lost within 10 years and which

should  be  in  the  correct  context,  be  removed  for  reasons  of  sound  arboricultural

management’ and noted that ‘it has no future potential’ given its health status. A total of

10 trees (T1, T9, T10, T11, T12, T33, T34, T35, T36 & T37) are categorised as being of

‘low quality and value currently inadequate condition to remain until new planting could

be established…’ Many of these trees are infected with leaf blotch fungus and Bleeding

Canker while others are considered to comprise of weak specimens and have crown die

back.  Two trees (T2 & T4) are of ‘moderate quality and value in such a condition as to

be able to make a significant contribution’. While reluctant to see the loss of 13 trees this

must be considered in the context of the report submitted, the long term value, the

requirement to reconcile Development Plan policies and objectives and mitigation and

compensatory proposals which include additional tree planting in the central median and

as part of the overall public realm works. The tree survey report highlights the need for a

tree management plan. I would recommend that as part of a detailed plan that additional

planting be carried out within the grounds of the WIT campus to compensate for the loss

of  these  trees.  Regard  should  also  be  had  to  the  Arboricultural  Report  and  Method

Statement being prepared and any recommendations therein. It is noted that all trees

included in the Tree Survey ‘should be subject to reassessment every two years to assess

physiological and environmental changes’.

Archaeological Impact

Given the history of Waterford City, works will be carried out within a substantial section

of  the  Zone  of  Archaeological  Potential  for  the  city  and  includes  a  number  of  National

Monuments including the City Walls and French’s Tower. Section 10.1 of the current City

Development Plan sets out policies and objectives with regard to Archaeological Heritage

and include an overall objective ‘To secure the preservation (in–situ or by record) of all

sites and features of historical and archaeological interest (OBJ 10.1.1)’. It is also an

objective to ‘preserve the integrity of existing archaeological monuments in their settings’
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and ‘to ensure that development in the vicinity of a site of archaeological interest does

not unduly affect the character of the archaeological site or its setting by reason of its

location, scale, bulk or detailing (OBJ 10.1.2)’. Furthermore, apart from the requirement

to prepare an Archaeological Assessment Report and visual impact assessment, it is an

objective ‘When considering development in the vicinity of upstanding

archaeological/historical monuments, to aim to achieve a satisfactory buffer area

between the development and the monument in order to ensure the preservation and

enhancement of the amenity associated with the presence of upstanding monuments

within the historic urban pattern (OBJ 10.1.5).’

An  Archaeological  Assessment  of  the  proposal  was  carried  out  on  behalf  of  the  City  &

County Council which makes a number of recommendations including the need for

further assessment at detailed design stage, monitoring by a qualified Archaeologist and

consultation with the National Monuments Section. It is also noted that the National

Monuments Service were consulted as part of the consultation process and have also

made a number of recommendations. Apart from the above, I would recommend that a

visual  assessment  be  included  as  part  of  any  further  detailed  design  and  would

specifically refer to proposed works at Browns Lane, Castle Street and in the vicinity of

the former Kielys Bottlers/Yard on Stephen Street.

Impact on Protected Structures.

A  total  of  126  Protected  Structures  are  listed  in  the  ‘Planning  Report’  of  June  2015  as

being located within the extent of works proposed – I note that the Shee Charity houses

(RPS 96)  at  the  junction  of  Bath  Street  with  the  Cork  Road have not  been included.  A

Protected Structure includes among others the land lying within the curtilage of the

Protected Structure however ‘curtilage’ has not been defined in the Planning Act but is

taken to includes lands immediately associated with that structure and which is in use for

the purposes of the structure.

The development will not impact directly on most of these properties and as evidenced

by existing public realm works carried out to date will enhance their setting and

contribute positively to the existing general urban layout and designated Conservation

Areas.  The proposed development will necessitate the demolition of 5 houses which are

not listed on the Record of Protected Structures but which the Department in its

submission recommended the preparation of an Architectural Appraisal. An ‘Initial

Building Assessment’ was prepared on behalf of the City & County Council.

Apart  from  Kielys  Bottlers  on  Stephen  Street  and  works  proposed  at  Castle  Street  and

Browns Lane, the greatest impact of the proposed development will  be associated with

the major reconfiguration of the Manor Street/College Street/ Cork Road/Bath Street

junction referred to at no.1 above. This has implications for four Protected Structures,

the  greatest  affecting  two  of  these.  I  would  note  that  the  Department  made  no

comments  in  regard  to  same.  A  post  box  (RPS  674)  should  be  removed  carefully  and

relocated.  Part  of  the  existing  boundary  wall  on  Bath  Street  associated  with  The  Shee

Charity/Alm houses will also be removed however the most significant impact is that

associated with works proposed to the boundary wall of the WIT campus (former Good

Shepard Convent & Chimney RPS 95 and St Dominics School RPS 92). While parts of this

red sandstone wall have been modified and removed, in particular on College Street and

at the Junction of College Street with the Cork Road, a large section remains intact along

the Cork Road frontage. The removal of this and trees mentioned above will  impact on

the setting of these Protected Structures and indirectly on the ‘setting of another

Protected Structure (RPS 91 Michael Walsh Asylum) opposite. The removal is necessary

to provide a cycle path, bus lane, bus stop and to improve the turning radi at the busy

junction  –  it  is  an  objective  of  the  current  City  Development  Plan  to  provide  bus  lanes

and cycle lanes at this location.

The former convent, a chimney and St Dominics School are all included on the National

Inventory of Architectural Heritage as being of Regional importance, however this

specifically refers only to the buildings and makes no reference to the boundary wall. The

Shee Charity houses are not included on the National Inventory. Only a section of the

original boundary wall associated with these houses remains having being removed

previously to facilitate road widening and the creation of a vehicular entrance onto Bath

Street. The remaining section of wall is located on Bath Street and includes a limestone

arched gateway, steps, cast iron gate and an internal low rubble stone wall. The overall

wall  is rendered on the Bath Street face and apart from the gateway does not read as

being an original boundary wall. The setting of these buildings has already been

compromised by the introduction of on-site parking, an ESB substation and a transformer

lattice tower. Detailed design proposals are required for this area and should include

cross sections and proposals to reuse and reinstate the original features mentioned

above – The possibility of replacing the existing concrete wall with stone should also be
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considered. The removal of this wall is necessary to improve the junction radi, and to

provide a cycle path and footpath. While there are no specific objectives for this area

within the current City Development Plan, the proposal is in line with overall policies and

objectives.  Policies and objectives with regard to Architectural Heritage are included in

section 10.2 of the current City Development Plan. As part of the Architectural

Assessment the of houses to be demolished an ‘Initial assessment’ of the Good Shepard

Convent and Shee’s Almhouses/Charity boundary walls was also included. This report

identifies the remaining section of the boundary wall to the former Good Shepard

Convent as being of streetscape value, defining the boundary of the grounds of the

former convent and contributing visually to the character of the street and surrounding

area.’  It further states that the landmark Protected Structures located at this junction,

including their curtilage and settings, ‘greatly contribute to the architectural and historic

character of the immediate area’.  The Report also notes that the proposed works at the

Bath Street side of the junction will ‘impact both physically and visually on the complex

and affect the character of the Protected Structure and the surrounding streetscape’. It

also concludes that the development will impact on the streetscape setting of St.

Margaret’s  House,  RPS  673  which  is  also  included  on  the  National  Inventory.  It  is

accepted that works at this location will indeed have a visual and physical impact on the

sites in question and on the streetscape however a balance must be stuck to ensure that

all policies and objectives are considered – removal of the remaining wall is essential to

the proposed development.  A revised layout  for this area was recently prepared having

regards to this Report and to the Tree Survey and this has sought to improve the overall

setting  by  increasing  the  area  of  soft  landscaping.  A  detailed  design  of  this  area  is

required and should be prepared in association with the additional tree planting referred

to above (Landscape/Trees).

While there are concerns re the extent of works proposed at this junction and impact on

the existing streetscape, on balance, it is noted that the area is not located within a

designated Conservation Area or a General Conservation Area and substantial

modifications have in the past been carried out to the existing boundary walls which has

already compromised their character and setting within the overall streetscape and their

relationship to the main structures. The Record of Protected Structures as it relates to

both  properties  does  not  specify  the  boundary  walls  referred  to  and  the  previous

modifications, which in themselves, have been significant, have also altered/affected and

reduced their ‘special interest’ – The purpose of a boundary wall is to define a site and it

can thus be argued in this instance that this ‘definition’ has already been seriously

compromised. Neither proposals will impact directly on the Protected Structures

themselves  and  in  terms  of  achieving  the  overall  policies  and  objectives  of  the  City

Development Plan both walls must be removed. The City Development Plan at page 139

while highlighting the need to protect and conserve the built heritage also ‘acknowledges

the continually changing environment in which we live and actively seeks and promotes

the sustainable re-use of buildings of architectural or historical interest.’ The proposal will

impact on the setting of the Good Shepard Convent and St Dominics School however,

there is, in terms of compensatory measures, an opportunity to improve its setting in

keeping with its current use so that the buildings themselves contribute visually to the

overall scheme and streetscape.
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1.6 CONCLUSION & RECOMMENDATION

Having regard to the overall national, regional and local policies and objectives in respect

of tourism development, economic development, sustainable transportation, city centre

vibrancy and vitality, architectural and archaeological heritage, visual amenity and the

importance of connectivity and permeability in the City Centre it  is considered that this

proposed  development  broadly  conforms  with  the  policies  of  Waterford  City  &  County

Council and supports the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

It is thus recommended that the amended development as here in outlined be

approved.

Such development subject to compliance with:

a) The requirements of the DoAHG, recommendations outlined in the

Archaeological Impact Assessment, the Arboricultural Report and Method

Statement being prepared.

b) The modifications outlined in Chapter 3 in response to the public submissions

received and

c) The following specific amendments or additional requirements.

A detailed survey and photographic record of all buildings to be

demolished including the boundary walls located within the curtilage of

the Protected Structures shall be prepared. This should also include

proposals for the salvage and re-use of materials including their re-use

as part of the revised/altered boundaries.

Detailed designs, including cross sections and a visual assessment for

works  proposed  at  Brown’s  Lane,  Castle  Street  and  Kielys  Bottler  on

Stephan Street and in the vicinity of the City Walls and the French

Tower  shall  be  prepared  and  submitted  to  the  Department  of  Arts,

Heritage & the Gaeltacht for agreement.

A detailed design proposal to include, as per first bullet  point  above,

proposed boundary treatment for the WIT campus and additional tree

planting  within  the  grounds  of  the  campus  together  with  details  of

both hard and soft landscaping in the area of Manor Street/College

Street/Bath Street/Cork Road and also for Railway Square and

Poleberry shall be prepared. Proposals should include cross sections

were necessary, together with visual assessments and detailed

specifications.

A full Arboricultural Report and Method Statement including details to

provide for the protection during construction of all trees, their

canopies and root systems should be prepared and recommendations

therein adhered to.
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CHAPTER 2

SUBMISSIONS
RECEIVED
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2.0 PUBLIC CONSULTATION OUTCOME

2.1 SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED

2.1.1 76 number written submissions were received within the prescribed period. The persons

who made the submissions are detailed in Table 2.1 below.

2.1.2 There were numerous submissions in support of the scheme proposals, the details of

which are summarised in Table 2.2 below.

2.1.3 A summary of the issues raised and the responses are provided in Table 2.3 below.



152050

Table 2.1: Submissions Received From

Reference Name Address Reference Name Address
A1 Jane Hovenden Mayors Walk, Waterford A42 John Farrell Castle Court, Hennessy’s Road, Waterford
A2 Mary Burke Hennessy’s Road, Waterford A43 Patrick Roche Castle Street, Waterford
A3 Adam Evans Tramore, Co. Waterford A44 Eamon Murphy Convent Hill, Waterford
A4 Sean Hayes St. Mary’s Terrace, Waterford A45 Brian Cullen Parnell St, Waterford
A5 Kathleen McGuiney Glen Thomas, Dunmore Road, Waterford A46 Helen Hurley Castle Cross, Cork Rd, Waterford
A6 Larry Hogan John St, Waterford A47 Breda Murphy Manor St, Waterford
A7 Mary Quigley Cluain a Laoi, Cork Rd, Waterford A48 Michael Murphy Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht

A8 Ann Murphy - A49 Frieda Ryan O’Reilly Road, Cork Road, Waterford
A9 Alison Byrnes (nee Greene) Woodstown, Co. Waterford A50, A50a Peter Thomson – on behalf of Cora & Anthony

Heary, Dunphy’s Shop
Parnell Street, Waterford

A10 Gerard O’Connor Colbeck St, Waterford
A11 Richie Ryan Convent Hill, Waterford A51 Evelyn O’Keefe Patrick Street, Waterford
A12 Declan White Close Gate, Castle St., Waterford A52 Paul Flynn Marian Terrace, Tramore, Waterford
A13 Noel Caulfield Mayors Walk, Waterford A53 Brian Simpson Prospect Mews, Old Tramore Road, Waterford
A14 Ignatius Mulally Patrick Street, Waterford A54 Jordana Simpson Prospect Mews, Old Tramore Road, Waterford
A15 Ann Whelan Hennessy’s Road, Waterford A55 Suzanne McClure York Road, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin
A16 Ollie Breslin Barrack St, Waterford A56 Declan Carroll Colbeck Street, Waterford
A17 Tony Wallace Cork Rd, Waterford A57 Denis McGrath St Johns Avenue, Waterford
A18 Laura Carr Sion View Terrace, Waterford A58 Paul Lenehan Tramore Road Business Par, Waterford
A19 Ron Burgess Mayors Walk, Waterford A59 Waterford Walk Cycle Campaign -
A20 Anthony Heery Cork Rd, Waterford A60 Tom Pender -
A21 Karen Ryan Castle Court, Waterford A61 Nick Donnelly Waterford Chamber
A22 Craig Harrison Priest Terrace, Convent Hill, Waterford A62 Cha O’Neill & Davy Daniels -
A23 Noel McLawrence Taxi Representative A63 Seamus & Michael Dunphy John Street, Waterford
A24 Deirdre Hayden Ballyvalla, Ferrybank, Waterford A64 Noel Frisby Canada St, Waterford
A25 Colm Hayden Ballyvalla, Ferrybank, Waterford A65 Gerard Madigan Manor Street, Waterford City
A26 Peter Primoiville Waterpark Apartments, Ballinakill, Waterford A66 Oil Dempsey Dyehouse Lane, Waterford
A27 Abigail Brennan Tramore, Waterford A67 John Cloono Waterford People Before Profit
A28 Tom & Helen Mulally Cork Road, Waterford A68 Residents & Businesses, 57 Number Signatures Stephen Street,  Carigeen Park,  Mayors Walk
A29 Jane Millea Warrington Lane, Kilkenny A69 Kitty Dower Stephen Street, Waterford
A30 Peter Wallace Arundel Square A70 Michael Garland – on behalf of several businesses,

including Gillian Bailey (on behalf of 18 number
business)

