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INDEPENDENT EXAMINATION OF THE ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON & CHELSEA’S CORE STRATEGY DEVELOPMENT PLAN DOCUMENT



AGENDA FOR THE FIFTH DAY HEARINGS (afternoon)
2pm Wednesday 28 July 2010
Matters and Issues for Discussion

Matter 10 – Diversity of Housing
1
 The Council is seeking to ensure new development is provided so as to further refine the grain of the mix of housing across the Borough and Policy CH2(a) includes a requirement for a mix of house sizes. Should the Policy require a higher proportion of family sized units to meet the need identified by the Housing Assessment? 
2
Criterion (b) requires residential developments, including conversions, etc., to meet standards on floorspace and floor to ceiling heights, although neither the Policy, nor para 35.3.12 specifies the standards. Is there evidence to support the requirement for such standards, where can the standards be found, and how will they be applied in practice?

3
The affordable housing requirement is stated in CH2(i) as being at least 50% provision on a gross floorspace in excess of 800sm. Can this requirement be justified in the context of national, PPS3, and London Plan policies?

4
The basis for calculating the requirement for affordable housing is focussed on floorspace rather number of units. Is the basis for the calculation, and the consequent thresholds, justified by evidence?   

5
Policy CH3 provides protection for market residential use, except in certain locations and circumstances, including higher order town centres, employment zones and predominantly commercial mews. Is the Policy unduly restrictive - rather, should there be a more general presumption in favour of residential development?
6
Policy CH3 has been amended by deleting criterion (c) but retains criterion (b), resisting the net loss of affordable housing floorspace and units throughout the Borough. Does CH3(b) give sufficient protection to social rented housing?
7
Policy CH4 seeks to ensure that the long term benefits of estate renewal outweigh the consequences for residents. Does implementation of the Policy carry with it the potential disintegration of existing communities?
8
Any other relevant issues. 
