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#saveCQ
develop, not demolish

Briefing Document, November 2017

About Save Cathedral Quarter 

Save Cathedral Quarter (Save CQ) is an advocacy group for equitable urban development. We are a 
voluntary group, independent of any political or commercial interests. We bring together a wide range of 
backgrounds and expertise on issues of urban development, from planning and architecture, to housing, 
transport, the arts and culture, and social justice.  

Our aim is to raise awareness of good urban development, to advocate for practices that are appropriate, 
sensitive, just, and sustainable, and to enable the public to exercise their right to participate in the planning 
process.

Background to the development 

The development site lies within the North East Quarter of Belfast City Centre, and straddles two 
Conservation Areas: City Centre and Cathedral Quarter. The almost 12-acre site was granted planning 
permission (Z/2010/1532/F) in 2012 by DOE for a mixed use scheme comprising a department store, retail 
units, café/ restaurant units, hotel (25 rooms), office accommodation, residential units (205 no. 
apartments), arts centre, retail car park (830 no. spaces), residential car park (236 no. spaces) and public 
spaces. 

In 2015, the assets were acquired by Cerberus Capital Management, before being sold to Castlebrooke 
Investments in January 2016. 

In October 2016, a planning application (LA04/2016/2327/F) was submitted proposing to vary conditions of 
the original Royal Exchange planning permission to enable a phased delivery. The Department for 
Infrastructure approved the application to vary conditions in January 2017. Phase 1a was exempted from 
that variance and work commenced on Lower Garfield Street and North Street in October 2017. 

Pre-planning public consultation began in February 2017, and the plans were met with a large degree of 
public concern. These concerns were articulated extensively during the consultation periods. Almost 4,000 
letters of objection were sent in response to pre-planning consultation. 

A number of planning applications have since been submitted to Belfast City Council in relation to the 
scheme. 

We summarise our concerns in response to those applications below under the following headings:

- Consultation process
- Housing & Community
- City Economy
- Arts & Culture
- Built Heritage
- Good Design and positive placemaking
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Consultation Process 

Consultation Law is governed by the Gunning Principles, which require:

1. No predetermination of any decisions; Consultation must be at formative stage;
2. Adequacy of Information; must be complete, comprehensive and comprehensible;
3. Adequacy of time for intelligent consideration by consultees;
4. Conscientious Consideration of all inputs must be shown by Consultor.

Having reviewed the detail of the pre-application community consultation (PACC) reports included with the 
various applications associated with this development, we have serious concerns that the extent and 
quality of the consultation fails to meet either minimum statutory requirements or industry best practice, 
and has further been misrepresented by the applicant in the PACC.

In addition to the Gunning Principles, Development Management Practice Notes have been developed 
from the Planning Act (Northern Ireland) 2011, which provide advice and best practice guidance. 
Development Management Practice Note 10, Section 3.1, states that “The level and extent of pre-
application engagement should be proportionate to the scale and the complexity of the proposed 
development.” 
 
Section 3.2 further states “At its most simple level, a community consultation process should ensure that 
people: 
1. have access to information 
2. can put forward their own ideas and feel confident that there is a process of considering ideas; and 
3. have an active role in developing proposals and options to ensure local knowledge and perspectives 

are taken into account.

To achieve this it is essential that prospective applicants understand the local communities who are most 
likely to be affected by the development proposal.” 
 
The consultation event was not carried out in line with these guidelines or in a manner that provided 
genuine opportunities for members of the public to engage. Below are specific examples that highlight the 
consultation’s specific shortcomings: 
 

- Timing of the event – less than 7 days notice given coinciding with the July fortnight. 
 

- Local traders whose businesses and livelihoods will be directly impacted by the 
development were not consulted during either the February or July periods, contrary to the guidelines in 
section 4.2 of Practice Note 10.
 

