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Synopsis of Local Authority SWMI Meetings in November 2007 
In general attendances were excellent with staff from planning, forward planning water services and environment sections present. Staff present included both technical, non-technical, management and ranged from Directors of Service to Clerical Officers however they mainly consisted of middle to higher level grades.

Participation in the meetings was varied with South Tipp, Kilkenny and Waterford City offering the greatest level of interaction. This was also reflected in the type of question being received and showed a high level of understanding of the potential implications of the River Basin Management Plan.

The following is a summary of what we considered to be the significant issues raised at the meetings:

1. Program of measures – when will they be available and what are the likely measures?
2. Resources for implementation of POMS need to be determined.

3. Will there be measures for septic tanks and cluster onsite wastewater treatment systems?
4. Implications for development plans and possible restrictions on future development.

5. What happens when a river has no further assimilative capacity?

6. How much will the current water services investment program contribute to achieving good status by 2015?
7. Abstractions – if the limit is too strict it will curtail development.

8. Who will have responsibility for maintaining the WebGIS?

9. RBMP needs to tie in with Suir Floods Plan.
10. Will current development plans have to be changed?
11. Restrictions on assimilative capacity could lead to discharge consent trading.

12. The proposed Regional Management Unit is a must and needs to be resourced by the DoEHLG.

13. How much work will the RMU be taking on?
14. Will there be penalties on LA’s for failing to implement RBMPs?
15. Concern about criminal liability for failure to implement RBMPs?
16. A forum, post projects, is needed for LA’s to meet other agencies.

17. Concern about scale of work/requirements. (This was the most common reaction)

18. Concern about upstream activities outside of functional area and how they will impact?
19. Concern about Water Services Act on financial and personnel resources.

20. How and Who will collate submissions on draft RBMP and produce the final RBMP between Dec 2008 and Dec 2009?
21. Will the RBMP have precedence over County Development plans?

22. Will a SEA be carried out?

23. Will there be a separate Plan for the SUIR?

24. What happens between 2008 and 2009 to submissions received on draft RBMP, who will prepare the final RBMP and who will get it through the Councillors? Local elections also due at this time

25. Concern about assimilative capacity locked up in planning permissions which maybe significantly delayed, never get of the ground etc.

