Draft Matters and Issues: Single Policy Review (draft policy HO9)
Inspector’s Questions:

i) Is the DPD legally compliant?  If not, why not?*
ii) (And subsequent questions, on “soundness”) Does the draft policy comply with recent national policy in PPS 4, PPS 15 (etc)?

iii) Given PPS 4’s “preference” (in its policy EC12) for the re-use of rural buildings for “economic development” purposes, will the draft policy militate against such non-residential uses?

iv) Is the draft policy consistent with other Core Strategy policies? 

v) Are the draft policy criteria both “justified” and “effective”? (with reference to criterion 1, the policy area definition on the Proposals Map; criterion 2, a building’s worthiness for retention; criterion 3, a building’s structural soundness and suitability for conversion; criterion 4, a scheme’s appropriateness in scale; criterion 5, provision of affordable housing, including by way of financial contributions)

vi) In criterion 5, how will viability/non-viability be established, and by whom?

vii) Is the draft policy’s greater flexibility/permissiveness towards the conversion of high value buildings (historic, architectural, landscape) in more remote countryside locations justified?

viii) (Re effectiveness) Are the draft policy criteria sufficiently clear and unambiguous for everyday development management purposes?

ix) Will the draft policy help to conserve good quality rural buildings, and deliver both sustainable development and affordable housing, or will it lead to inappropriate and unsustainable residential development in the countryside?
x) Any other points arising from the Council’s Summary of Main Issues [Doc A2.2]
* This should have been covered on Day 1 – no need to revisit on Day 9
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