- Opportunity to respond – originally given 3 days which demonstrates the lack of 
willingness to execute a meaningful community engagement process. It was then extended to 14 days 
after the consultation event, offering very little time for members of the public to analyse and understand a 
crucial scheme with complex and far-reaching implications, particularly considering it was timed during a 
major public holiday. 
 

- Information given prior to the July event fell short of best practice – one public advertisement, no 
posters, leaflets or other offline advertising as outlined in the PAN. No notification given to Save CQ, who 
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are a key stakeholder. They also failed to provide details in the PACC report of the formation of the Save 
CQ group, as recommended in Section 7.3 of Practice Note 10.  
 

- Website had no information about the proposals until the day of the consultation event. PACC 
report states that 1500 printed flyers were distributed in the area, however we have seen no evidence of 
such, and have consulted with traders and residents who confirmed they had not seen printed flyers in the 
area during the July consultation period.  
 

- Information provided online is of a low quality; small, low resolution images and a timed 
slideshow format makes it difficult to give the scheme due scrutiny. 
 

- Information given at the July event fell below standard; there was no model of the proposal, 
information consisted of only large panels that were highly technical and c o n f u s i n g . A s t r e e t w a s 
mislabeled in the exhibition boards, adding to the confusion. CGIs were confusing and inconsistent (see 
below). 

- There was confusing information about the inclusion of the building on the north-east corner of 
Phase 1B.   In some images it remained as-is, and in others it was shown as developed. This is an 
important part of the scheme and there should be clarity from the developer of its inclusion or not in this 
phase of the development so that the public can be clear on what they are being asked to respond to.  
 

- Type of consultation – there was no meaningful opportunity for a two way constructive 
conversation or consideration of alternative ideas or proposals. Developers' representatives were evasive 
when asked direct questions.  
 

- Transparency behind the design process – no evidence was given in the consultants’ responses 
that they had considered different options for the proposal, and that there is a clear rationale behind the 
design/how it would function etc.  
 

- Response to public concerns: while the developers outlined in the PACC report a number of 
issues raised by members of the public in response to the consultation, they fail to adequately address the 
major issues as recommended in Section 7.7 of Practice Note 10, not least the public’s objection to a 
phased application process and the consequences of decisions made at this stage which will impact in 
complex ways on the rest of the scheme. 

We argue that on this basis, Belfast City Council should decline to determine this planning application until 
further sincere and meaningful consultation has been conducted. We have raised these concerns directly 
with Head of Planning (correspondence 10 October 2017) and are yet to be informed of their decision. 

Housing & Community 

The Belfast Agenda sets out to 'improve neighbourhoods, and improve the city living experience.' The 
proposal for redevelopment of the North East Quarter is a potentially powerful and precedent-setting 
opportunity to create this ‘experience,’ to create a transformative, sustainable and affordable city centre 
neighbourhood, the kind that has been proven elsewhere to bring prosperity to an area, as well as making 
safer, more vibrant and attractive streets. 
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The Design and Access Statement submitted alongside the proposal states the objectives of the scheme, 
including:

-Foster a real sense of community, incorporating a wide range of new uses and creating 
successful public and private spaces;

-Introduce City centre living to Belfast through the provision of new homes including a 
private rented sector (PRS) offer; [emphasis added by author]

We would contest neither of these objectives will be achieved by this development in its current form.

The residential provision proposed for the tower at the corner of Rosemary Street, Bridge Street and North 
Street is ‘around 150 apartments’ - this prioritises private profit over local concerns. The housing is 
confined to 1 & 2 bed apartments, and is all private with no social or affordable housing provision made. 
This goes against good planning principles of mixed tenure housing.  

We want to see social housing integrated into the scheme as an integral part. Mixed tenure housing is 
important to creating balanced communities and shared spaces, as well as helping to alleviate the current 
housing crisis. Belfast City Centre is a shared space and we should work hard to ensure that a balanced, 
sustainable community is able to develop within the City Centre. This will support other commercial and 
cultural uses and help create safe and vibrant streets. This is the norm in many European Cities, and we 
should look to these and learn from them as examples of thriving and sustainable city centres.    