Chair Waterford Business Group
A31 Roisin Dunphy Cork Road, Waterford
A32 Cora Heery Cork Road, Waterford
A33 Catherine Ryder Patrick Street, Waterford A71 James & Elizabeth Hurley Castle Cross, Cork Rd, Waterford
A34 Kieran Walsh Priest Road, Tramore or The Quay Waterford A72 Cllr Eddie Mulligan Knockboy, Dunmore Rd, Waterford
A35 Cllr Joe Kelly Waterford City Council A73 Eoghan O’Hara and David Farrell Waterford Cycling Campaign
A36 Edward & Fidelma Dewberry New Street, Waterford A74 Brian Coakley – on behalf of Morris’s DIY Tralee, Co. Kerry
A37 Thomas Kearney - A75 Colm Ryder Cyclist.ie, C/O An Taisce, Back Lane, Dublin 8
A38 Grainne Daly Rockfield Park, Waterford A76, A76a Peter Thomson Planning Solutions – on behalf of

Patrick Brennan, Nihat Aknan, St Albans B&B &
Jim Hurley

Parnell Street, Waterford
A39 Marjorie O’Connell The Quay, Waterford
A40 Mark Deevy Parnell St, Waterford
A41 Dr. Triona Sliney Parnell St, Waterford
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Table 2.2: Summary of Comments Received In Support of the Scheme

Comments Consultation
Reference

Cycle lanes are a good idea. At the moment most cycle lanes seem to stop abruptly before traffic lights and roundabouts. It is important that the cycle lanes are continuous through roundabouts for the
safety of cyclists.

A24

Overall a positive plan. Suggestions include: 1) Increased parking with parking rates similar to that of Bolton Street car park 2) Increase volume of public vehicles (taxis, buses) at Broad street and
Barronstrand Street during the evenings and weekends to benefit visitors and locals and also increase the amount of people flow in this area as it is currently very quiet and dangerous at night.

A34

Thank you for including cycle lanes as part of this new plan. I am a keen cyclist and regularly cycle into the city centre to shop, socialise, go to mass etc. Cycling is a faster way of getting into town, parking
is easy to find and free too.

A53, A54

The extension of the cycle lane and mini plazas to Parnell Street, the inclusion of Manor Street, Bath Street and immediate connecting streets in the vicinity of Tesco Poleberry and Railway Square Shopping
Centre, and the inclusion of the Cork Road section from Manor Street to the Cork Road / Tramore Junction and the subsequent traffic alterations at the Tramore junction are all welcomed.

A59

An increased emphasis on exercise and cycling would encourage favourable health habits for the people of Waterford City and the suggested transformation would lay the foundations to move Waterford
City in a positive direction for both locals and visitors to the area.

A60

The addition of raised pedestrian crossings at a number of junctions would be welcomed. A70

Overall the following intended infrastructural works are welcomed. Covering of the Apple Market with a reflective canopy celling over the central triangular area with higher glazed covering to the edges and
over John Street to provide sheltered seating areas on the three sides of this triangular ‘square’. The improvement of the public realm through repaving and resurfacing of the street surfaces in addition to
the provision new street lighting, street furniture and public art pieces. Improved connectivity from the Viking Triangle to Broad John Robert’s Square, the retail area as a whole and the John Street Village.

A72

I welcome Brown’s Lane being a 2-way finally. A44

Welcomes proposals to have one-way system along Manor St. A47

We welcome the fact that people are at the centre of this plan and that the core of the city is to be upgraded for the benefit of pedestrians, cyclists and public transport. A59

We welcome the inclusion of Manor Street, Bath Street and immediate connecting streets in the vicinity of Tesco Poleberry and Railway Square Shopping Centre in the plan also. A59

WWCC welcome the inclusion of Cork Road section from Manor Street to the Cork Road/Tramore Road junction and the subsequent traffic alterations at the Tramore junction. A59

I write to you to indicate my support for the current development plans for the above renewal project. I urge you and Waterford County Council to progress this matter and carry out any necessary works to
transform Waterford City for the people of County Waterford and beyond.

A60

Supportive of plans to regenerate the city core through public realm improvements. A55

Cyclist.ie overall commends Waterford Council for its ambitious plans to make Waterford City Centre more people/pedestrian friendly, which in turn is guaranteed to reflect an upward trend in business
footfall and general activity in the city centre. Cyclist.ie fully supports the vision and goals for this project.

A75

We very much welcome the plans for the urban renewal scheme for the Applemarket area. A63

People Before Profit in Waterford welcome the Council Plans for the urban renewal of Waterford City Centre. It is patently obvious that our city centre requires a radical rethink and renewal plan that makes
it a place where locals want to work, play and shop, both in the day times and in the evenings.

A67

Overall the extent of the proposed works, especially the works in relation to the proposed public spaces should be welcomed. A70
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Table2.3: Summary of Issues Raised and Responses

General
Location Issue Response Consultation

Reference

Patrick
Street

The removal of car parking from the streets surrounding the
school may affect the school set-down/drop-off.

Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A). There will be no change to the quantum of available on-street vehicle
parking on Bachelors Walk and Stephen Street. 20 new parking spaces will be provided on Patrick Street whilst there
will be a loss of 13 on-street parking spaces on the Mayor’s Walk. Overall within the Mayors Walk/Stephen
Street/Patrick St/Bachelors Walk area there will be a gain of 7 parking spaces. Furthermore consideration will be given
to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater availability of car parking spaces. Residents
parking permits will be available to all residents.

A51, A68, A70

Access to a private garage and residences on Patrick Street may
be restricted

Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A). As part of the scheme proposals, a suitable access to the private garage
and residences will be retained.

A14, A33

The proposed one-way direction of travel along Patrick Street and
Alexander Street should be reversed to allow the existing taxi rank
on Peter Street to be retained.

Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A). The existing taxi rank on Peter Street will be retained as part of the
scheme proposals. The head of the taxi rank will now be located at the eastern end of Peter Street (facing the
entrance to City Square).

A23

The provision of a taxi rank on Patrick Street may result in noise
disturbance to local residents at night

Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A). The Patrick Street taxi rank will feed into the Peter Street taxi rank, with
the head of the taxi rank being located on Peter Street. As such the Patrick Street rank will operate as a holding area
for the Peter Street taxi rank. The noise activity associated with the taxi rank will be focused at the head of the taxi
rank on Peter Street. There may be some disturbance from patrons exiting the cinema and utilising the taxi rank
however this will be no greater than the current situation.

A51, A65, A69

Provide bollards on both sides of Patrick Street It is not required to implement bollards on both sides of Patrick Street as part of the scheme proposals A44

Stephen
Street

Concerns regarding the quantum of on-street parking available for
residents

Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A). There will be no change to the quantum of available on-street vehicle
parking on Bachelors Walk and Stephen Street. 20 new parking spaces will be provided on Patrick Street whilst there
will be a loss of 13 on-street parking spaces on the Mayor’s Walk. Overall within the Mayors Walk/Stephen
Street/Patrick St/Bachelors Walk area there will be a gain of 7 parking spaces.  Furthermore consideration will be given
to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater availability of car parking spaces. Residents
parking permits will be available to all residents.

A1, A38, A51,
A68, A69, A70

Is it possible to make 6 parking spaces on Stephen Street for
residents only?

Residential parking is proposed for both Hennessey’s Road and
College Street.

Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A). There will be no change to the quantum of available on-street vehicle
parking on Bachelors Walk and Stephen Street. 20 new parking spaces will be provided on Patrick Street whilst there
will be a loss of 13 on-street parking spaces on the Mayor’s Walk. Overall within the Mayors Walk/Stephen
Street/Patrick St/Bachelors Walk area there will be a gain of 7 parking spaces. Furthermore consideration will be given
to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater availability of car parking spaces. Residents
parking permits will be available to all residents. It is not possible to make Stephen’s Street parking spaces for
residents use only. The parking on Hennessey’s Road and College Street will be for the use of all vehicles, not just
residents.

A38, A69

Will the single lane traffic layout result in delays for emergency
service vehicles accessing premises?

The one-way systems will enhance vehicle circulation, maintain vehicle movements and remove existing pinch-points.
Accordingly the impact on emergency vehicles and their travel times are not considered to be materially affected.

A68
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Browns Lane The provision of the access to the proposed Applemarket
Shopping centre car park and the funnelling of traffic from three
other streets onto Browns Lane is ill thought out. The proposal
jeopardises Waterford’s medieval fabric and history.

The scheme proposals support the policy objectives of the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019). Browns Lane
will be widened to accommodate two-way vehicular traffic and as such will have adequate capacity to cater for the
anticipated level of traffic along the corridor.

An independent expert assessment of the proposals will be undertaken at the detailed design stage which will adhere
to the requirements of the Departments of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht.

Consultation will be undertaken with the National Monuments Service with regard to any requirements for development
works to be carried out under Section 14 Ministerial Consent (National Monuments Acts).

A49

The proposals would require the buttressing section of wall
(adjacent to the Singer Sewing Centre premises) to be removed.

Consultation will be undertaken with the National Monuments Service with regard to any requirements for development
works to be carried out under Section 14 Ministerial Consent (National Monuments Acts). Initial archaeological
assessments indicate that this section of wall is not of significant material value indicating the opportunity to remove to
it, further to more detailed assessments.

A49

Visual Impact Assessment of proposals in this area to be prepared
for French Tower and standing remains of city wall

This will be undertaken by the Local Authority A48

Cork Road Concerns regarding the removal of the boundary wall and trees
along the Cork Road side of the WIT College Street Campus

A tree survey has been undertaken which has influenced the amended design of the scheme with the aim of reducing
the quantum of trees to be removed. It is anticipated 13 number of trees will be removed whilst 24 number of trees
will be retained, refer to Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A). Most of the trees to be removed have been
assessed by an arborist and are considered to be approaching the end of their life and would need to be removed
within the next few years in any attempt. Where possible, semi mature trees of similar species to the existing trees will
be provided.

A27, A49

Concerns regarding the effect of scheme proposals on businesses
and private residences along the Cork Road.

Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme. As such the proposed scheme will only encroach into Shee Alms Houses, WIT,
Morris’s DIY and Government (HSE) owned lands. Access to all properties/private residences will be retained, refer to
Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A).

A27, A39, A46,
A49, A72, A58,
A64, A71, A72,
A74, A76

The proposed realignment of the Cork Road/Tramore Road
junction will result in the loss of a significant amount of parking
(on and off street) and remove the vehicular access to St Alban’s
B&B, Castle House and adjacent residential property. The
proposed adjustments will encourage motorists to remain on the
Cork Road thereby adding to congestion at the Cork Road/Inner
Ring Road junction.

Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme, refer to Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A). As such the proposed
scheme will only encroach into Shee Alms Houses, WIT, Morris’s DIY and Government (HSE) owned lands. Access to all
properties/private residences will be retained. An alternative access to St Alban’s B&B will be provided as discussed
with the property owners.

The realignment of the Cork Road/Tramore Road junction will reduce traffic speeds and make the junction safer for all
users. There is no evidence to suggest that traffic would take a longer route via the Cork Road which would double the
distance travelled to avoid the Cork Road/Tramore Road junction.

Independent traffic surveys have been undertaken on the Cork Road and the Tramore Road in the vicinity of the Cork
Road/Tramore Road junction. Additional traffic surveys will be undertaken after implementation of the scheme to
determine if there is a change in the level of traffic.

A28, A50, A74,
A72, A76,

The token changes to the Tramore Road/Cork Road junction do
not address the concern that vehicles will be discouraged from
turning into the Tramore Road. The Tramore Road at this location
should remain as a slip road in the interests of all businesses at
the junction and along the Tramore Road.

The realignment of the Cork Road/Tramore Road junction will reduce traffic speeds and make the junction safer for all
users. There is no evidence to suggest that traffic would take a longer route via the Cork Road which would double the
distance travelled to avoid the Cork Road/Tramore Road junction.

Independent traffic surveys have been undertaken on the Cork Road and the Tramore Road in the vicinity of the Cork
Road/Tramore Road junction. Additional traffic surveys will be undertaken after implementation of the scheme to
determine if there is a change in the level of traffic.

A50a, A76a

If accesses to St Albans B&B and Jim Hurley’s house are to be
removed to facilitate the Tramore Road realignment, forcing them
to park on street, they will have to park elsewhere as short term
parking will not meet their needs. This is wholly unreasonable, an
infringement of their property rights and further evidence that the
proposed realignment will not work.

Access to the existing off-road parking areas of these properties will be retained as part of the scheme proposals.
Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme, refer to Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A).

A76
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Cork Road Castle House, Doyles Concrete and Pierce Hire have a shared
vehicular access at the side of Castle House. This is a narrow
access and there is no turning space. Service vehicles therefore
have to reverse into the rear of the property. Right turn
movements in and out will be prohibited as a result of the new
scheme.

Dropped kerbs will be provided to facilitate access and will be included during the detailed design stage. The proposed
road markings will mirror the existing situation, therefore will not prevent access. Discussions between the design team
and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in modifications to the proposed scheme,
refer to Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A).

A72

Concerns regarding the proposed cycle lane turning radius from
the Cork Road to the Tramore Road

The proposed cycle facilities have been provided in accordance with the requirements of the National Cycle Manual. A74

It will only be a matter of time before service vehicles seeking to
access businesses on the Cork Road ignore the road markings and
restrictions and reverse across two lanes of traffic, the cycle lane
and the public footpath. This will be a particularly dangerous
manoeuvre outside Dunphy’s shop due to the proposed island
central reserve.

