
APPENDIX A: DCLG Housing Standards Review Technical Consultation questions 

ACCESS: OPTIONAL REQUIREMENTS  

These questions relate to the optional requirements described in the Approved Documents 

published in draft alongside the Housing Standards Review Consultation paper. The questions cover 

Access, Security, Water efficiency and the nationally described standard document setting out Space 

standards. 

4. Do you think that the technical requirements of the proposed guidance for Category 2 – 

Accessible and Adaptable Dwellings are correct? 

Do you think that the technical requirements of the proposed guidance for Category 2 – Accessible 

and Adaptable Dwellings are correct?   

 a. Agree 

b. Agree only in part 

c. Disagree 

 

If you do not entirely agree, please explain why and, if possible, suggest how it should be corrected.

We agree w ith the standards but feel this catagory should be mandatory.

 

6. When do you think that the requirement for a dwelling to be Wheelchair accessible (fitted out) 

should apply? 

When do you think that the requirement for a dwelling to be Wheelchair accessible (fitted out) 

should apply?   

 a. Only where local authority allocation policies apply 

b. Across any tenure where a local authority believes this is necessary 

c. All wheelchair housing should be fully wheelchair accessible 

 

7. Which of the following best reflects your views? 



Which of the following best reflects your views?   

 a. I agree with the extent to which accessibility requirements are required in the proposed 

standards. 

b. I agree that where dwellings are required to be fully accessible they should include one or 

more of the following at point of fit out: (i) Shallow insulated sink in the kitchen, (ii) Height 

adjustable worktops in kitchens, (iii) Height adjustable sinks, (iv) Plumbing which is installed to work 

with height adjustable sinks (but not the height adjustable equipment itself), (v) Other. 

If you do not entirely agree, please explain why and, if possible, suggest how it should be corrected 

The standards appear to be w ell thought out and easy to understand.

How ever, Wheelchair accessible (f itted out) standards are too inflexible to be applied to private housing.

The Council w ould therefore not seek to adopt this standard and suggest it w ould need to be decided on

a case by case basis as it w ould need to be tailored to the individual needs of the occupant.

 

 8. Where dwellings are required to be fully accessible they should include one or more of the 

following at point of fit out (select all that apply) 

Where dwellings are required to be fully accessible they should include one or more of the following 

at point of fit out (select all that apply)   

 i) Shallow insulated sink in the kitchen 

ii) Height adjustable worktops in kitchens 

iii) Height adjustable sinks 

iv) Plumbing which is installed to work with height adjustable sinks (but not the height 

adjustable equipment itself). 

v) Other (please specify) 

 

 

 

 

Other (please specify)



The plumbing should be in place as a minimum.

 

9. Should Regulation 3 continue to apply in relation to material alterations of dwellings? 

Should Regulation 3 continue to apply in relation to material alterations of dwellings?   

 a. Yes. 

b. No particular view. 

c. No 

It seems onerous and unenforceable to prevent the removal of kitchen units and lif ts from dw ellings,

especially as these have a limited life anyw ay and w ould have to be periodically replaced and/or update

How ever, it should still be illegal to alter the fabric of the building and layout (eg. level thresholds, lif t

void, doorw ay w idths) that may compromise the future adaptability of the building.

 
 

NATIONALLY DESCRIBED SPACE STANDARD 

 10. Do you agree the Government’s proposals for a single level of requirements in the nationally 

described space standard? 

Do you agree the Government’s proposals for a single level of requirements in the nationally 

described space standard?   

 a. Yes 

b. No particular view 

c. No 

If you do not entirely agree, please explain why and, if possible, suggest how it should be corrected 



 

11. Do you agree with Governments proposals for internal storage? 

Do you agree with Governments proposals for internal storage?   

 a. Yes 

c. No strong views 

d. No 

If you do not entirely agree, please explain why and, if possible, suggest how it should be corrected 

 

12. Do agree with the proposed requirements for bedrooms and bedroom sizes? 

Do agree with the proposed requirements for bedrooms and bedroom sizes?   

 a. Yes 

c. No strong views 

d. No 

If you do not entirely agree, please explain why and, if possible, suggest how it should be corrected 



 

13. Do you agree with the Government’s proposed approach to ceiling heights as set out in the 

proposed Nationally described Space Standard? 

