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Mr. Patrick Savage &
The Planning Service

16-22 Bedford St.

Belfast, Northern Ireland

BT27FD

Re:  Z/2006/2766F
157-161 North St. and onto 40-44 Kent St.
Belfast BT1-2JA4

Dear Mr. Savage,

Thank you for your reply to our Sept. 27/07 letter to you, regarding the above proposed (and
recently revised) development application.

We were disappointed, as you can appreciate, that our queries to you went unanswered. And yet
your decision as you wrote was based on detail consideration, balanced judgment, and the overall
public interest.

Can you assure us that no zoning bylaws are in place for the subject area, and that the planning
policies, development plan, relevant material factors and representations submitted from all
interested parties, has taken into account the recommendations and policies of the Belfast City
Center Northside Urban Village Draft Regeneration Framework?

Are you able to assure us also, that the immediate Stephen and Kent St. areas will be given detail
consideration within the context of the Brown Square, Carrick Hill, and the Press/Library
Quarters regeneration plans? We, of course, speak of the desire to retain the historic character of
the city centre as the old street grid and the Department for Social Development (DSD) proposal
that the area should adhere to and respect the historic character of the area, and its Victorian
architecture.

Since there is a lack of public open space within the City Centre and the North West Quarter in
particular, the opportunity exists to provide high quality streetscape and we are curious as to
whether this will take place, when judged against the historic buildings which were demolished
in order to create vacant lots for car parking rather than green parks?

The Kent St. and Stephen St. area together with Library St. and Little Donegal St. are comprised
of 4 and 5 storey structures and the existing two and one half storey townhomes. These historic
Brownstone/ Victorian buildings are currently nestled in what is a poor environmental quality
area (as defined by DSD) and we are of the opinion that the new proposed 92 unit apartment and
retail building will detract from the intended environmental quality of the area of which the DSD
recommends.