Vehicle tracking analysis will be undertaken to ensure delivery access to service areas will be retained/provided for.
Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme, refer to Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A).

A76

The scheme will hinder right turn movements from the Cork Road
into the commercial yard at the rear of Dunphy’s Shop

Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme, refer to Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A). The amended scheme will
not restrict access to the commercial yard at the rear of Dunphy’s Shop.

A50, A76

Cyclists travelling from the city centre along the Cork Road and
towards Tramore have the option of using the segregated
Greenroute cycle /walk way between Poleberry and the Tramore
road roundabout on the Inner Relief Road. It is suggested the
cycle lane along the stretch of Cork Road and Tramore Road be
removed.

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

A72, A76

It is considered the cycle lanes should be deleted along the length
of road from Manor Street to the Tramore Road/Cork Road
junction.

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

A50a, A76a

There are a significant number of vehicle crossings which will
result in the cycle lanes being continually crossed and blocked by
vehicles entering/exiting properties.

All vehicles entering/exiting adjacent properties will be required, as per the rules of the road, to give way to all vehicles
travelling along the main carriageway including cyclists using the cycle lanes. The proposed cycle facilities have been
provided in accordance with the requirements of the National Cycle Manual and represent a standard feature that is
evident in many urban areas across the country with no adverse impact upon cyclist safety. It represents a significant
improvement on the quality of service above the existing site layout.

A50a, A76a

Pedestrians from parked vehicles will also have to cross the cycle
lanes from between parked cars, which is a further hazard.

As an alternative the cycle lane on the south east side of the road
should be moved to the vehicle carriageway and the parking
adjacent to the footpath. This is the same arrangement as the
cycle lane/parking opposite.

Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme. As such within the proposed scheme there will be no cycle lane between vehicle
parking spaces and the pedestrian footway on the Cork Road. The cycle lane will now be adjacent to the road
carriageway. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A).

A50a, A76a

HGV vehicles exiting the Tramore Road/Cork Road junction will
have to cross the cycle lanes on both sides of the road thereby
endangering cyclists. This will be a particular hazard for cyclists on
the cycle path opposite the junction with HGV’s having to enter
the cycle lane to turn (confirmed by overlying the consultants own
sweep path analysis. This appears to be a major design flaw in
the scheme.

The design accords fully with the National Cycle Manual and Traffic Management Guidelines. The submission is
incorrect in its suggestion. All vehicles entering/exiting the Cork Road/Tramore junction will be required, as per the
rules of the road, to give way to all vehicles travelling along the main carriageway including cyclists using the cycle
lanes. The proposed cycle facilities have been provided in accordance with the requirements of the National Cycle
Manual and represent a standard feature that is evident in many urban areas across the country with no adverse
impact upon cyclist safety. It represents a significant improvement on the quality of service above the existing site
layout.

A50a, A76a

Two existing crossing points will be removed which will impact on
Dunphy’s Shop trade.

The proposals do not remove any pedestrian crossing points in the vicinity of Dunphy’s Shop. A number of additional
pedestrian crossings are provided further to the north east along the Cork Road.

A50
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Cork Road The bus stop outside Morris’s DIY goes into the cycle lane yet
there is plans for a large island in the centre of the road. Instead
of making cyclists go around the bus, create a segregated lane
running behind the bus stop.

Whilst respecting local business access requirements, it is not possible to provide segregated cycle facilities at this
location, however the cycle facilities that have been provided accord with the requirements of the National Cycle
Manual.

A73

The scheme encroaches onto Dunphy’s Shop and other property
boundaries however, Dunphy’s Shop or other affected owners
have never been approached on the topic of land acquisition.

The purpose of the Part 8 public consultation is to outline the nature of the proposed scheme using preliminary
designs. The public consultation process is the means by which the scheme details can be discussed and adjusted as
necessary. If compulsory purchase of property is required, it is a matter of a separate process. Discussions between
the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in modifications to the
proposed scheme. As such the proposed scheme will only encroach into Shee Alms Houses, WIT, Morris’s DIY and
Government (HSE) owned lands. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A).

A50, A76

It is suggested that the cycle lane along the stretch of Cork Road
and Tramore Road be removed and the footpath narrowed so that
there is no encroachment onto private property.

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”. Discussions between the
design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in modifications to the
proposed scheme. As such the proposed scheme will only encroach into Shee Alms Houses, WIT, Morris’s DIY and
Government (HSE) owned lands. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A).

A72

There will need to be lowered kerbs along the front of Dunphy’s
Shop and house to allow the owners to retain their forecourt
parking entitlement.

The kerbs will be dropped where vehicle access is required to cross the pedestrian footpath and gain access to existing
gateways to rear lands i.e. Illegal manoeuvres including parking on pedestrian footpaths will not be accommodated.
Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix
A).

A50

The proposed realignment of the Cork Road/Tramore Road
junction will result in restricted and difficult access to the Tramore
Road and businesses accessed from the Tramore Road. The
scheme will result in a reduction in passing traffic and footfall.

The realignment of the Cork Road/Tramore Road junction will reduce traffic speeds and make the junction safer for all
users. Vehicle tracking analysis has been undertaken ensuring all turning manoeuvres can be undertaken safely.
Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix
A). There is no evidence to suggest that traffic would take a longer route via the Cork Road which would double the
distance travelled to avoid the Cork Road/Tramore Road junction.

Independent traffic surveys have been undertaken on the Cork Road and the Tramore Road in the vicinity of the Cork
Road/Tramore Road junction. Additional traffic surveys will be undertaken after implementation of the scheme to
determine if there is a change in the level of traffic.

A50, A58, A64,
A70, A72, A74,
A76

Provide a roundabout at the Cork Road/Tramore Road junction
utilising the adjacent derelict site.

The provision of a roundabout junction would be contrary to the objectives of National and Local Policy whereby the
utilisation of roundabouts are not seen as a solution on a potentially very busy cycle corridor due the dominance of
such junctions by motorised vehicles. Roundabouts provide a “lower quality of service” for cyclists.

The utilisation of the derelict site would not provide the anticipated benefits due to the proximity of the nearby
protected Holy Ghost Hospital structure (including boundary walls).

A58, A70

A part of the scheme a new central reservation island is proposed
adjacent to the existing Charisma Blinds retail building access.
This removes the existing right turn access into and out of the
Charisma Blinds building, which must be maintained.

Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A)
with vehicular access retained.

A74

As part of the scheme design it is recommended to consider
combining the existing right turn lanes into Morris’s DIY and the
Oil Depot site by removing the proposed central island.

This has been considered as part of the scheme proposals. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2001
Rev C (Appendix A).

A74

Consider extending the right turn lane into Morris’s DIY This has been considered as part of the scheme proposals. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2001
Rev C (Appendix A).

A74

Bakehouse
Lane

Concerns regarding the safe undertaking of HGV movements
to/from Bakehouse Lane

Vehicle tracking analysis has been undertaken ensuring all turning manoeuvres can be undertaken safely. A23
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Bakehouse
Lane

Provide cycle facilities on Bakehouse Lane Due to the constrained carriageway width along Bakehouse Lane, it is not possible to provide cycle facilities which
would accord with the requirements of the National Cycle Manual.

A73

John Street The loss of through traffic on John St (south of Applemarket) will
affect local businesses

Independent traffic surveys undertaken during May 2015 revealed that during the AM Peak hour only 17 vehicles
travelled southbound on John Street (south of Applemarket) whilst 539 vehicles travelled northbound. Similarly during
the PM Peak hour 41 vehicles travelled southbound whilst 497 vehicles travelled northbound).

The scheme proposals will prevent southbound general traffic movements only on John Street and as such the loss of
these very low levels of traffic flow will not affect the businesses on John Street.

A6

The loss of parking on John St will affect businesses 4 parking spaces will be retained on John Street whilst 2 parking spaces will be lost as part of the scheme proposals.
Additional car parking will be available nearby at the Waterside, Millers Marsh and Railway Square. Consideration will
also be given to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater availability of car parking
spaces. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2003 Rev B (Appendix A).

A6, A37

Concerns that taxis will not acknowledge the head of the taxi rank
on John Street (south of the John St/Parnell St junction) at night
and pick up from John St (north of the John St/Parnell St junction)

Following discussions with local Stakeholders, the scheme has been modified to restrict vehicular access to the
Applemarket area after 9pm at night. Only local residents and emergency services will be permitted to utilise this
route. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2003 Rev B (Appendix A).

A23

Extend the Applemarket roof covering south to the John
Street/Parnell Street junction

The extension of the Applemarket roof covering is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A35

The new taxi rank on John Street will result in congestion The taxi rank proposals are currently under review with the Taxi operators. The location and hours of operation of the
taxis ranks will be confirmed during the detailed design stage.

A37

Manor Street The proposed one-way system along Manor Street will result in
additional traffic levels along College Street and Hennessy’s Road.

The scheme proposals support the policy objectives of the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019). Whilst there
may be an increase in vehicular traffic along College Street and Hennessey’s Road, these routes will be upgraded to
provide fit for purpose routes for the anticipated level of traffic with improved pedestrian and street lighting facilities.
Furthermore the closure of Castle Street to traffic from Hennessey’s Road will significantly reduce the quantity of rat-
running traffic in the area.

A2, A49, A72

The current traffic congestion does not justify the provision of the
one-way system.

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

Due to the constrained carriageway width available along Manor Street, in order to provide cycle facilities it is
necessary to implement a one-way system.

A7, A49, A52,
A61, A70, A74

Concerns regarding the proposed contra-flow cycle lane crossing
general traffic and the resulting potential conflict with vehicles and
cyclists.

Suitable crossing facilities for pedestrians/cyclists will be provided at all locations where pedestrians/cyclists are
required to cross the road carriageway. The specific locations of pedestrian crossings will be included at the detailed
design stage.

A25

The removal of car parking from the streets surrounding the
crèche may affect crèche set-down/drop-off. Residents on Manor
St would also like the provision of nearby parking for set
down/pickup purposes.

4 parking spaces will be retained on Railway Square whilst 2 parking spaces will be lost as part of the scheme
proposals. Consideration will also be given to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater
availability of car parking spaces for drop-off/collection purposes. Additional car parking will be available nearby at
Railway Square, the Waterside and Millers Marsh.

A47

Desire for the provision of some form of barrier along the
pedestrian footway at entrance to the crèche.

The provision of a barrier will be considered during the detailed design stage. A47

Provide a pedestrian crossing from Railway Square to Manor
Street

As part of the scheme proposals, a pedestrian crossing at the Railway Square/Manor Street junction will be provided. A47

Manor Street Widen the pedestrian footway in the vicinity of nos. 74-76 Manor
St to accommodate the crèche

The widening of the pedestrian footway will be considered during the detailed design stage. A47

Improve street lighting along Manor Street The street lighting along Manor Street will be redesigned during the detailed design stage. A47
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The proposed one-way system along Manor Street will result
delays and longer journey times to bus services.

New sections of bus lane will be provided along the Cork Road, Manor Street and the Railway Square Link Road to
enable approaching buses to bypass any vehicular queues that may be present. In addition, the provision of bus
priority measures at the traffic signal controls will provide additional green time when a bus is approaching the signals
to enable the buses to pass through the signals without delay. As such, the scheme will enable the bus services to
operate more efficiently. Overall the proposals the deliver significant benefit for buses/coaches operating along this
route.

A52, A72

National and Local Policy goals, objectives and targets, particularly
in relation to modal shift and public transport will be compromised
by the planned one-way system.

The scheme proposals support the National policy objectives outlined within the National policy document “Smarter
Travel – A Sustainable Transport Future”. Furthermore the following local policy objectives outlined within Waterford
City Development Plan (2013-2019) are also supported by the scheme:

“OBJ 6.2.1 To provide a city wide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes.

OBJ 6.2.13 To facilitate and promote the continued enhancement of the public transport bus service, through
further expansion of: the green routes, realtime passenger information, provision of high quality bus shelters,
traffic management measures, and by ensuring that the design and layout of the neighbourhoods facilitate the
expansion of the bus service.”

A52

Consider a contra-flow bus/taxi lane along Manor Street The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

Due to the constrained carriageway width available along Manor Street, in order to provide cycle facilities it is
necessary to implement a one-way system. The carriageway width available is not sufficient to provide a contra-flow
bus/taxi lane.

A52

Bus & Cycle lanes along Manor St are unnecessary The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

A70

Exit from Henry Street will become more difficult due to the
scheme proposals

Vehicles exiting Henry Street must travel northeast bound on Manor Street as part of the scheme proposals. There will
be no decrease in safety levels over the existing situation.

A72

Manor Hill Manor Hill should be kept two-way to retain access from the top
of the town to Johnstown & Poleberry.

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

Due to the constrained carriageway width available along Manor Hill (at the upper end), in order to provide cycle
facilities it is necessary to implement a one-way system. Access to Poleberry and Johnstown can be gained via
Hennessey’s Road - Manor Street and subsequently the Railway Square Link Road.

A62

Railway
Square

The increased level of traffic along Railway Square and the
Railway Square Link Road will result in safety issues for
pedestrians

Whilst there may be an increase in vehicular traffic along Railway Square and the Railway Square Link Road, the route
will be upgraded to provide a fit for purpose route for the anticipated level of traffic with formal pedestrian crossing
and street lighting facilities.

A72, A74

The proposals will make it difficult to access the businesses in the
area.

The route will be upgraded to provide a fit for purpose route for the anticipated level of traffic with formal pedestrian
crossing and street lighting facilities. Access to all business premises will be maintained.

A52, A56, A65,
A74

The proposals will prevent access between the Madigan’s
store/warehouse on the Railway Square Link Road and the Off
licence on Railway Square. The proposals will require loaded
forklift trucks to navigate several junctions.

Access between the Madigan’s store/warehouse and the off licence is currently under consideration. The exact
proposals will be provided at the detailed design stage following discussions with the property owner.

A65, A72

Railway
Square

The residents of Railway Square are totally opposed to the
removal of parking from Railway Square.

4 parking spaces will be retained on Railway Square whilst 2 parking spaces will be lost as part of the scheme
proposals. Consideration will also be given to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater
availability of car parking spaces for drop-off/collection purposes. Additional car parking will be available nearby at
Railway Square, the Waterside and Millers Marsh. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2002 Rev D
(Appendix A).