The creation of more ‘balanced sustainable communities’ is a priority of the RDS and SPPS where social, 
affordable and private housing are mixed together within an area to ensure that a balanced, diverse, and 
resilient community is created.  From the information given in the planning application there is no provision 
for families, and no consideration of the health and wellbeing of older people that may wish to live here, as 
well as the need for play spaces for young people.  

Open space/Play
Play space is a policy requirement for large residential developments as set out in PPS 7:
4.30 Regard should always be given to ways of integrating pleasant, attractive and landscaped areas of 
public open space, including children’s play schemes spaces, as an intrinsic element of any new residential 
development to meet the needs generated by that development.

The play strategy of the scheme will be “limited to doorstep play”, defined as “a landscaped space 
including engaging play features for young children under 5 that is close to their homes, and places for 
carers to sit and talk.” It is also proposed that “Roof garden and terrace areas of the proposed buildings will 
provide small open play spaces” and that “Throughout the public realm there will be the opportunity for 
‘incidental’ playable spaces. This describes opportunities within ‘public spaces where recreational features, 
such as landscaping or public art encourage play’. This will be considered whilst developing the art 
strategy.” These considerations are described in indicative illustrations with no figures or options 
appraisals, preventing thorough analysis of the proposed strategy. 

The ‘incidental’ play spaces that will be developed later cannot be relied upon to contribute to the strategy. 
The housing provision within the scheme is not child friendly, and has not been designed to be so.

Questions to consider:
• What is the evidence-base upon which housing need for the City Centre has been assessed? 
• Why only 1 and 2 bed apartments with no outside private amenity space? Why has there been no 

consideration of the need for family housing and housing that would be suitable for older people and 
those with limited mobility?
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• How will putting the vast majority of residential development into one block help create lively and safe 
streets across this part of the City at different times of the day i.e. when the offices and retail close?  

• How does the proposal contribute towards the SPPS Core Planning Principles of improving health and 
wellbeing, creating and enhancing shared space, supporting sustainable economic growth, and good 
design and positive place-making?

• If social housing currently provided on Donegall Street is to be removed, will it be replaced, and if so, 
where?

City Economy 

This scheme is only viable if demand for retail space increases. Belfast’s central retail core has a 17% 
vacancy rate on average. The scheme is retail-led and therefore extremely vulnerable to fundamental 
changes happening to this sector such as online shopping. Lower North Street has 71.8% occupancy; 
Donegall Street Lower has 86% occupancy; Rosemary Street has 70% occupancy. In all cases, it is mostly 
independent traders who will be displaced by this development. These traders are paying rents and rates 
and are contributing to the Destination CQ and Belfast One Business Improvement Districts. 

CQ is also home to dozens of arts and cultural organisations that will be impacted by this scheme. 
According to BCC Cultural Framework, Belfast City Council estimate that the return on investment in the 
arts is £8 for every £1 invested. (BCC Cultural Framework p.7) Rents and revenues are higher in retail 
units in historic areas; the restoration of historic buildings also represents good value for money. The 
construction industry and threatened traditional skills benefit from heritage-led regeneration. Developing 
not demolishing buildings represents the most sustainable form of development. 

Strategic Planning Policy Statement - Core Planning Principle 3: Supporting Sustainable Economic Growth 
(p.18): Regional strategic objective to promote sustainable economic development in an environmentally 
sensitive manner. “The environment is an asset for economic growth in its own right and planning 
authorities must balance the need to support job creation and economic growth with protecting and 
enhancing the quality of the natural and built environment” 

Cathedral Conservation Area Guide, pg.16: “The … Enhancement Strategy within the Cathedral 
Conservation Area … aims to … encourage a variety of new land uses including offices, small scale 
retailing, cultural and recreational”. Belfast City Centre Conservation Area Guide (p.4) “Forward looking 
cities increasingly promote their individual and unique buildings and their distinctive townscape character 
as a valuable resource to attract visitors and tourists and the generate new economic activity

