Inspector’s Introduction to today’s Examination Hearing 
Good morning.  Thank you for attending this DPD Examination hearing.  I want to say just a few words of introduction, and apologies to those who have heard most of this before! But first, I would like everyone to introduce themselves, going round the table, and starting with the Council…

Thank you.  I have assumed that most of you were at the Pre-Hearings Meeting (or PHM) on 8 June, and that you have read the notes of that meeting which were circulated both beforehand and afterwards.  These gave a general indication of how I intend to run the hearings, and I’m not going to repeat all that now.

Today, we will be dealing with site specific proposals for……

There is of course a lot of relevant written material in the Examination library, collated at the submission stage.  That includes many representations from organisations or individuals who object to some aspect of the DPD, but who aren’t going to be at the hearings: needless to say, I have to take those into account.  In addition, we have your further hearing statements, which were received by the 30 June deadline.  Those are intended to address the Matters and Issues, and in particular the Inspector’s Questions, that I circulated after the PHM.  They come both from the Council, and from representors who are seeking a change or changes to the DPDs.  I hope you have all seen the material which is relevant to today’s discussions – and therefore there will be no need to read out your statements, which can be taken as read.  I must add that, unless there is a very good reason for making an exception, and in fairness to all the parties, I don’t propose to take in to account any statements received after the 30th June deadline.  (That does not apply of course to further information which I have myself requested.)  
I will direct the discussion, by a fairly strict adherence to my Inspector’s questions.  My aim is to get firm answers to those questions, which I regard as the key to the soundness (or unsoundness) of the DPD.  While I want everyone to “have their say”, I will move things along if I think a topic has been sufficiently aired, or that the discussion is irrelevant, unhelpful or repetitious.  Other than that, I will say very little.  I am mainly interested in your opinions - the points you make will help me to arrive at firm conclusions and recommendations about the DPD’s “soundness”.
Above all, I want to know from the Council why it considers that the DPD as a whole is sound; and I want to know from others why they say it is not, and how they think it should be changed to make it sound.  I will want the Council’s response to those suggestions.  In so doing, all participants should take account of the key changes which have been published by the Council in response to earlier consultations, and I would like your comments on them if you have any.
We will have our discussions up to a convenient time between 12.30 and 1 o’clock, and then take an hour’s lunch break.  We will then continue, but I want to finish by 5pm at the latest.  If we finish much earlier than that, that’s fine by me, as it may give me an opportunity to do some site visits.  We may have other short breaks in mid-morning and mid-afternoon.

I will introduce each topic, and turn to someone to start the discussion.  That may be the Council, or someone else.  I will try to involve everyone who I know has an interest in the matter in hand.  (If I inadvertently miss anyone out, please let me know by upending your “toblerone” nameplate, or raising your hand.)  You may ask questions of each other, but if I think a question is irrelevant – perhaps because it is too detailed at this stage, or because it concerns some non planning matter – I will not require it to be answered.  
On that point, please bear in mind that the Examination is not like a hearing or inquiry into a planning appeal; I do not need to know every detail about every site or proposal to determine whether or not the DPD is “sound”.  Remember that it is only after proposals are adopted in this DPD that planning applications are likely to come forward on the allocated sites, and at that stage they will be closely scrutinised.  For this Examination, what I really want to know is whether, in principle, there are any compelling planning reasons why a particular site specific proposal or proposals should not be included in the DPD, or should be significantly altered.  
I intend to structure today’s discussion around individual proposals in the DPD, but always bearing in mind the Inspector’s questions on the agenda.  So we will begin shortly with site C04, land at the rear of Sutherland House, Overstrand Road.  

As for the individual sites and settlements, I have either already visited them, or I intend to visit them before the relevant hearing session.  For the most part, these visits are unaccompanied.  If for some reason I have not visited a site before the hearing, I will certainly do so afterwards.  It may be that I will go back for another visit after the hearing, to check up on some point that’s been made in the discussion.  

I will take selective notes of what’s said, but only for my own subsequent use, and not to provide a record for participants or the Examination library.
Before we continue, are there any questions on the general procedure for the hearing?

Right, let’s start with ... (PED revised 22/7)     