A72
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Concerns regarding Tesco & TKMaxx delivery vehicles blocking the
Railway Square Link Road for considerable periods of time

Discussions will be undertaken with Tesco and TKMaxx with the aim of developing a delivery strategy which minimises
and reduces the risk of blocking the road carriageway of the Railway Square Link Road. Details of the delivery strategy
will be included at the detailed design stage.

A72, A74, A76

The retail units off the Railway Square Link Road are not yet fully
occupied. When the centre is fully let there will be a significant
increase in car and HGV traffic flows and the conditions will be
exacerbated.

The scheme proposals support the policy objectives of the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019). Whilst there
will be an increase in vehicular traffic along the Railway Square Link Road, the route will be upgraded to provide a fit
for purpose route for the anticipated level of traffic with improved pedestrian, cycle and street lighting facilities.

A72, A74

It should be noted that the proposed lane configuration in
addition to the increased traffic flows may also lead to
‘bottlenecks’, and congestion particularly at the single lane
sections at Railway Square and Bath Street and the potential risk
of collisions at some junctions and traffic merge locations (traffic
and bus lanes merging). It is unclear how the proposed one-way
system junction layouts and lane configurations can cater for the
potential future traffic flows when at present many of these
junctions and roads experience congestion and delays in their
current form.

Whilst there will be an increase in vehicular traffic along the Railway Square Link Road and Bath Street, the routes and
associated junctions will be upgraded to provide a fit for purpose route for the anticipated level of traffic with improved
pedestrian, cycle and street lighting facilities.

New sections of bus lane will be provided along Manor Street and the Railway Square Link Road to enable approaching
buses to bypass any vehicular queues that may be present. In addition, the provision of bus priority measures at the
traffic signal controls will provide additional green time when a bus is approaching the signals to enable the buses to
pass through the signals without delay ahead of vehicular traffic thus reducing any potential merge conflicts. As such,
the scheme will enable the bus services to operate more efficiently. Overall the proposals the deliver significant benefit
for buses/coaches operating along this route.

A35, A74, A76

Provision of a southbound cycle lane and the contraflow cycle lane
is not required.

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

A65

Poleberry
Street

The scheme proposals restrict access to Poleberry Street from the
city as located to the north of Poleberry Street.

Poleberry Street will remain unchanged as part of the scheme proposals. From the north, access to Poleberry Street
can be gained via Manor Street and subsequently the Railway Square Link Road. The scheme proposals support the
Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To provide a citywide cycle network to link
all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

Due to the constrained carriageway width available along Bath Street, in order to provide cycle facilities it is necessary
to implement a one-way system.

A5

The scheme proposals will result in traffic chaos in Poleberry. It is projected by the analysis undertaken that Poleberry will not experience a significant increase in traffic due in part
to the rerouting of northbound traffic who currently use Poleberry as a rat run travelling between Pearse
Park/Kilcohan/John Park areas and College St

A52, A74

Castle Street Will the proposals affect access to Close Gate? Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2003 Rev B (Appendix A). Access to Close Gate to/from Manor Street will be retained via Castle
Street. A one way link from Browns Lane to Castle Street has been provided. This link will permit left turn manoeuvres
only from Browns Lane. Right turn manoeuvres into Castle St from Hennessey’s Road will not be permitted.

A5

Provide a one-way (south-east bound) link from Hennessey’s Road
to Castle Street. Keep Castle Street open

Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2003 Rev B (Appendix A). A one way link from Browns Lane to Castle Street has been provided.
This link will permit left turn manoeuvres only from Browns Lane. Right turn manoeuvres into Castle St from
Hennessey’s Road will not be permitted.

A12, A18, A35,
A42, A43

The proposed realignment of Hennessy’s Road will result in visual
disturbance to number 2 Castle Street in terms of vehicle lights
during hours of darkness.

A suitable treatment will be provided to ensure there is no visual disturbance to number 2 Castle Street, the details of
which will be confirmed during the detailed design stage.

A43

Castle Street The architectural heritage impact assessment should include
assessments of buildings to be demolished: Nos. 1 and 34 Castle
Street, Nos. 8 and 9 Hennessey’s Road and 24 Convent Hill.

An initial AHIA has been undertaken by consultants on behalf of the Local Authority, no issues of concern were
identified and no further assessment is required.

A48
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Concerns regarding Garda access and possible anti-social
behaviour with the proposed Castle Street layout.

An Garda Siochana have been consulted regarding the scheme proposals. Measures to prevent antisocial behaviour will
be considered during the detailed design stage.

Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2003 Rev B (Appendix A). A one way link from Browns Lane to Castle Street has been provided.
This link will permit left turn manoeuvres only from Browns Lane. Right turn manoeuvres into Castle St from
Hennessey’s Road will not be permitted.

A12

The proposals will make number 2 Castle Street an end of terrace
property with the demolition of number 34 Hennessy’s Road.

The design team have met in person with the property owner and both parties have agreed to maximise the distance
between number 2 Castle Street and the back of footway of the realigned Hennessy’s Road. A short distance of new
boundary treatment is provided on Castle Street between the property and the new realigned road corridor. The
amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2006 Rev B (Appendix A).

A43

The proposals will result in the current observed problems
(littering, anti-social behaviour) being experienced by  no 34
Hennessy’s Road migrating to number 2 Castle Street with the
demolition of number 34 Hennessy’s Road.

The design team have met in person with the property owner and both parties have agreed to maximise the distance
between number 2 Castle Street and the back of footway of the realigned Hennessy’s Road. A short distance of new
boundary treatment is provided on Castle Street between the property and the new realigned road corridor. The
amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2006 Rev B (Appendix A).

A43

There will be an increase in noise (from traffic) to the occupants
of number 2 Castle Street as a result of the proposals.

The design team have met in person with the property owner and both parties have agreed to maximise the distance
between number 2 Castle Street and the back of footway of the realigned Hennessy’s Road. A short distance of new
boundary treatment is provided on Castle Street between the property and the new realigned road corridor. In addition
the use of low noise carriageway surfacing will be maximised as part of the development proposals. The amended
scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2006 Rev B (Appendix A).

A43

During wet weather conditions, vehicles travelling along
Hennessy’s Road will result in additional dirt/water being sprayed
on the side of number 2 Castle Street.

The design team have met in person with the property owner and both parties have agreed to maximise the distance
between number 2 Castle Street and the back of footway of the realigned Hennessy’s Road. A short distance of new
boundary treatment is provided on Castle Street between the property and the new realigned road corridor.
Furthermore the realigned Hennessy’s Road will be provided with adequate surface water drainage. The amended
scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2006 Rev B (Appendix A).

A43

During icy weather conditions, there is a risk of vehicles skidding
into the side of number 2 Castle Street.

The design team have met in person with the property owner and both parties have agreed to maximise the distance
between number 2 Castle Street and the back of footway of the realigned Hennessy’s Road. A short distance of new
boundary treatment is provided on Castle Street between the property and the new realigned road corridor.
Furthermore the realigned Hennessy’s Road will be designed to ensure that the carriageway alignment reduces the risk
of skidding. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2006 Rev B (Appendix A).

A43

Noise & Pollution problems for number 2 Castle Street during
demolition / construction. Concerned that demolition of number
34 Hennessy’s Road will damage number 2 Castle Street and its
boundary wall (as located to the rear).

All construction activities will be governed by a Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) the details of which will
be agreed with Waterford City & County Council prior to the commencement of construction activities on site. The
principal objective of the CTMP is to ensure that the impacts of all building activities generated during the construction
phase upon the public (off-site), visitors to the subject site (on-site) and internal (on-site) workers environments, are
fully considered and proactively managed/programmed thereby ensuring that safety is maintained at all times,
disruption is minimised and undertaken within a controlled hazard free/minimised environment. All demolition work will
be undertaken in a planned and controlled manner. The details of the demolition program will be confirmed during the
detailed design stage.

A43

Concerned that the boundary wall along Castle Street and Castle
Terrace will not be sufficiently high to prevent pedestrians taking
a short-cut across the Castle Terrace green area.

The specification of the boundary wall between Castle Street and Castle Terrace will be confirmed during the detailed
design stage.

A43

Convent Hill Security concerns for Nos. 22 & 23 Convent Hill with the
demolition of 8 & 9 Hennessy’s Road. Will a rear access be
provided?

A suitable boundary treatment will be provided to the rear of Nos. 22 & 23 Convent Hill, the specification of which will
be included at the detailed design stage.

A11
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Convent Hill Convent Hill should remain open to two-way traffic Convent Hill will permit one-way traffic (southeast bound) only along the section of carriageway between the Barrack
Street/Convent Hill junction and the vehicular access/egress to the Edmund Rice International Heritage Centre (Mount
Sion). As Manor Hill will permit northwest bound traffic only, Convent Hill will provide an alternative southeast bound
traffic route. The Convent Hill road carriageway width available at the Convent Hill/Barrack St junction is not
sufficiently wide enough to adequately accommodate two-way traffic.

A44

Hennessy’s
Road

A loading bay is required in the vicinity of Siopa Ris on Hennessy’s
Road

A suitable loading bay in the vicinity of Siopa Ris will be incorporated into the scheme proposals, the location of which
will be confirmed during the detailed design stage.

A4

The multiple owners of Greene’s Fuel Centre require to be kept
informed of the proposals

All parties identified will be continuously kept informed of the proposals up to and including the detailed design stage.  A9

Vehicle access between Hennessy’s Road and the Cork Road will
be difficult

In reference to the scheme presented for the Part 8 consultation, vehicular access between Hennessey’s Road and the
Cork Road be retained via College Street as per the existing situation.

A7

There are concerns regarding the availability of residents parking
on Hennessy’s Road (Sion View area).

Car parking will be formalised along both sides of the Hennessey’s Road carriageway as part of the scheme proposals. A18

Concerns regarding increase in volume of traffic along the route The scheme proposals support the policy objectives of the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019). Whilst there
may be an increase in vehicular traffic along Hennessey’s Road, the route will be upgraded to provide a fit for purpose
route for the anticipated level of traffic with improved pedestrian and street lighting facilities. Following submissions
received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer to Dwg no 152050-
2003 Rev B (Appendix A). A one way link from Browns Lane to Castle Street has been provided. This link will permit
left turn manoeuvres only from Browns Lane. Right turn manoeuvres into Castle St from Hennessey’s Road will not be
permitted. The provision of this link from Browns Lane into Castle Street will reduce traffic volumes along Hennessey’s
Road.

A18, A43

What will the boundary treatments of the demolished properties
be?

The specification of the boundary treatment will be included at the detailed design stage. A42, A44

The architectural heritage impact assessment should include
assessments of buildings to be demolished: Nos. 1 and 34 Castle
Street, Nos. 8 and 9 Hennessey’s Road and 24 Convent Hill.

An initial AHIA has been undertaken by consultants on behalf of the Local Authority, no issues of concern were
identified and no further assessment is required.

A48

Castle Court There is a desire for the provision of some form of barrier along
the pedestrian footway at Castle Court on Hennessy’s Road.

The provision of a barrier will be considered during the detailed design stage. A21

Impact of proposals on Castle Court, Hennessey’s Road in terms
of width of footway and loss of residential parking.

The pedestrian footway along the frontage of Castle Court will be widened from the current sub-standard width (less
than 1m) to approximately 3.5m to 3.7m width as part of the scheme proposals. The exact details and dimensions of
footways will be determined during the detailed design stage. Furthermore the quantum of vehicle parking available
will be increased from 3 to 6 spaces. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2006 Rev B (Appendix A).

A42

The proposed road carriageway will be closer to Castle Court (no.
2) than the existing situation; as such noise levels will increase.

The realigned road carriage way will only be 1.1m closer to the frontage of number 2 Castle Court; however the use of
low noise carriageway surfacing will be maximised as part of the development proposals. The amended scheme is
indicated on Dwg no 152050-2006 Rev B (Appendix A).

A42

The proposals will result in the current view of trees from Castle
Court being replaced with a proposed high rise car park

The proposals do not require the removal of any trees from the Castle Court and the Castle Street area. The proposed
Applemarket Shopping Centre car park is outside of the extents of this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A42

Michael
Street

Not in favour of the construction of a roof above Michael Street This proposed scheme does not include the construction of a roof above Michael Street. In the case of the Apple
Market, a covering over the full extent of this space is proposed. This covering is a modern version of the traditional
market covering associated with the space. It will consist of a reflective canopy ceiling over the central triangular area
with higher glazed coverings to the edges and over John Street. The purpose of this covering is to provide sheltered
seating areas on the three sides of this triangular ‘square’ so that it can be used to its full potential.

A8
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Michael
Street

Consider having Michael Street open between Patrick Street and
Alexander Street

Vehicle tracking analysis has been undertaken ensuring all turning manoeuvres can be undertaken safely. Following
discussions with the Waterford Chamber the opportunity for retaining access to Michael Street may be considered
during the detailed design stage.

A61

Extend the Applemarket roof covering over Michael Street in due
course

The extension of the Applemarket roof covering is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A72

Applemarket Concerns that the roof covering of the Applemarket will result in
an increase in anti-social behaviour

Measures to reduce/influence antisocial behaviour will be considered during the detailed design stage. A36, A56, A57

The covering of the Applemarket is premature and should wait
until such time that the new Applemarket Shopping Centre is built

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report. It will be subject to a separate
planning application.

A56

Canopy is unprecedented and inappropriate in design and scale We do not agree. A48

Canopy does not allow sufficient natural light and ventilation
below

Design team can furnish lighting studies and fluid mechanic studies to show that design is acceptable. A48

Paving and street furniture details etc. to historic areas require an
AHIA for their impacts on surrounding historic fabric.

We do not agree – local authority has expertise required to make this assessment based on precedent set by
recognised quality of previous schemes.

A70, A72

Concerned that canopy may deteriorate due to lack of
maintenance as well as fears for lighting levels below it and ‘wind-
tunnel effect’

Design team can furnish lighting studies and fluid mechanic studies to show that design is acceptable. A70, A72

Provision for litter bins and public conveniences in John’s
Ave/Apple Market area

Design Team to discuss these provisions with client and will be considered during the detailed design stage. A70, A72

In ensuring the use of the venue for future events, no footpath
kerbs form part of the design and power supplies be built into the
ground finished with suitable access.