On page 37 of the Design and Access Statement it is claimed that the BCC Javelin study supports the 
need for more ‘high end’ retail in Belfast City Centre.  Examples of high end retail that is currently not in the 
City as provided by the Javelin report include Jo Malone, Lloyds Bar and Whistles.  These retailers in fact 
do exist in the City Centre, so this information is not a reliable evidence base and/or needs updated. 
 Furthermore other retailers suggested as potentially coming to Belfast include Laura Ashley and FCUK - 
both of whom already had properties in Belfast City Centre and recently moved out. It is very important that 
we ensure there is a reliable evidence base to support the retail demand in this City, otherwise we are 
losing substantial heritage to create vacancies and problems for the future.  
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Questions to ask:
• Job creation - is the methodology clear as to how they arrived at this figure? Has it been adjusted for job 

displacement?  
• How confident can we be of external investment of high street chain stores in the current uncertainty of 

Brexit? What adaptability is being built into this proposal to mitigate this risk?
• Given the documented value of the arts and culture to the city economy, how will the displacement of arts 

and cultural organisations be offset?
• How will the harm to existing tenants - one of which has been trading continuously in the area for over a 

Century - be offset? Will there be special tenancy agreements made available to allow existing tenants to 
return to the area once redevelopment has been completed?

Arts and Culture 

Since the early 1990s, the arts have slowly but surely been the most vocal and visible contributors to the 
area. Key qualities that contribute to the Quarter’s appeal include proximity, density, amenities, low cost 
space and the dynamic and creative energy that pulses through the winding streets. Thanks to this creative 
clustering the Cathedral Quarter has been at the forefront of innovation in Belfast as the area nurtured its 
arts scene and independent vibe. Alongside the Art College, the North Street Arcade was a mecca of newly 
established arts organisations and signature shops supporting the creative and cultural community. Little 
wonder that the MAC should choose to be here, along with Golden Thread Gallery, PLACE, PS2 and some 
45 other publicly funded arts organisations from Community Arts Partnership and Cathedral Quarter Arts 
Festival to Dance Resource Base and the Belfast Children’s Festival. This is the arts epicentre of the city, 
as the tens of thousands attending Culture Night annually in Cathedral Quarter signifies year after year.
 
A further wave of development has occurred with creative industries producers and indeed traders 
establishing themselves in CQ. Producers and agencies related to the TV and Games industries, Spray Art 
suppliers and creatives and creative entrepreneurs base themselves in Belfast’s preeminent cultural hub. 
So, as the restaurants and bars have become more numerous, so have those who depend on this cultural 
clustering for their livelihood. 
 
This authentic, organic and richly diverse cultural working population now is under threat.   With the 
proposed new development’s focus almost totally on commercial redevelopment with huge shopping 
complexes replacing demolished built heritage, it will not only displace the previous creative identity of the 
area, but the ensuing wave of upward rent review will “price out” the arts. 

The local Cathedral Quarter Trust, despite being charged with the promotion of arts, culture, and heritage 
in the area unfortunately has no statutory brake on the nature of this development. Only Belfast City 
Council can adjust this. Otherwise, soon, the area will be known by whatever name they give the shopping 
centre, as opposed to the cultural icon which is our only city-centre Cathedral. This will utterly undermine 
the Destination CQ Business Improvement District, the Ulster University’s positioning of its new campus, a 
vibrant tourist trade and the hard won gains by the arts and cultural sector locally. It also sells short the 
potential for a truly inclusive city centre community. 

The developers have not engaged adequately with the arts and cultural sector. The current occupancy 
rates of cultural activities in the area has been under-represented in the planning application’s supporting 
documents, thus underestimating potential impacts.  
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Questions to ask:
• What information has been gathered to support the commercial-led rather than culture-led 

redevelopment of this area? Have culture or heritage-led options been given consideration?
• How will the impact of this development on the local arts and cultural scene be mitigated by the 

developers. Will the developers enter into planning agreements to ensure right of return once the 
development is complete?