Do you agree with the Government’s proposed approach to ceiling heights as set out in the 

proposed Nationally described Space Standard?   

 a. Yes 

b. No strong views 

c. No 

d. Other approach (please specify) 

If you do not entirely agree, please explain why and, if possible, suggest how it should be corrected 

 

14. Would you agree that Government should continue to explore the potential role of building 

control bodies in providing plan checking and type approval of the Nationally Described Space 

Standard? 

Would you agree that Government should continue to explore the potential role of building control 

bodies in providing plan checking and type approval of the Nationally Described Space Standard?   

 a. Yes 

b. No strong views 

c. No 



If you do not entirely agree, please explain why. 

We agree that Government should continue to explore the potential role of building control bodies in plan 

checking.

On the ground compliance checking should also be explored as building control bodies already have to 

check on site compliance as a matter of course.

How ever, this w ill be a resourcing issue for local authorities for both implementation and enforcement. 

As such, local authorities should be able to charge for this check so that it can be resourced. 

 

15. How do you think on site compliance with space standards would best be checked? 

How do you think on site compliance with space standards would best be checked?   

 a. At individual local planning authority discretion 

b. Checking by the building control body providing plan checks 

c. Through conditions requiring the relevant Gross Internal Areas to be published as part of the 

property sales particulars. 

d. By another approach (please specify). 

Other (please specify)

Putting this information on sales particulars seems good practice.How ever, it does not seem, in itself,

to be a suff icient and appropriate check and additional checks w ould be needed. This should be done by

building control bodies w ith a fee charged to resource this, as outlined in the question above.

In relatino to publishing the gross internal f loor areas, a f loor plan should be provided to accompany this.

Restrictions should be clearly show n on the plan, for example, a room w ith reduced height in the eaves.

Consideration should also be given to w hether 'useable f loor space' can also be calculated and given

as an overall f igure rather than just total gross f loor space. Parameters w ould have to be set for w hat 

w as 'useable f loor space' (e.g. exclude stairs, landing, etc). It is also suggested that external space 

(i.e garden) should be given and show n on a plan so that garden space is not compromised to make the

 internal space more generous w ithout this being clearly apparent to the home buyer. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



16. Further comments: We would be interested in understanding any further views you have on 

the Government Proposed approach to the introduction of a nationally described space standard. 

The Council considers that space standards should be mandatory and and the costs involved

in this should be incorporated into the BICS data, w ith no viability testing required at the local level. 

LPAs should require the standard as the baseline unless it can be clearly justif ied by the developer w hy

this should not be met . This should be set out in Local Plans, but this position should be clearly 

supported by the national standards w ithout putting the onus on councils to undertake viability testing.

In relation to space standards, it should not be necessary to justify a need for it through the local plan. 

Everyone has a need for decent-sized accommodation and the accommodation should be f lexible to 

respond to different stages in the life of a household (hence Catagory 2 accessible housing should be 

mandatory). The UK lags behind its European counterparts in providing adequately sized housing.  

Viability should not be an issue if standards are clear and consistently applied.  Housebuilders w ill 

adjust their costs to ensure viability, in particular through land acquisition costs.

 

SECURITY: OPTIONAL REQUIREMENTS  

 17. The Government is minded to implement the security standard as a national mandatory 

requirement. Do you agree with this approach?  

The Government is minded to implement the security standard as a national mandatory 

requirement. Do you agree with this approach?   

 Yes 

No 

If you do not agree, please explain why. 

The standards seem reasonable as they are already best practice as British Standards. 

 

 

 

 

 



WATER EFFICIENCY: OPTIONAL REQUIREMENTS  

 18. Are the proposed changes to Approved Document G technically correct?  

Are the proposed changes to Approved Document G technically correct?   

 a). Yes 

b). No particular view 

c). No 

If not please explain why and, if possible, suggest how it should be corrected. 

As stated in our previous consultation response, Dartford Core Strategy policy requires a standard of 

105litres/person/day on the Environment Agency's advice because the south east is w ater-stressed 

and the scale of new  development in the Borough impacting on w ater resources.  