In order to comply with disability and safety requirements, kerbs will be used where necessary. The specification of
power supplies will be included at the detailed design stage.

A72

Spring
Garden Alley

The scheme does not include the provision of mobility impaired
parking within Spring Garden Alley

As part of the scheme proposals mobility impaired parking spaces will be provided in Spring Garden Alley. A10

Mayor’s
Walk

Loading facilities are required for business premises along Mayor’s
Walk

The proposed scheme has been modified to include for suitable loading facilities along the Mayor’s Walk. The amended
scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A).

A72, A70

Concerns regarding the removal of parking along Mayor’s Walk Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A). There will be no change to the quantum of available on-street vehicle
parking on Bachelors Walk and Stephen Street. 20 new parking spaces will be provided on Patrick Street whilst there
will be a loss of 13 on-street parking spaces on the Mayor’s Walk. Overall within the Mayors Walk/Stephen
Street/Patrick St/Bachelors Walk area there will be a gain of 7 parking spaces. Furthermore consideration will be given
to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater availability of car parking spaces. Residents
parking permits will be available to all residents.

A13, A14, A19,
A33, A68, A70,
A72

The businesses in the area would recommend either moving or
creating a second disabled parking bay outside the doctor’s
surgery.

A mobility impaired parking space has been provided in the vicinity of the doctor’s surgery. The amended scheme is
indicated on Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A).

A72

Provide perpendicular car parking instead of angled parking. Following comments received during the consultation, the scheme has been amended. The amended scheme is
indicated on Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A).

A13
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Mayor’s
Walk

Keep Mayor’s Walk two-way and provide bollards along narrow
section of Mayor’s Walk

Due to the constrained road carriageway width along the southern section of Mayor’s Walk and in order to provide
formal loading facilities and vehicle parking it is necessary to permit one-way traffic (north bound) between the Mayors
Walk/ Newgate St junction and the Mayors Walk/Bachelors Walk junction.

A44

One-way system – connectivity to the City Centre issue From Ballybricken, access to the city centre will be maintained via Patrick Street. From the city centre access to
Ballybricken will be via Alexander Street – Stephen Street – Mayors Walk. From the Barrack Street direction access to
the city centre will be provided via Mayor’s Walk – Patrick Street. From the city centre access to Barrack Street will be
provided via Alexander Street – Stephen Street – Newgate Street.

A61, A70, A72

A cycle lane is not an option for this road and will not be
supported

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”. Following discussions with
local businesses/residents the scheme has been amended to only provide a northbound cycle lane from the Church to
Ballybricken Whilst southbound the cycle lane will run between Ballybricken and Robinsons Lane. The amended
scheme is indicated on Dwg no152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A).

A68, A70, A72

The Church of the Holy Trinity Without uses the gates located on
the Mayor’s Walk for funerals, weddings and other church
functions.

Following discussions with local businesses/residents the scheme has been amended to provide a designated area in
front of the church to accommodate potential church demands. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-
2005 Rev C (Appendix A).

A70, A72

Bachelors
Walk

Ensure the speed of vehicles turning left from Mayor’s Walk to
Bachelors Walk is controlled

As part of the scheme proposals all kerb realignments/junction alterations will be designed in accordance with the
recommendations of DMURS. A ramped surface will be provide at the Mayors Walk/Bachelors Walk junction which will
ensure vehicle speeds remain low. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A).

A19

St. Stephen’s Primary School has an access from Bachelors Walk.
At school times there is huge congestion along the route. No
provision has been made for a pedestrian crossing on Bachelors
Walk.

Pedestrian crossings will be provided at both the Mayor’s Walk/Bachelors and the Stephen Street/Bachelors Walk
junctions. Furthermore new/upgraded pedestrian footways will be provided on both sides of Bachelors Walk. Following
submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer to Dwg no
152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A). There will be no change to the quantum of available on-street vehicle parking on
Bachelors Walk and Stephen Street. 20 new parking spaces will be provided on Patrick Street whilst there will be a loss
of 13 on-street parking spaces on the Mayor’s Walk. Overall within the Mayors Walk/Stephen Street/Patrick
St/Bachelors Walk area there will be a gain of 7 parking spaces. Residents parking permits will be available to all
residents. Furthermore consideration will be given to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure
greater availability of car parking spaces for school drop-off and collection.

A68

New Street Removal of car parking on New Street will affect residents As part of the scheme proposals two number parking spaces will be provided on New Street. Furthermore, the
quantum of on street vehicle parking will be maximised where possible. Residents parking permits will be available to
residents. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A).

A36, A62

Concerns that the New Street taxi rank will be utilised outside of
business hours which may result in anti-social behaviour

The New Street taxi rank will be operational during day times hours only, after which it will revert to vehicle parking.
The taxi rank will be governed by the sign posted traffic regulations.

A36

Barrack
Street

Concerns regarding pedestrian safety crossing the Barrack
St/Newport Terrace junction

As part of the scheme proposals kerb buildouts in accordance with the recommendations of DMURS will be provided
which will improve pedestrian safety at this junction.

A16

There are no pedestrian crossings available on Barrack Street
apart from the traffic signals at the Manor Hill junction

As part of the scheme proposals kerb buildouts/realignments in accordance with the recommendations of DMURS will
be provided at the Newport Terrace junction, the Shortcourse junction and the Mayors Walk junction which will provide
shorter crossing distances and improve pedestrian safety at these junctions.

A16

Traffic flow information for Barracks St following implementation
of the proposals have not been provided. Barrack Street is not a
safe place for the increased volumes of traffic

The scheme proposals support the policy objectives of the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019). Whilst there
may be an increase in vehicular traffic along Barrack Street, the route is deemed fit for purpose for the anticipated
level of traffic with improved pedestrian facilities and traffic calming measures. Furthermore the closure of Newgate
Street for southwest bound traffic from New Street (and Applemarket area) will reduce the level of southwest bound
traffic along Barrack Street.

A16

Arundel
Square

Concerns regarding access to business premises along Arundel
Square

Delivery/Service vehicles will be permitted to service businesses in Arundel Square before 11:00 daily. Furthermore a
number of short term parking spaces will be available near-by on High Street which can be utilised for drop-
off/collection purposes. The provision of these spaces will be included during the detailed design stage.

A30, A55, A72
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Arundel
Square

Ensure provision is made for safe parking/loading area for delivery
vehicles within the Arundel Square area

The scheme proposals for Arundel Square will be modified to ensure a designated area is provided for the safe
loading/unloading of delivery vehicles which is unobstructed by street furniture. Architectural layout will be altered
(street art to be moved) to ensure that there is a clear delivery path to Weatherspoon’s (and Wallace Electrical). The
designated loading areas will be included during the detailed design stage.

A30, A72

Barronstrand
Street

Allow taxis and buses to travel through Barronstrand Street after
working hours

At present delivery/service vehicles are permitted to service existing pedestrian streets up to 11:00, or at times
indicated by existing regulations. Vehicles can travel through Barronstrand Street outside of the hours of 11:00-18:30.
There are no proposed bus routes through Barronstrand Street however this could be revisited at some point in the
future in discussion with the bus operator.

A34

Parnell
Street

Access to business premises must be retained. In addition loss of
car parking may affect businesses, St Joseph’s School and Mass
(children & elderly)

Consideration will be given to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater availability of car
parking spaces along Parnell Street. Additional vehicle parking will be available nearby on the Waterside, Millers Marsh
and Railway Square. Furthermore access to all business premises will be retained. Following comments received during
the public consultation the scheme has been amended to increase parking availability and retain access to premises.
The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2003 Rev B & 152050-2004 Rev A (Appendix A).

A5, A40, A41,
A45, A62, A70,
A72

In favour of the scheme however disappointed that segregated
cycle facilities are not being provided along Parnell Street due to
the hostile traffic environment.

Due to the constrained carriageway width along Parnell Street whilst respecting local business access requirements, it
is not possible to provide cycle facilities which would accord with the requirements of the National Cycle Manual.

A59

Potential speed problems on Parnell Street – especially at night The possibility of converting the proposed southbound cycle lane on Parnell Street to a raised cycle track is currently
being explored. The raised cycle track would thereby reduce the perceived width of the road carriageway and as such
perform a traffic calming function. This will be confirmed during the detailed design stage. Nonetheless post
construction should speeding issues arise, additional traffic calming measures may be implemented.

A61

Is it absolutely necessary to include a cycle/bus route for Parnell
Street?

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

A70

Lady Lane The scheme proposals may result in general vehicular traffic
avoiding Lady Lane completely (after 18:30), which will result in
personal security issues along the route. It will be a detrimental
development.

General vehicles will be permitted to utilise Lady Lane before 11:00 and after 18:30. Once the new regulations become
familiar it is expected that vehicle routing patterns will return to existing practices along the Lady Lane corridor.

A56

Johns Lane Anti-social behaviour in Johns Lane Measures to prevent antisocial behaviour will be considered during the detailed design stage. A63

We require full details as to how you envisage traffic merging
from Johns Lane into traffic from the Cork Road

John’s Lane will not permit through traffic to/from the Cork Road. A36

St Johns
Avenue

Why has St Johns Avenue not been included in the scheme
proposals as it is a main pedestrian route?

The Authority would have liked to extend the scheme to incorporate this connection, however it is one of the
immediate linkages that were not incorporated into the scheme at present due to financial constraints. St Johns
Avenue may be subject to a separate conservation scheme at some point in the future.

A57, A63

Anti-social behaviour in Johns Avenue Measures to prevent antisocial behaviour will be considered during the detailed design stage. A63

Overall
Scheme

The scheme will make it very difficult to get to/from the Mall
to/from Ballybricken

There will be no change to access for pedestrians, cyclists and taxis under the scheme proposals. Access for private
vehicles will be facilitated via the orbital routes. The removal of non-essential through traffic from the core city centre
area will enable the reallocation of road space for sustainable transport modes (walking, cycling, and public transport).

Following submissions received during the public consultations, the proposed scheme layout has been amended, refer
to Dwg no 152050-2003 Rev B (Appendix A). A one way link from Browns Lane to Castle Street has been provided.
This link will permit left turn manoeuvres only from Browns Lane. Right turn manoeuvres into Castle St from
Hennessey’s Road will not be permitted. As such vehicle drivers wishing to travel from Ballybricken to the Mall will be
able to do so via the Mayors Walk-Bachelors Walk-Stephen Street-Browns Lane and Castle Street. The scheme
proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan policy objectives.

A7, A72
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Removal of on-street car parking will affect city centre businesses
and discourage people from coming into the city centre

The aim of the scheme proposals is to increase the footfall of pedestrians within the core city area and as such the
scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan policy objectives. A number of short term, medium
term and long term car parks are available at Millar’s Marsh, Waterside, Bolton Street, Clyde Wharf, The Clock Tower,
Merchant’s Landing, Merchant’s Quay, The Glen Multi Storey, Thomas Hill, Jenkin’s Lane, City Square Shopping Centre,
Brown’s Lane Multi Storey and Ballybricken Green. Consideration will also be given to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking
duration for on-street parking in order to ensure greater availability of car parking spaces. Residents parking permits
will be available to residents.

A1, A7, A20,
A38, A70, A72

The properties that are to be demolished have incorrect addresses
displayed on the site notices.

Sufficient information was provided in order to identify the properties to be demolished as part of the scheme
proposals.

A9, A44

Ensure cycle facilities are provided up to and through junctions All cycle facilities will be designed in accordance with the requirements of the National Cycle Manual A24

Noise & Pollution during construction. Minimise disruption to local
residents and businesses and provide notification to all affected
parties.

All construction activities will be governed by a Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) the details of which will
be agreed with Waterford City & County Council prior to the commencement of construction activities on site. The
principal objective of the CTMP is to ensure that the impacts of all building activities generated during the construction
phase upon the public (off-site), visitors to the subject site (on-site) and internal (on-site) workers environments, are
fully considered and proactively managed/programmed thereby ensuring that safety is maintained at all times,
disruption is minimised and undertaken within a controlled hazard free/minimised environment.

A42, A44, A67

Not in favour of the scheme The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan policy objectives and approval/rejection or
amendments of the scheme are a reserved function of the elected members. Numerous submissions in support of the
scheme have also been received.

A3, A17, A20,
A22, A27, A29,
A31, A32, A41,
A49, A66

Any redesign in the scheme should be the subject of a separate
Part 8 application thereby affording full public consultation.

The purpose of the Part 8 public consultation is to outline the nature of the proposed scheme using preliminary
designs. The public consultation process is the means by which the scheme details can be discussed and adjusted as
necessary. The Part 8 process permits modifications to the scheme thereby enabling stakeholders to influence the final
design.

A76

Phase 4, which relates to the stretch between The Mall to the
Cork Road/Tramore Road junction, is not due to be implemented
until 2018. It is the phase that will have the greatest impact on
small businesses dependent on short term road parking and
affected residents and businesses dependent on long term
parking. Deferring this phase to allow a redesign in consultation
with those most affected will not hinder or jeopardise the earlier
phases.

Discussions between the design team and several of the property owners have been undertaken which has resulted in
modifications to the proposed scheme, refer to Dwg no 152050-2001 Rev C (Appendix A). The amended scheme will
not restrict access to the commercial/residential properties.

The phasing of works will be designed during the detailed design stage, with a detailed phasing programme provided.

A76

Segregate cyclists from vehicular traffic as much as possible. Where feasible the scheme seeks to maximise segregation whilst respecting local access requirements. All cycle
facilities will be designed in accordance with the requirements of the National Cycle Manual.

A29, A53, A54

Have An Garda Siochana been consulted regarding the full extent
of the scheme proposals?

An Garda Siochana have been consulted regarding the scheme proposals. A56

The design team for the scheme proposals should include a Town
planner

The Waterford City & County Council Planning department have been consulted during the preliminary design stage. A56

Ensure a full safety audit of the final scheme is undertaken A safety audit of the scheme proposals will be undertaken during the detailed design stage. A75

Full time Manager for the City Centre area Waterford City and County Council will consider this as a joint venture with Waterford Chamber. A61, A72
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Lack of provision of information to residents/businesses In accordance with article 81 of Part 8 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended) the following
documents were compiled and made available as the basis of the Part 8 Public Consultation exercise for the proposed
Waterford City Urban Renewal Scheme:-

Site Notice (as erected on-site);

Part 8 Report;

A1 Book of Scheme Drawings; and

Strategy Drawings (mounted and put on display at nominated Council Offices).