• When will specific details of floor-space for so-called cultural provision be provided, including associated 
rent levels?

Built Heritage 

The site contains six listed buildings and lies across two conservation areas. It is a particularly sensitive 
area, performing a valuable and unique role for the city in creating a distinct identity, character, and sense 
of place for the City. There has been significant public investment in stand-alone tourist attractions in the 
City, however the Cathedral Quarter offers something equally unique and memorable to the people that 
come to visit Belfast, and the collective value of its heritage needs to be protected to this end.  

Article 104 of The Planning (Northern Ireland) Act 2011 states that in conservation areas “special attention 
shall be paid to the desirability of preserving and enhancing its character or appearance”. The SPPS states 
that in managing development within a conservation area, the guiding principle is to “afford special regard 
to the desirability of enhancing its character or appearance where an opportunity to do so exists”. It further 
states that “there will be a general presumption against the grant of planning permission where proposals 
would conflict with this principle”. The proposed scheme erodes this character on a significant scale as a 
total of 16 buildings will be completely demolished, a further 5 demolished with retention of their facades, 2  
listed buildings partially retained, and only 2 being kept in their entirety as a result, which directly 
contravenes both the 2011 Planning Act, and the SPPS.

Some of these buildings are in poor repair, having sat vacant for many years. One building was recently 
the site of a deliberately-set fire. Save CQ concedes that vacancy levels across the conservation area are 
a problem, but we argue that this the result of neglect and poorly managed interventions over time, and not 
that the buildings being the problems themselves. A well maintained building of the period featured in the 
area should have a long life, supporting adaptive reuse as the city’s needs change over time. If the area 
was given the chance and support to develop, it could even be at full occupancy levels today, providing a 
solid and sustainable rates return for the Council. This approach has been proven successful in other UK 
and Irish cities, including ones of similar size and economic profile as Belfast, such as Nottingham and 
Sheffield. 

In the planning application the project description states ‘partial demolition of North Street Arcade, retaining 
its facades’. This description is incorrect. According to a leading legal case in the matter of Schimizu UK 
Ltd. v Westminster City Council (1997) JPL 523, partial demolition is regarded as an alteration. Substantive 
demolition of a listed building, as in this case, should be treated as total demolition. This is the same 
precedent that would argue that the retention of facades only in the building would also be considered, in 
legal terms, as total demolition of these buildings also.  Granting planning permission for this development 
in its current form leaves Belfast City Council vulnerable to legal challenge, similar to the successfulJudicial 
Review in relation to the Athletic Stores on Queen Street, and the amendment made to the proposal  
Ewarts Warehouse on Bedford Street, which the developers had wished to demolish but which an 
independent review found to be well suited to retention and refurbishment. 
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The facades of the internal arcade itself are not being retained, only those at either end of the arcade.  The 
closure of North Street arcade has had a devastating impact on the footfall from the commercial core to the 
Cathedral Quarter and currently acts as an impermeable barrier to movement through the area. It is 
important to remember that North Street arcade did not fail commercially, but was closed after it suffered 
fire damage in 2004. Furthermore the current regeneration plan for the NE Quarter Masterplan (DSD, 
2004) recommends the retention of North Street Arcade in principle. Save CQ has demonstrated how a 
retail anchor could be developed on the surface carpark site without needing to lose North Street Arcade.

Questions to ask

• Has the developer engaged with potential funding bodies about financial assistance towards funding the 
restoration of North Street Arcade, if it truly isn't viable for them to do so? This is particularly important 
given that we can now establish that the retail anchor does not have to be located on top of North Street 
Arcade, and that alternative design options exist?

• Has the developer considered the huge economic value over time that heritage brings to an area? If the 
developer was to have a long-term interest in the area’s development, perhaps they would be able to 
accrue a greater profit over time for their investment?

