Appendix 1

Planning Policy Committee 11.07.12


	Section Title: Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation


	Number of responses

103 responses

	Summary of main points

Statutory consultees:

English Heritage: The preferred option should include search criteria even if it is combined with other options. Historic environment should be included in the criteria.
Northamptonshire Police: Option 1 should not be progressed

Other consultees:

Option 1

Immediate need could be met using existing sites (1)

Option 1 should be progressed (7)
A survey should be carried out to work out how may pitches are vacant on existing sites (2)

Additional pitches have already been identified but not delivered (2)

There should be a limit to how big sites can get (1)

Within existing sites but concerned about adjacent sites (1)

Option 1 should not be progressed (14)

Unauthorised sites should be included in any review (2)

Option 2

Option 2 should be progressed (20) 

Would ensure no overconcentration in one area (2)
Option 2 should not be progressed (2)

Option 3

Option 3 should be progressed (9)
This would be an ideal way to plan sites in accordance with published criteria in a fair and transparent manner (1)

Provided criteria ensure sites are not concentrated in the north of the Borough and more evenly spread (1)

Criteria should have been set out (4)
Option 3 should not be progressed (2)

Option 4

Option 4 should be progressed (11) 
Could avoid overcrowding and creation of large sites (1)
Option 4 should not be progressed (7) 

Option provides no clarity (2)
Assessment criteria:

Sites need to be considered individually on their merits (1)

Criteria set out in the background paper are appropriate (3)

Criteria need further development (2)

Criteria should take account of NPPF (1)

Criteria are not consistent with the Planning Policy for Traveller Sites, March 2012 (1)

Scoring sites is contentious as scores can be manipulated (1)

Each site needs to be looked at and assessed individually as to its sustainability economically, environmentally and socially (1)
Criteria need to ensure a better spread across the Borough (1)

There are already sites available (1)
Integration between the traveller population and local community should be encouraged/ is important (7)

Traveller sites should be provided in a similar way to affordable housing, if a site is above a certain threshold adjacent traveller sites should be provided and funded by CIL (1)
Travellers deserve choice in terms of location, size, provision (1)

Important in site selection:

Access to schools, hospitals and shops (7)

Availability of public transport (6)

Good access to highway network (3)

Good pedestrian cycle links (6)

Size of site (2)

Sites should be limited in size (9)

Sites should be Local authority owned (4)

Sites should be privately owned (3)

Sites should be near Braybrooke(2)

Sites should be near towns (3)

Sites should be near Desborough (1)

Sites should close to services/ facilities (7)

Sites should be at Greenfields (1)

Decent location, not next to sewer, industrial estate or isolated from settled community (1)

What matters most to Travellers is that sites are deliverable ie suitable, affordable, available. Access to public transport, facilities etc is not important what matters is that site  can be connected to mains water and electric, is flat, there is land for keeping horses, vehicles and the site is secure (1)

	Implications of National Planning Policy Framework

Planning policy for traveller sites:

Policies should be consistent with the NPPF.
LPA’s need to:

Identify a five year supply of deliverable sites and identify a supply of developable sites or broad locations for six to ten years and where possible 11-15 years
Relate the number of pitches to the specific size and location of the site and the surrounding population’s size and density



	Summary of officer comments

The assessment sheet will be reviewed to take into account comments relating to the assessment criteria and to ensure consistency with the NPPF.
Option 1 was the least favoured option and the Police highlighted concerns with this approach. However there was still a number of respondents who thought this option should be progressed, particularly the element which involved additional pitches on existing sites.
Option 2 of dispersing provision was the most popular option.
Option 3 also had a number of positive responses, the main concern with this option was that the criteria had not been set out.
Option 4 had a number of positive responses but also a reasonable number of negative responses with concern over the clarity this option would provide.
Based on the consultation responses it is recommended that a combination of options 2 and 3 is the most appropriate method for identifying sites. This would allow the sustainability of sites to be an important consideration while reflecting respondents’ desire for a more dispersed provision of sites. In addition to this an assessment will be completed to identify whether there is any additional capacity on existing sites provided this does not take sites above the GTAA preferred site size of 15 pitches.
In light of the requirement to identify a five year supply of deliverable sites, deliverability will be an important consideration when identifying sites to meet need within the first five years of the plan.



	Next steps

To finalise the methodology for assessing sites and to progress a combination of options 2 and 3 and elements of option 1 and carry out a search for suitable sites.