The Part 8 Report provided supplementary information to that summarised in the Site Notice and the proposals
graphically presented in both the Strategy Drawings (as mounted in the Council offices) and the more detailed Scheme
Drawings (Public Realm and Traffic Management drawings) incorporated within the A1 Book of Scheme Drawings. All
four (4) documents have been made available for the public and key stakeholders to review at the following locations:-

Waterford City and County Council, Customer Care Desk, Baileys New Street, Waterford between the hours of
9.30 am to 4.30 pm Monday to Friday (between 16th June to 28th July 2015);

Waterford City and County Council, Civic Offices, Davitts Quay, Dungarvan (between 16th June to 28th July
inclusive 2015); and

A copy of the plans and particulars of the proposed development were available on the Waterford City &
County Council’s website at www.waterfordcouncil.ie.

Submissions or observations with respect to the proposed development were invited to be made in writing to The
Director of Services, Economic Development & Planning Services, Waterford City & County Council, c/o Mr. R.
Maddock, Menapia Building, The Mall, Waterford before 4 p.m. on 11th August 2015.

Advertisements were placed within local newspaper publications in addition to notifications on social media sites such
as Facebook and Twitter.

Furthermore two number public consultation meetings were held on Tuesday 21st and Thursday 23rd July 2015
whereby the public were invited to view and make submissions on the proposals to representatives of Waterford City
and County Council and the relevant Consultants.

A2, A70

The scheme will result in an increase in vehicle emissions on
certain streets.

Some streets will exhibit a reduction in traffic flows whilst others are forecast to experience a modest increase.
However the ongoing advances in engine manufacturing and associated pollutants have resulted in a year on year
reduction in emissions in like for like situations. This ongoing trend is likely to increase due to the regulatory
framework influencing manufacturers.

A52

Consideration should be given to the particular type of gravel used
in the public realm areas due to noted problems with drainage in
other existing areas of the Viking Triangle. Apply holistic solutions
to our unique city centre layout.

The specification of the materials used throughout the scheme will be included at the detailed design stage. A56, A70

It is noted that there is a lack of loading bays in Cathedral Square,
Lady Lane and Colbeck Street, while the area does not have large
amounts of retail premises, it is noted that offices have a need for
deliveries/collections.

Consideration will be given to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater availability of car
parking spaces.

A56

It is noted that one of the reasons for this new proposal is to take
away cars from the city centre. The result however can be a
greater impact on the residents of the inner city with increased
traffic and inconvenience.

The removal of non-essential through traffic from the core city centre area will enable the reallocation of road space
for sustainable transport modes (walking, cycling, and public transport). The scheme proposals support the Waterford
City Development Plan policy objectives. Access for all residents will be retained within the scheme proposals.
Furthermore residents parking permits are available for residents to utilise on-street parking facilities.

A16

http://www.waterfordcouncil.ie.
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In the documentation supporting the application the works are
broken down into 4 phases. The first is public realm works around
Henrietta Street, Peter Street and High Street in addition to the
pedestrianisation of Bailey’s New Street. The most visible of these
streets is Bailey’s New Street which appears to be developed as a
pedestrianised street giving the impression Phase 1 has already
been completed. All the pedestrian paving is in place, the route is
lined with planters either side which does not allow sufficient
space for vehicles and pedestrians and premises along the route
have planters on what was historically the vehicle carriageway. To
many this would suggest that phase 1 is complete.

The second phase is broken down into two stages; Phase 2a
comprises works to Browns Lane, Hennessy’s Road (East), Castle
Street, John Street (South), Millers Marsh Car Park and Blake’s
Lane. Phase 2b comprises works at John Street (North), Michael
Street, Lady’s Lane, Olaf Street and Colbeck Street. These works
have not started.

Therefore, the introduction to the Waterford City Centre Urban
Renewal Scheme on the website could reasonably be interpreted
as the Council only seeking permission for Phase 2 (a and b)
works as outlined above and not Phase 1 works which having
regard to works already being undertaken along Bailey’s New
Street and its existing appearance as a completed pedestrianised
street, could be construed as the completed phase 1 works. It
follows therefore that Phases 3 and 4, as referred to in the
documentation, would not form part of the current Part 8
application.

There have been many phases to date in the refurbishment of the city’s public realm so it is understandable that there
may be some confusion as to what elements this Part 8 consultation refers to.  Perusal of the package of 4
complementary documents which form the Part 8 planning submission clearly define the areas/elements under
consideration.

Baileys New Street currently permits one-way traffic (west-bound) and as such is not currently a pedestrianised street
operating under a traffic regulation order.

A50, A72, A76,
A76a

In the “Notice of Proposed Development by a Local Authority” the
streets affected by the public realm upgrades and proposed
alterations to traffic circulation are listed. There is no mention of
any proposals affecting Parnell Street, Cork Road, or Tramore
Road, all of which are shown in supporting documents to be
affected by works under Phase 4.

The Public Notice also refers to the “Waterford City Centre Urban
Renewal Scheme”. Cork Road and Tramore Road would not be
considered to be in the city centre. Therefore, the general public
living and working in these locations could reasonably take from
the Notice that the proposals do not directly affect them.

It is respectfully submitted that the Public Notice has failed to
properly notify the public as to the geographical location and
extent of the works.

The Council are satisfied that the Notice was sufficient to satisfy the legal requirements of Part 8 the Planning and
Development Regulations 2001 (as amended).

A50, A76, A72,
A76a
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Works outlined in Phase 4 of the documents submitted in support
of the application involve encroachment onto private property and
affect property rights and people’s homes. There is no mention of
Compulsory Purchase Orders in any of the application documents
and Dunphy’s Shop have never been approached on the topic of
land acquisition.

Importantly there is no reference in the Development Plan to
using compulsory purchase powers to acquire land to carry out
public realm works or improvements in accessibility to the city
centre.

It is respectfully submitted that a scheme of works cannot be
considered and approved by the Council in advance of any
discussions or negotiations in respect of necessary land acquisition
to carry out the works.

The purpose of the Part 8 public consultation is to outline the nature of the proposed scheme using preliminary
designs. The public consultation process is the means by which the scheme details can be discussed and adjusted as
necessary.

If compulsory purchase of property is required, it is a matter of a separate process.

A50, A76

Disappointed that there are no proposals for the introduction of
30kph speed limit zones within the scheme proposals.

Many of the proposed street layouts have sought to reduce the 85th percentile speed of vehicle movements. Post
construction monitoring of the scheme will evaluate the success of the proposed scheme to achieve this objective.
Further to the results of the monitoring additional measures could be introduced at a later stage including the
introduction of 30kph speed limits.

A75

There were no public meetings prior to the plans being prepared;
the planners should have consulted the local residents at an
earlier stage to allay fears and to take their points on board.

The purpose of the Part 8 public consultation is to outline the nature of the proposed scheme using preliminary
designs. The public consultation process is the means by which the scheme details can be discussed and adjusted as
necessary.

A16

In support of the plan however believe cycle lanes and pedestrian
facilities should be extended to other historic parts of the city core
including Lower Yellow Road, Ballybricken, O’Connell Street and
Barrack Street. The provision of cycle facilities on Barrack Street
would provide a cycle connection between Manor Hill and Mayor’s
Walk/Patrick Street.

Due to the constrained carriageway width along Barrack Street, it is not possible to provide cycle facilities which would
accord with the requirements of the National Cycle Manual.

The Lower Yellow Road, Ballybricken and O’Connell Street are outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre
Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not be included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report. The areas outside of
this Part 8 scheme haven been considered within the emerging Cycle Network Plan for Waterford City and Environs for
which a draft version is due to be published in late September.

A59, A73

The provision of cycle lanes on Patrick Street, Stephen Street and
Mayor’s Walk is unnecessary. Cycle lanes in two streets running
parallel seem excessive.

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes”.

The proposed cycle lane on Stephens Street is for northbound cyclists whilst the cycle lane on the Mayors Walk is for
southbound cyclists; as such they are for different directions of travel.

A68

In favour of the scheme however ensure that John Roberts
Square, Michael Street and all other pedestrian streets within the
city/scheme be designated as ‘Shared Space’ to enable access for
cyclists.

This will be considered however it will potentially be subject to further analysis and regulations in relation to the level
of pedestrian/cycle activity. Best practice guidance provides thresholds above which the mixture of the two modes is
considered inappropriate. This may result that during busy periods (e.g. Saturday 2-3 hour period) cyclists would be
restricted access but be permitted at all other times.

A59

Recently introduced cycling laws will negate any increase in
cycling numbers across Waterford City Centre due to the penalties
involved with cycling on public footpaths and walkways.

This will be considered however it will potentially be subject to further analysis and regulations in relation to the level
of pedestrian/cycle activity. Best practice guidance provides thresholds above which the mixture of the two modes is
considered inappropriate. This may result that during busy periods (e.g. Saturday 2-3 hour period) cyclists would be
restricted access but be permitted at all other times.

A70

In favour of the scheme however ensure all developments are
completed in a manner that is sensitive to any existing/unearthed
historic sites in the city

An independent expert assessment of the proposals will be undertaken at the detailed design stage which will adhere
to the requirements of the Departments of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht.

Consultation will be undertaken with the National Monuments Service with regard to any requirements for development
works to be carried out under Section 14 Ministerial Consent (National Monuments Acts).

A60, A70
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Need map of 200m zones from each proposed car park As discussed with the Waterford Chamber, 400m is the acceptable distance between the car parks and the intended
destinations. A car parking catchment map can be compiled if required.

A61

Need a new signage programme for the city centre. An enhanced signage strategy (vehicle drivers/pedestrians/cyclists) will form part of the detailed design stage. A61, A70, A72

Perception of difficulties getting into the City Centre, manage
perception, avoid confusion & manage change.

As recommended a communication strategy to enhance the awareness of proposed changes, when they will come into
effect and specific details about new traffic regulations/restrictions will be undertaken.

A61

Traffic flows and restrictions at night – needs to be formalised Following discussions with the Waterford Chamber we acknowledge that a consistent approach to all streets in terms
of the scheduled timing for vehicular access is required. The permitted times will be confirmed at the detailed design
stage.

A61

Delivery times 7-11am and keep consistent throughout all streets Following discussions with the Waterford Chamber we acknowledge that a consistent approach to all streets in terms
of the scheduled timing for vehicular access is required. The permitted times will be confirmed at the detailed design
stage.

A61

Open pedestrian areas from 5.30pm Opportunities to open pedestrian areas to vehicular traffic will be explored and defined, and a consistent approach will
be confirmed at the detailed design stage.

A61

Provide a night time taxi rank in the vicinity of Reginald’s Tower The provision of a taxi rank in the vicinity of Reginald’s Tower is currently being explored and will be confirmed during
the detailed design stage.

A61

Phasing of works should begin at Arundel Square. Detailed
phasing programme needed

The phasing of works will be designed during the detailed design stage, with a detailed phasing programme provided.  A61

Greater provision of disabled parking required The provision of additional mobility impaired parking will be accommodated. A10, A38

Provision of drop off points in the City Centre A number of short term parking spaces will be available on High Street which can be utilised for drop-off/collection
purposes. Furthermore consideration will be given to implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure
greater availability of car parking spaces.

A61, A72

Address way finding and signage in detail design. Attractive routes
into the City Centre.

An enhanced signage strategy (vehicle drivers/pedestrians/cyclists) will form part of the detailed design stage. A61, A70, A72

Detailed discussion around the provision and location of public
toilets, lighting, litter bins and street furniture.

The location and provision of street furniture (including public toilets, lighting, and litter bins) is currently being
examined and will be included within the detailed design stage.

A61, A70

Consider and avoid where possible issues which will damage
business in the short term

All construction activities will be governed by a Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) the details of which will
be agreed with Waterford City & County Council prior to the commencement of construction activities on site. The
principal objective of the CTMP is to ensure that the impacts of all building activities generated during the construction
phase upon the public (off-site), visitors to the subject site (on-site) and internal (on-site) workers environments, are
fully considered and proactively managed/programmed thereby ensuring that safety is maintained at all times,
disruption is minimised and undertaken within a controlled hazard free/minimised environment. We will ensure any
potential disruption to businesses is minimised.

A61

Parking strategy needed, including short term on street parking at
a small fee

A parking strategy will be included at the detailed design stage. Furthermore consideration will be given to
implementing ‘Short Stay’ parking duration in order to ensure greater availability of car parking spaces.

A61, A70

Free on-street parking from 6.00pm on Fridays should be
considered

A parking strategy will be included at the detailed design stage. Consideration will be given to implementing free
parking on Fridays from 18:00.

A61

Detailed discussion and address the growing issue of antisocial
behaviour in the City Centre

Measures to prevent antisocial behaviour will be considered during the detailed design stage. A61
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The proposal has been rushed to secure availability of funding.
The proposal will discourage shopping visits and scare away retail
investors. The proposal seeks to build on the failure of the failure
of recent WCCC projects i.e. the Viking Triangle and the Quays

There is no evidence to suggest that any of the views provided in the submission are substantiated based on the
analysis undertaken during the preliminary design stage. The Authority does not agree with the generalised comments
of the submission.

A22, A66

Supportive of the scheme however concerned that the new plans
are dependent on other developments in the locality going ahead
and will be part of a public private partnership.

The proposed scheme is not a PPP scheme and will not be reliant on other developments/planning applications within
the area.

A67

A number of submissions mention the provision of clear(er)
signage and wayfinding, including good lighting levels at night.

The proposals will include these requirements during detailed design stage. A70

How long will the construction process take? Will the proposed
one-way system in Phase 3 be used as a construction route for
Phase 4? Will the proposal for Phase 2a also cause disruption?
Could the works cause disruption for possibly 2-3 years with the
Stephen St/Patrick St/Mayors Walk area?

The phasing of works will be designed during the detailed design stage, with a detailed phasing programme provided.