• Has the developer fully considered the impact of the proposed new buildings on the settings of existing 
listed buildings, especially the overshadowing of the proposed tower on the historic assembly buildings? 

Good Design and Positive Place-Making 

Urban design is defined by the DOE (now DFI) as “the collaborative and multidisciplinary process of 
shaping the physical setting for life in cities, towns and villages” (DOENI, 2014).  This means that it is 
important to understand both what the design is, and the process by which it came about.   There is 
currently no clarity given by the developer as to how the current design came about. 

Design principles have been specified by the developers as required for Design and Access Statements - 
but some of these miss the point. For example, the developer acknowledges that mixed use creates vitality, 
lively and safe streets, but only when the mix is appropriately spread across the development site. Putting 
all the housing together in one block does not achieve this. The design principles are being applied 
incorrectly.  

The SPPS describes good design as 

“Good design identifies and makes positive use of the assets of a site and the characteristics of its 
surroundings to determine the most appropriate form of development” p. 20

“Particular weight should be given to the impact of development on existing buildings, especially listed 
building...and on the character of areas recognised for their landscape or townscape value...and adequate 
amenity space, especially in residential developments is an important element of good design”  p.20

“Key to successful place-making is identifying the assets of a particular place as well as developing a 
vision for its future potential.   This involves a collaborative approach that recognises the value of 
cooperating and communicating with the people that use a place.” p.21
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However, contrary to these guidelines, this development shows:
• No evidence of a proper urban design analysis of the area and its city context
• No appreciation for the collective quality of the streets and spaces
• Reduction in size of Writer’s Square
• Extensive demolition.  

Building heights are entirely out of context for the area:

• Block 2 is 2 storeys higher than was previously consented
• The tower block will be “up to 27 storeys”.

Questions to consider

• Good design is as much about a process of collaboration, feedback, refinement, and evolution as it is 
about physical aesthetic. What is the evidence of how the design evolved; that it has taken into 
consideration the concerns of all the different stakeholders involved? 

• How has this proposal demonstrated a clear evolution of design ideas that address the current issues 
within this part of Belfast, namely dereliction and vacancy, lack of a variety of open and green spaces, 
lack of people living in the area, lack of stewardship of heritage and listed buildings?  

Public Space 

Open spaces within cities are as vital as the buildings and people they support.

The scheme will result in a loss of valuable amenity space in the City Centre.  The developers claim that 
“Writer’s Square is proposed to be extended further south” (Planning Statement, Section 3.14)  By our 
calculations, Writer’s Square is being reduced from 4,965m2 to 3,237m2, of which 625m2 makes up 
Donegall Street itself, so in reality it is being reduced to 2,612m2, or 53% of its current size. Whilst streets 
are an important element of public space, they should not be used to deflect from the reduction of amenity 
space within the City. We recognise the poor amenity value of Writer’s Square in its current state, however 
we would argue that this is a result of bad design, and should not justify its removal.

We believe that Writer’s Square could be much more valuable to the City if it were retained and redesigned 
on good principles of positive place-making that advocate for decluttering of public spaces, creating better 
connectivity by removing the steps and gates and levelling the space, promoting good natural surveillance 
over the space by windows of surrounding buildings that provide a variety of different uses (residential, 
community and commercial), and the considerate designing of seating, materials. Trees and green space 
should be designed for maximum benefit in the space, and it is not clear from the current proposals how 
this space will be adequately landscaped.  

The project description states that a “Reconfiguration of Writers Square” is proposed.  Given it is reducing 
in size by nearly 50%, we contend that this description is misleading.