It is not reasonable that Dartford Council w ould have to add additional policy and do further viability 

testing to adopt the higher standard, as this is already policy in our adopted Core Strategy. It should be 

made explicit for all optional standards that w here these already accord w ith adopted Local Plan policy,

these w ill continue to apply and w ill not have to be adopted as new  policy.

 

EXTERNAL WASTE STORAGE: OPTIONAL REQUIREMENTS  

 19. Do you agree with the proposed changes to reinforce the importance of good design for 

external waste storage? 

Do you agree with the proposed changes to reinforce the importance of good design for external 

waste storage?   

 a). Yes 

b). No particular view 

c). No 

20. Do you agree with the proposed changes to reinforce that the provisions relate equally to 

where dwellings are created through a material change of use? 

Do you agree with the proposed changes to reinforce that the provisions relate equally to where 

dwellings are created through a material change of use?   

 Yes 

No particular view 



No 

If not please explain why and, if possible, suggest how it should be corrected

 

21. Do you agree with the proposed technical changes to provide clarification of existing 

requirements? 

Do you agree with the proposed technical changes to provide clarification of existing requirements?   

 a). Yes 

b). No particular view 

c). No 

If not please explain why and, if possible, suggest how it should be corrected

 

PRINCIPLE CONSIDERATIONS IN ADOPTING OPTIONAL REQUIREMENTS AND NATIONALLY 

DESCRIBED STANDARDS  

 22. Do you agree with the Governments proposed approach as to how the use of optional 

Requirements and Nationally Described Space Standard should be taken forward? 

Do you agree with the Governments proposed approach as to how the use of optional Requirements 

and Nationally Described Space Standard should be taken forward?   

 a) Yes 

b) No strong views 



c) No 

If you do not agree, please specify why.

It should be made explicit for all optional standards that w here these already accord w ith 

adopted Local Plan policy, these w ill continue to apply and w ill not have to be adopted as new  policy.

The Council is concerned that in order to adopt the housing standards and optional higher standards. 

The consultation document sets out that the need for w heelchair housing required w ould be 

set locally. How ever, this may be diff icult to determine on a Borough-w ide or site-by-site basis and 

affect the viability of sites. An alternative option w ould be to require a proportion of plots provided on 

sites that are suitable for Level 3 w heelchair housing that could be developed if there w as demand. 

This proportion could be set nationally to allow  more consistency and certainty around the requirements,

based on appropriate analysis.

 

TRANSITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS AND PROPOSED POLICY INTENT 

 23. Do you agree the proposed approach will be sufficient to ensure local planning authorities and 

neighbourhood planning qualifying bodies in future only set policies requiring compliance with the 

optional requirements and nationally described space standard to address a clear and evidenced 

need? If not, please indicate why.  

Do you agree the proposed approach will be sufficient to ensure local planning authorities and 

neighbourhood planning qualifying bodies in future only set policies requiring compliance with the 

optional requirements and nationally described space standard to address a clear and evidenced 

need? If not, please indicate why.   

 Yes 

No 

Other (please specify)

It should be made explicit for all optional standards that w here these already accord w ith 

adopted Local Plan policy, these w ill continue to apply and w ill not have to be adopted as new  policy

through a partial plan review , as stated in paragraph 133 of the consultation paper.

 

24. Do the proposed arrangements provide the correct balance between allowing time for 

developers and local authorities to adapt to the new regime whilst delivering benefits as quickly 

as is reasonable? If not, please indicate why. 

Do the proposed arrangements provide the correct balance between allowing time for developers 

and local authorities to adapt to the new regime whilst delivering benefits as quickly as is 

reasonable? If not, please indicate why.   



 Yes 

No 

Other (please specify)

It should be made explicit for all optional standards that w here these already accord w ith 

adopted Local Plan policy, these w ill continue to apply and w ill not have to be adopted as new  policy

through a partial plan review , as spated in paragraph 133 of the consultation paper.

Councils do not have the time or resources to do partial plan review s or adopt policy w ithin the 6 month 

timeframe proposed, especially taking into account legislative requirements for adopting new  policy,

public consultation, other committed w ork etc.

 

Impact Assessment 

 25. Do you have any comments on the analysis in the impact Assessment Paper? 

Do you have any comments on the analysis in the impact Assessment Paper?   

 Yes 

No 

Comments 

 

 