All construction activities will be governed by a Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) the details of which will
be agreed with Waterford City & County Council prior to the commencement of construction activities on site. The
principal objective of the CTMP is to ensure that the impacts of all building activities generated during the construction
phase upon the public (off-site), visitors to the subject site (on-site) and internal (on-site) workers environments, are
fully considered and proactively managed/programmed thereby ensuring that safety is maintained at all times,
disruption is minimised and undertaken within a controlled hazard free/minimised environment.

A68

Why are local residents excluded from the report, why are locals
again left out of this proposal?

Local resident access is covered under the general traffic strategy whereby local access is retained in the core city area
for residents and community facilities.

A68

One family in Carigeen Park has concerns regarding their children
being collected by a bus to attend a local special needs school.
The bus already has issues entering Carigeen Park & collecting
others along an established route. This resident needs this service
to continue. Another resident of Carigeen Park requested speed
bumps to be implemented at the entrance to the street.

The proposals will not restrict access to Carigeen Park for this bus service. The provision of a ramped entry to Carigeen
Park has been included. The amended scheme is indicated on Dwg no 152050-2005 Rev C (Appendix A).

A68

The reported existing walking and cycling percentages are already
reaching 30% at peak times, exceeding the national target of
10% of all journeys made by 2020. The use of public transport is
reported at 7.6%. Can we move forward and try accommodate
more public transport routes?

Public transport routes should take priority over cycle lanes.

The National target of 10% mode share for walking and cycling is for all journeys, throughout the day. The surveyed
results of 30% existing are for the PM peak hour only.

The scheme proposals support the National policy objectives outlined within the National policy document “Smarter
Travel – A Sustainable Transport Future”. Furthermore the following local policy objectives outlined within Waterford
City Development Plan (2013-2019) are also supported by the scheme:

“OBJ 6.2.1 To provide a city wide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes.

OBJ 6.2.13 To facilitate and promote the continued enhancement of the public transport bus service, through further
expansion of: the green routes, realtime passenger information, provision of high quality bus shelters, traffic
management measures, and by ensuring that the design and layout of the neighbourhoods facilitate the expansion of
the bus service.”

New sections of bus lane will be provided along the Cork Road, Manor Street and the Railway Square Link Road to
enable approaching buses to bypass any vehicular queues that may be present. In addition, the provision of bus
priority measures at the traffic signal controls will provide additional green time when a bus is approaching the signals
to enable the buses to pass through the signals without delay. As such, the scheme will enable the bus services to
operate more efficiently.

A68

We cannot allow cycle routes to be enforced where there is no
demand.

The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan (2013-2019) policy objective (OBJ 6.2.1) “To
provide a citywide cycle network to link all areas of the city to each other via main routes

A33, A44, A70,
A72

We cannot allow the redevelopment of our medieval streetscape if
it is not going to give added value to a business and will give a
return on that business’s investment.

The aim of the scheme proposals is to increase the footfall of pedestrians within the core city area and as such the
scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan policy objectives.

A70
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Scheme

What is the cost benefit to the city? Transport appraisal is a process to establish the merits of a specific proposed intervention in the transport system.
Sound governance requires that the probable impacts of the proposed scheme are assessed against the appropriate
standards and criteria. The appraisal is carried out relative to a Do-Minimum case for the most likely scenario if the
scheme does not go ahead.

Best practice indicates a consistent and comprehensive framework is required, to facilitate comparisons of the value for
money achieved by different proposed projects and/or scheme options. In order to achieve this, a degree of
standardisation is required in the appraisals’ calculations which encompass the five principal assessment parameters of
Environment, Safety, Economy, Accessibility & Social Inclusion, and Integration. The NRA’s Project Appraisal Guidance
(PAG) provides the framework and methodology for all such complex appraisals including the works associated with
the subject city centre urban renewal scheme and supplementary public realm enhancements. The PAG is particularly
valuable in that it can account for both direct and indirect outcomes of any intervention in addition to responding to
the delivery of tangible (e.g. employment during construction, increased investment and more attractive retail
environment etc.) and intangible benefits (e.g. improved quality of life for residents, reduced noise and air pollution,
improved accessibility and enhanced social inclusion).

In summary the outline PAG assessment identified the following qualitative conclusions:-

ENVIRONMENT: Air Quality & Climate – Moderately Positive.

ENVIRONMENT: Noise & Vibration – Slightly Positive.

ENVIRONMENT: Waste – Slightly Negative.

ENVIRONMENT: Biodiversity – Neutral.

ENVIRONMENT: Agriculture – Neutral.

ENVIRONMENT: Non Agriculture – Slightly Positive.

ENVIRONMENT: Architectural Heritage – Slightly Positive.

ENVIRONMENT: Archaeological & Cultural Heritage – Imperceptible.

ENVIRONMENT: Landscape & Visual Amenity – Significantly Positive.

ENVIRONMENT: Soils & Geology – Imperceptible.

ENVIRONMENT: Hydrology – Imperceptible.

ENVIRONMENT: Hydrogeology – Imperceptible.

SAFETY: Accident Reduction – Highly Positive.

SAFETY: Security – Slightly Positive.

ECONOMY: Efficiency & Effectiveness – Moderately Positive.

ECONOMY: Wider Economic Impacts – Highly Positive.

ECONOMY: Funding Impacts – Slightly Positive.

ACCESSIBILITY & SOCIAL INCLUSION: Deprived Areas - Moderately Positive.

ACCESSIBILITY & SOCIAL INCLUSION: Vulnerable Groups - Highly Positive.

INTEGRATION: Transport Integration – Highly Positive.

INTEGRATION: Land Use Integration – Moderately Positive.

INTEGRATION: Geographical Integration – Slightly Positive.

INTEGRATION: Other Policy Integration – Moderately Positive.

The results of the outline PAG assessment clearly demonstrates the positive influence that the Urban Renewal Scheme
will deliver across the full range of the assessment criteria. In conclusion the overall benefit to the City is immense and
represents, in the opinion of the council, many multiples of the identified scheme cost.

A61
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A phased trial approach should be undertaken on a number of
streets in order to assess the real impact on turnover for
businesses before a final decision is made

In order to undertake a trial, existing road signs, road markings and street furniture would have to be removed and
new road signage and road markings would have to be provided resulting in excessive costs.

A70, A72

The effective closing of access from The Quay via High street,
Arundel Square to Ballybricken will be a detrimental development.

Access for private vehicles will be facilitated via the orbital routes. The removal of non-essential through traffic from
the core city centre area will enable the reallocation of road space for sustainable transport modes (walking, cycling,
and public transport). The scheme proposals support the Waterford City Development Plan policy objectives.

A70

The addition of raised pedestrian crossings at a number of
junctions would be welcomed. However these need to be more
than just a raised crossing and there must be an obligation for the
motorist to stop rather than leaving it to the motorist’s discretion.

Controlled pedestrian crossing facilities will be provided at a number of locations throughout the scheme where
required.

A70

Access to taxis will become much more important so a clear
strategy for the location and use of these will be vital.

The taxi rank proposals are currently under review with the Taxi operators. The location and hours of operation of the
taxis ranks will be confirmed during the detailed design stage.

A70

A bike park or similar concept may be a good idea Bicycle parking will be provided at suitable locations within the scheme proposals, the locations of which will be
confirmed during the detailed design stage.

A72

In John Street where it is proposed that taxis would be serviced
from Millers Marsh Car Park, is it proposed that they service from
the car park entrance to Johnstown until 5pm each day. After 5pm
they could then service from the proposed location in John Street.

The taxi rank proposals are currently under review with the Taxi operators. The location and hours of operation of the
taxis ranks will be confirmed during the detailed design stage.

A72

Can a survey of shoppers who drive into Waterford in relation to
car usage & Waterford City usage or avoidance if the plans go
ahead to restrict private cars from Arundel Square and Lady Lane
areas? Also required by the businesses on Parnell Street.

Extensive surveys have been undertaken. WCCC are satisfied that there will be no detrimental effect on Waterford City
as a whole.

A72

The six proposed car parking spaces outside Crowe’s Furniture in
Johnstown have been regularly servicing that business since
establishment as a loading bay. Their loss to regular parking could
contribute to a serious downturn in turnover and potential closure.
It is requested that they be left as a loading bay/car parking area

The area to the front of Crowes Furniture will remain for continued use by Crowe’s premises. The amended scheme is
indicated on Dwg no 152050-2003 Rev B (Appendix A).

A72

It is recommended that the provision of an additional traffic lane
on Railway Square, Railway Square link Road and Bath Street is
considered and investigated to double road capacity

Due to the constrained carriageway widths and in order to retain on-street parking whilst providing cycle and bus
facilities it is not possible to provide an additional general traffic lane at these locations.

A74
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Departments
of Arts,
Heritage and
the
Gaeltacht

An independent, expert assessment of the proposals is to be
undertaken to analyse the impacts – both physical and visual – on
the architectural heritage and to inform the final design. The
assessment is to include:

an analysis of historical documentation used to inform the
proposals;

address  the proposed canopy in the Applemarket;

assessment of buildings to be demolished; and

visual impact assessment on the proposal at French’s
Tower and other upstanding features of the city defences.

Further archaeological excavation, testing and/or monitoring may
be required and the National Monuments Service, Department of
Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht shall comment further in this
regard following the submission of the detailed archaeological
impact assessment report.

It shall be necessary for the Local Authority to consult with the
National Monuments Service with regard to any requirements for
development works to be carried out under Section 14 Ministerial
Consent (National Monuments Acts).

The detailed archaeological assessment to be prepared at the
design stage of the project shall include an archaeological impact
statement relating to these and other similar proposals within the
archaeologically sensitive areas (both from visual impact and
physical impact on archaeological remains viewpoints).

A letter has been prepared in response to this submission (see below).

Architectural Heritage: In relation to the area of architectural heritage the submission suggests the Department are
concerned with the level of information contained within the Part 8 application regarding the potential impacts on the
City’s architectural heritage. These concerns were outlined in three specific areas, the proposed ground surface
treatment, the proposed canopy at the Apple Market and the impact of the proposed demolition works. Below follows a
brief outline of the approach taken.

Proposed Ground Surfaces: Waterford City & County Council would accept and agree the ground surfaces are
significant in shaping the architectural and spatial character of the place, the setting and the visual amenity of the
City’s historic buildings. The current proposal is seen as the continuation of a number of successful and award winning
city centre public realm schemes begun some fifteen years ago with John Roberts Square and continuing thought to
the recent completion of works at the Viking Triangle. The starting point for the current proposal was the existing
context and in particular its material aspects. Over the previous public realm schemes the City has developed and
refined a consistent and suitable palette of materials and approach to such works. This palette consists primarily of
grey or black Irish limestone and grey or red Spanish granite, the grey in particular picks up the similarity with Irish
Carlow granite. The current proposal follows closely this established thread in context, surface treatment and approach
to accessibility. This approach is outlined in section 3.4 of the report and following these considerations the design
team anticipate there will be no direct or significant impact on the protected structures in the vicinity of the scheme, as
stated in paragraph 5.2 of said report.  In our opinion this careful and considered approach is respectful of the
architectural character, the spatial character and setting complimenting the buildings. The historic centre of Waterford
city is relative small in extent and we believe this character is best addressed through this consistent approach which
respects materials and detailing. The council welcomes the Department’s Advice Series publication “Paving – the
conservation of historic ground surfaces” (2015), much of the guidance outlined in Section 7 (historic paving within the
public realm) and Section 8 (new interventions in the public realm) has been followed in the preparation of the current
proposal. The Council’s inter departmental multi-disciplinary approach, developed over a number of previous schemes
and lead by inter departmental team including roads, traffic, planning, architects and specialist consultants is in
accordance with said guidance.

Apple Market Canopy: The proposals for the covering of the Apple Market has been given careful consideration by both
Waterford City & County Council and the design team. While we accept that the addition of the canopy will result in
the loss of the only tree in this space, the overall proposal envisages the planting of numerous semi mature trees
within the City centre. The canopy has been carefully designed to ensure there will be little or no loss of natural light to
the surrounding areas through fully glazed canopies above the John Street, Spring Garden Alley and New Street axes.
The resulting reduced central area, which is fully covered, is of sufficient height (7/8 meters) and at sufficient distance
from adjacent frontages (via the glazed canopies) to ensure adequate levels of natural light below it. The reflective
soffit over this space combined with a light coloured surface finish should serve to reinforce the quantity of light within
the space. Adequate levels of natural ventilation are provided by the open nature of the structure and canopies which
are also designed not to obstruct free access to the facades and roofs of adjacent frontages. This is a free standing
structure which does not interfere or come into contact with the surrounding building fabric.

This structure has been designed specifically for the Apple Market which in terms of scale and configuration is unique
in the Irish context which is why this proposal is unprecedented. This quality of the space combined with the functional
requirements of providing a multi-purpose outdoor ‘room’ for a whole range of urban activities, means that we do not
believe the more generic umbrella option would be appropriate in this case.

Proposed Demolition Works: An initial buildings assessment has been carried out by specialist consultants on behalf of
Waterford City & County Council, to assess the potential impact assessment in relation to the proposed demolition of
buildings included within the current scheme. No issues of concern were identified and no further assessment is
deemed warranted. The archaeological assessment process will be continued as part of the detail design phase.

Archaeological Observations: In relation to the area of archaeological heritage, Waterford City & County Council awaits
the outcome of the part 8 process in order to proceed with a detailed archaeological impact assessment as outlined
within the part 8 report, details and particulars of said assessment will be forwarded to the Department for agreement.
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Other Issues
Outside the
Extents of
the Part 8
Consultation

Scheme at the end Folly restricts access to Poleberry This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A5

Does not agree with the scheme along the Quay This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A8, A29, A49,
A56, A61

Car parks should be removed from the Quay and public parks /
green areas provided along the river front. Take full advantage of
Waterfront area.

This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A8, A56, A70

Rehousing required This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A15

Funding should be spent on community projects within the inner
city

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A22

Emergency Service access to William Street and Lombard Street This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A26

Provision of a car parking space in front garden of a residential
property on Stephen Street

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A38

Will access to New Street and the existing residential premises be
retained during construction of the proposed Applemarket
shopping centre? Will dust/dirt from construction be managed?