The developer claims to be creating new ‘public spaces’ around Rosemary Street, however these are 
pseudo-public space that will not be in public ownership and therefore people’s rights to use it will be 
restricted which will impact on the cultural events that happen in this area through the year. The 
privatisation of public space within Belfast City Centre is something we should not be encouraging, and this 
scheme facilitates the transfer of open space from public to private hands through the reduction of Writer’s 
Square and the its displacement to behind Rosemary Street.  
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This means the private owner will be able to restrict what members of the public can and can't do in that 
space including the running of community events and festivals that contribute towards the creation of 
shared spaces throughout our City.  

What happens next? 

The campaign to Save CQ is about more than simply objecting to redevelopment; it calls for a resurgent 
urbanism that celebrates and embraces city life. This new Belfast urbanism prioritises the essential 
infrastructure of life – bustling streets, housing, public space, employment, arts and culture, efficient public 
transport, walkability, childcare and schools, and a city economy that caters for local traders and small 
businesses as well as the large multinationals. 

Good development must be appropriate to the city’s needs. It can and should meet the most audacious 
ambitions for what we want this city to be: distinctive, resilient, liveable, shared, and connected. The 
Cathedral Quarter, though in need of development, has an established place in the life of the city centre 
that makes it a lynchpin for delivering on those ambitions. 

Save CQ for a Distinctive Belfast
The uniqueness and authenticity of a place is central to its success & attractiveness. Cathedral Quarter’s 
distinctive character comes from its rich built heritage, and from the independent businesses, cultural activity, 
& creativity that makes its home here. Development should see the significant heritage of the area as an 
asset. It should enhance the uniqueness of Belfast, rather than allowing it to become a generic city centre that 
could be anywhere.

Save CQ for a Resilient Belfast
The city’s economic activity should make it more liveable, more equal, more connected, and more shared. It 
should be diverse, resilient, and equitable.

Diversity of use is key to growing a resilient and inclusive economy. A retail-led scheme similar to what is on offer 
in other parts of the city centre leaves us vulnerable to global challenges such as the growth of online shopping. 
Development of Cathedral Quarter should facilitate existing independent traders & creative businesses by 
providing affordable flexible space for them to start up, collaborate, and grow. 

Save CQ for a Liveable Belfast
Liveability is about the amenities and infrastructure that provide quality of life for everyone throughout their life. 
The development of the Cathedral Quarter offers an opportunity to showcase a cohesive, inclusive city. 
However, substantial infrastructure is needed to support a central city living environment. Development should 
progress the ambition to create a balanced city neighbourhood where families, couples, singles and the elderly 
can live in mixed communities.

Save CQ for a Shared Belfast
The Cathedral Quarter plays a significant, proactive role in facilitating shared community activities. It is at the 
very heart of Belfast’s shared cultural experience. Development of the area should enhance and embrace this 
role, and ensure the publicness & accessibility that supports shared space is maintained & expanded, and that 
use of the space does not become contingent on commercial activity.

Save CQ for a Connected Belfast
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The Cathedral Quarter is key to restitching the city. Any development should demonstrate how it creates a 
balanced sustainable community and accommodates a variety of housing forms, tenures and sizes. It is 
essential to integrate development with surrounding inner city neighbourhoods. Any development of the area 
needs to enhance the active travel network into and around the city centre, to reduce dependence on private 
cars, and ensure people can move throughout the city as seamlessly as possible.

One of the lessons of the last half-century is how difficult it is to undo bad development. This major scheme 
will set the tone for a new era in city planning for Belfast, for good or for bad. It’s clear the future is urban, 
and it’s up to us to lay the ground for a better, more inclusive city. 

We’re calling on stakeholders and elected representatives to hold developers to the highest standards of 
design quality, and to press for plannign agreements that advance positive social outcomes. 

What to do:

• Seek answers to the questions we have outlined in this document.
• Demand independent reviews of the proposed designs via the Department for Communities Ministerial 

Advisory Group on Architecture and the Built Environment, or other similar body. 
• Demand independent structural review, via UAHS or other body, of buildings threatened with demolition. 
• Support the Cathedral Quarter community in securing planning agreements to offset harm and that 

provide for right of return for displaced tenants. 
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