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A36

If a rooftop garden is to be provided on the proposed
Applemarket shopping centre, will users of the garden have a line
of site into the New Street resident’s properties?

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A36

What will the layout of the proposed Applemarket shopping centre
be in terms of distance to nearby residential properties and effect
on natural light levels?

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A36

Will a structural analysis be undertaken on the near-by residential
properties before and after construction of the proposed
Applemarket shopping centre?

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A36

What is the likely pedestrian activity that the Applemarket
shopping centre is expected to generate?

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A36

Will large delivery vehicles be restricted from delivering to the
Applemarket shopping centre during night time and early morning
hours?

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A36

A public meeting for the near-by residents is required prior to
construction of the Applemarket shopping centre.

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A36

The provision of the Applemarket shopping centre will not
encourage large retailers to come to the city.

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal
Scheme and as such has not been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A8, A59

Undertake a retail renewal scheme within the city to help existing
struggling retailers to upgrade their premises.

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A34, A70
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Outside the
Extents of
the Part 8
Consultation

All council vehicle parking spaces should be €1 per hour. The cost
per hour for the proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre car park
will affect the success of the overall scheme. The Applemarket
Shopping Centre and car park should be completed as a matter of
priority.

The pricing strategy of council owned vehicular parking is a matter for the elected members and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre and associated car park is outside the area covered by the Waterford City
Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not be included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A54

Consider the provision of cycle facilities between Prospect Mews,
Kilcohan and St Angela’s Secondary School

This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A16

The scheme proposals do no detail the impact that the
Applemarket shopping centre and car park will have on the inner
city residents. The planners need to reassure residents that the
increased traffic volumes will be taken away via the main
thoroughfares.

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre and associated car park is outside the area covered by the Waterford City
Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not be included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A16

There is a lack of information available on the Living City Initiative This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A16, A72

The city needs to be provided with a Market space, indoor or
outdoor. Relocation of Street traders and Markets from Broad
Street/John Roberts Square to a location such as the Bank of
Ireland Car Park at the Applemarket.

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A73

The cycle lanes on the Quay and on Newtown Road are often
subject to encroachment by vehicles and as such endanger
cyclists. In addition the cycle paths on Riverwalk and Kilbarry
should be renewed.

These areas are outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not
been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A59

In favour of the proposals however disappointed a one-way
system is not being proposed for William Street and/or Catherine
Street.

This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A60

In favour of the proposals however questions the use of Browns
Lane for the proposed Applemarket shopping Centre car park, site
would be more suitable for the use of a cultural area with
cafes/restaurants/craft shops.

The proposed Applemarket Shopping Centre and associated car park is outside the area covered by the Waterford City
Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not be included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A61

Dunmore Road & John St (Johnstown) corridors might be
examined

These areas are outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report. However they are likely to form the basis of detailed studies in the
near future once opportunities become available.

A61

The provision of a late night bus service is required The provision of a late night bus service is at the discretion of the local bus operators and outside of the remit of this
Public Consultation.

A61, A72

The provision of a Wi-Fi service in the city centre is required. This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A62

The proposed one-way system will increase the build-up of traffic
on the Dunmore Road, Park Road and Newtown Road.

This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report. However it should be noted that there is no evidence to suggest that
the scheme proposals will have an effect on the Dunmore Road, Park Road and Newtown Road.

A70

There appears to be absolutely no mention or acknowledgment
that commercial rate paying businesses will see any significant
returns of their own investment.

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A70
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The recent increased development at Ardkeen on the Dunmore
Road will reduce further the need for people to come into the city
centre.

This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A70, A72

Prior to any works being started the Waterside car park must be
finished and opened as a priority.

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A70

Consideration should be given to the provision of a multi-storey
car park on the Millers Marsh car park site.

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A70, A72

Consideration should be given to the purchase of the BOI site at
the Applemarket which would allow some flexibility in terms of
future vehicular access when John St is designated for
pedestrianisation.

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A70

A proactive strategy within Waterford City Council in respect of
commercial and retail units is badly needed to run in parallel with
the proposed works to ensure the revival of dead spots along the
revised streets.

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A72

Consideration should be given to the removal of the information
unit from Broad Street and replacing it with a Longboat or
children’s playground.

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A72

Should Masons be placed on the market in the future procure it
with a view to opening up Wyse Park and Johns Church ruins to
the public

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A50

There are no public car parks in the Cork Road/Tramore Road
area.

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A72

Consideration should be given to the purchase Shefflins Pub to
widen the Manor St road carriageway

This is outside the remit of the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been included in
this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A73

There are no plans for cycle lanes outside Tesco Poleberry,
Lombard Street, William St and O’Connell St

These areas are outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not
been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A73

Cork Road Roundabout and Tramore Road Roundabout are not
safe for cyclists.

These areas are outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not
been included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A73

Grates on the Cork Road past WIT are severely sunken and a
major hazard

This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A73

Grange Hill and the area around St. Anne’s Tennis club are bumpy
and not suitable for cycling.

This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A73

Anti-parking measures on the cycle lanes on the Folly outside the
Sacred Heart church are required.

This area is outside the area covered by the Waterford City Centre Urban Renewal Scheme and as such has not been
included in this Part 8 Public Consultation Report.

A73
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3.0 SCHEME AMENDMENTS

3.1 INTRODUCTION

3.1.1 During the public consultation, a number of submissions were received with requests for

items to be included within the scheme. All of the submissions have merit but can only be

considered during the detailed design stage of the scheme. The following section

provides a summary of the aforementioned submissions.

3.2 ITEMS TO BE CONSIDERED/INCLUDED DURING DETAILED DESIGN

STAGE

3.2.1 The following is a list of items that will be considered/included during the detailed design

stage:

Provision of a loading bay in the vicinity of Siopa Ris on Hennessey’s Road

Provide a mobility impaired parking space in Spring Garden Alley

Boundary treatment for properties adjacent to properties being demolished

Anti-social behaviour measures/initiatives in Castle Street, Applemarket, Johns Lane

and Johns Avenue

Provision of a barrier/guard rail at Castle Court, Hennessey’s Road and outside

crèche on Manor St

Location and hours of operation of taxi ranks (night time)

Consideration to widening pedestrian footway in the vicinity of 74-76 Manor St

Street lighting Review/Improvement on Manor St

Dimensions of new pedestrian footway at Castle Court

Ensure there is no visual disturbance (lights from vehicles) from realigned Browns

Lane to the residents of Castle Terrace/Castle Street

Street furniture, public toilets, public lighting and bins

Delivery/servicing strategy for Madigan’s off licence

Location of pedestrian crossings (uncontrolled)

Delivery/servicing strategy for Tesco Poleberry and TKmaxx

Construction Traffic Management Plan & Demolition program

Boundary wall between Castle Street and Castle Terrace

Explore the opportunity of retaining vehicular access to Michael Street

Specification of power supply units for Applemarket

Explore the possibility of changing the proposed southbound cycle lane on Parnell

Street to a raised cycle track

Detailed specification of materials to be used in the public realm areas

Explore the possibility of opening pedestrianised areas for cyclist use

Signage Strategy (road signs/way finding/information signs)

Communication Strategy

Permitted delivery/servicing times

Explore the opportunity of opening pedestrian streets to vehicular traffic after

5.30pm

Provision of a taxi rank in the vicinity of Reginald’s Tower

Phasing/implementation of Construction works & traffic management proposals

Parking Strategy

Provision of cycle parking

Provision of dropped kerbs to retain access to properties/businesses along the Cork

Road

Provision of an additional mobility impaired parking space on the Mayors Walk.

3.3 AMENDMENTS TO PART 8 SCHEME PROPOSALS AS ADVERTISED

3.3.1 The following table (Table 3.1) provides a description of the amendments to the Part 8

scheme proposals as advertised. These amendments have been provided in response to

the public consultation.
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Table 3.1 Proposed Scheme Amendments

Street Proposed Amendments Amendment Reference
(indicated on Dwgs with

revision cloud)

Drawing Reference (Appendix A)

Cork Road At the Cork Road/Tramore Road junction the corner radius for left turning vehicles from the Cork Road into the Tramore Road
has been increased from 8m (with a 10m overrun radius) to 10m (with 12m overrun radius). The angle has also been increased.

Ref-01 152050-2001 Rev C

Access to the adjacent properties (St Albans B&B and adjacent residential property) has been provided. Ref-02 152050-2001 Rev C

Footway and cycle track have been realigned to ensure no encroachment on the adjacent residential/business properties as
located on the south-eastern side of the Cork Road. Short term kerbside parking formalised whilst retaining access to
residential/business properties as required. The vehicle parking is now located adjacent to the pedestrian footway, with the cycle
track now located adjacent to the road carriageway.

Ref-03 152050-2001 Rev C

Road carriageway realigned to facilitate a new right turn pocket and to ensure no encroachment on the adjacent
residential/business properties as located on the south-eastern side of the Cork Road. Central island length is also increased.

Ref-04 152050-2001 Rev C

The width of the right turn lane has been reduced to 2.9m at pinch point as a result of the realigned road carriageway. Ref-05 152050-2001 Rev C

The pedestrian footway further encroaches into the Government Offices lands as a result of the realigned road carriageway. Ref-06 152050-2001 Rev C

The size of the island has been reduced to provide an extended right turn lane into Morris’s DIY. Ref-32 152050-2001 Rev C

The upgraded vehicular access to the Government offices will be retained at its existing location. The proposed central island has
been removed and replaced with a right turn lane.

Ref-37 152050-2001 Rev C

Formal access and right turn lane provided to allow vehicular access to Charisma Blinds. Ref-38 152050-2001 Rev C

A tree survey has been undertaken which has influenced the amended design of the scheme with the aim of reducing the
quantum of trees to be removed. The proposed alignment of the road carriageway has been amended to reduce the quantity of
trees to be removed at WIT.

Ref-39 152050-2001 Rev C & 152050-2002 Rev D

The kerbs have been realigned to facilitate the swept path of HGVs Ref-40 152050-2002 Rev D

Mayors Walk The ramp has been increased in length to accommodate buses. As a result the cycle facilities have been altered slightly. Ref-07 152050-2005 Rev C

The quantum of parking spaces in this area has been increased from 30 to 31. The length of the perpendicular parking bays
have been increased in length from 4.8m to 5m.

Ref-08 152050-2005 Rev C

The parallel parking bays on the western side of the carriageway have been replaced with perpendicular parking bays. 5no.
additional parking spaces have been accommodated.

Ref-09 152050-2005 Rev C

An area designated for use by the Church (hearse etc.) has been provided. Ref-10 152050-2005 Rev C

The loading bay has been increased in length and relocated further south Ref-11 152050-2005 Rev C
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The raised surface has been extended over the entire width of the road carriageway at the junction. Ref-12 152050-2005 Rev C

The proposed southbound cycle lane now terminates at Robinson’s Lane. An additional 9no. parking bays have been
accommodated on the eastern side of the carriageway.

Ref-13 152050-2005 Rev C

The proposed southbound cycle lane now terminates at Robinson’s Lane. Cyclists are redirected to the cross the Mayors Walk
road carriageway and travel along Robinson’s Lane

Ref-14 152050-2005 Rev C

A new kerb build out has been provided at the Mayors Walk/Barrack St junction Ref-20 152050-2006 Rev B

A loading bay has been provided on the eastern side of the carriageway. Ref-15 152050-2005 Rev C

A ramped surface is provided at the Robinson’s Lane/Mayors Walk junction. Ref-16 152050-2005 Rev C

A mobility impaired parking space has been provided in the vicinity of the doctor’s surgery. Ref-42 152050-2005 Rev C

The entry point to the northbound cycle track has been relocated further south Ref-44 152050-2005 Rev C

Patrick
Street

The parking layout has been altered to provide 4no. angled parking bays. As a result 2no. additional spaces have been provided
in this area.

Ref-17 152050-2005 Rev C

The proposed taxi rank has been removed to provide 8no. parking bays. Ref-18 152050-2005 Rev C

A ramped entry into Carigeen Park has been provided Ref-19 152050-2005 Rev C

Newgate
Street

The loading bay has been increased in length. Ref-21 152050-2005 Rev C

A new kerb build out has been provided at the Newgate St/Butler Court junction Ref-22 152050-2006 Rev B

New Street 2 no on-street parking spaces have been provided. The taxi rank has been moved further to the west. Ref-23 152050-2005 Rev C

Parnell
Street

Additional on-street parking provided Ref-24 152050-2003 Rev B

John Street 4 parking spaces have been retained on John Street Ref-25 152050-2003 Rev B

Railway
Square

The pedestrian facilities layout have been altered to mirror existing facilities on site. Ref-26 152050-2002 Rev D

The section of bus lane has been removed to provide a loading area and a left turn lane. Ref-27 152050-2002 Rev D

The length of the left turn lane has been increased to commence earlier. Ref-28 152050-2002 Rev D

The length of bus storage in front of the stop line has been increased to 25m Ref-29 152050-2002 Rev D

The Railway Square Link Road/Poleberry St/Bath St junction layout has been altered to accommodate a two way cycle crossing Ref-30 152050-2002 Rev D

A green area has been provided between the pedestrian footpath and the cycle lane. Ref-31 152050-2002 Rev D
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Hennessy’s
Road

In order to maximise the distance between number 2 Castle Street and the back of footway of the realigned Hennessy’s Road. A
short distance of new boundary treatment is provided on Castle Street between the property and the new realigned road
corridor.

Ref-33 152050-2006 Rev B

Peter Street The taxi rank has been retained on Peter Street Ref-34 PL-03 Rev B

Arundel
Square

A loading area has been provided within Arundel Square Ref-35 PL-03 Rev B

High Street A loading/set-down area (short stay parking) has been provided on High Street Ref-36 PL-03 Rev B

Castle Street A one way link from Browns Lane to Castle Street has been provided. This link will permit left turn manoeuvres only from
Browns Lane. Right turn manoeuvres into Castle St from Hennessey’s Road will not be permitted.

Ref-41 152050-2003 Rev B

Johnstown Loading area has been retained at Crowe’s Ref-43 152050-2003 Rev B

College
Street

The right turn lane from College Street to the Cork Road has been removed. Cycle facilities altered to provide for right turning
cyclists.

Ref-45 152050-2002 Rev D

.
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