Appendix 3

Planning Policy Committee 11.07.12

Consultation responses and Officer comments


	Consultation point
	ID
	Your view
	Reason for comment
	KBC response

	Gypsy and traveller accommodation
	462
	No opinion
	Thank you for the consultation. I have read you Nov 2011 committee report. I have also found the GT section in your site allocation LDP document- though not under the housing section where I expected it. Given the small number of sites you have to find and the number of existing unauthorised/temporary consents you do seem to be making this more complicated than is necessary. I suspect most immediate need could be found making use of existing sites. For the future, Gypsy- Travellers deserve some choice just like the settled community i.e. choice of location, size, provision. What matters most to Travellers is that sites are deliverable i.e. suitable, affordable, available. No one really cares about proximity to shops schools, hospitals etc. They do not want really remote locations e.g. 20 miles to nearest shop, but it is hardly likely any site will be provided within walking distance of these facilities anyway. Given most sites are likely to be on the fringe of towns or in the countryside, no Travellers chooses a site so that their kids can catch a bus into town or is concerned there is a pavement or cycle lane- that is the least of their worries. It is more important there is mains water and electricity, that the land is flat, a septic tank can be installed i.e. good drainage, that the site can be developed without major expense (e.g. ecology or contamination reports) that there is no house nearby with people who will object, that it is in a nice area and not next to the motorway, sewage works or industrial area, that it is reasonably screened and is in a suitable location, ideally with land for the keeping of horses/store works vehicles and that the site can be made secure to prevent theft/attack. The last thing I have ever heard any GT worry about is whether there will be a pavements or bus stop outside his house. Potential sites should be: affordable, available, suitable, and likely to get planning permission.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. In the identification of sites a mix of private and public sites will be identified to meet the needs of Gypsies and Travellers. The comments made in respect of the criteria that have been set out in The Background Paper: Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations are noted and will be taken into account in the refinement of this criteria and the scoring mechanism. In line with CLG ‘Planning Policy for Traveller Sites’ in identifying sites should be sustainable economically, socially and environmentally.

	Gypsy and traveller accommodation
	496
	No opinion
	Feedback on GT Consultation Form. Prefer new GT sites: within or close to existing sites, close to services/facilities. Important in considering potential sites: access to schools, hospitals, shops; availability of public transport, good pedestrian/cycle links; privately owned. Near to a particular site: Braybrooke. Other comments: every situation of personal problems need different situations of sites.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon. The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes assessment criteria which will be used in identifying sites and these include access to schools, health centres, pedestrian / cycle links and access to public transport. In identifying potential sites through this process, a mix of private and public sites will be sought. In the determination of planning applications for pitches, Policy H of ‘Planning Policy for Travellers Sites’ requires that the personal circumstances of the applicant are relevant matters for consideration in the determination of the application.

	Gypsy and traveller accommodation
	1010
	Strongly disagree
	Traveller sites should be spread evenly throughout the borough and should not dominate any settled community. If we are going to encourage low carbon issues, lower congestion, then issues such as the ability to walk to school, availability of bus services should be taken into account. While it may not be an issue that Travellers think important, the general society good needs to be considered.
	Noted. The general thrust of Government policy (March 2012) is for sustainable development and the assessment criteria set out in the Background Paper (February 2012) sets out selection criteria that includes this as one of many factors to be considered and weighted in assessing suitability of sites.

	Gypsy and traveller accommodation
	1332
	No opinion
	Before commenting on specific paragraphs of the Local Options Paper I think it necessary to respond to the need for additional housing, particularly low cost starter homes, within the village. The sale of all values of properties within the village has been difficult for some years but this is not because of the prices but that younger families: a. Will not come to or stay in a village without a school (the current school is wholly dedicated to the teaching of travellers' children). b. Will not come to or stay in a village surrounded by the uncertainty aroused by illegal traveller sites. c. Want high speed internet services (domestic broadband speed is in general 1 or <1 mbps).
	Noted.

	Gypsy and traveller accommodation
	1775
	Disagree
	3.2 Location of Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation The sites need to be sustainable economically, socially and environmentally. Many existing sites would not come within these requirements, so simply to add to existing sites would not be sustainable in these cases. The police have advised that sites should be integrated with existing communities and not scattered in isolated areas, this is again a question of sustainability. The sites need to be close to existing facilities and near to public transport so that less reliance is places on the motor car. I am not convinced that the assessment criteria proposed in the ‘Background Paper: Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations’ are appropriate or that their application would result in the successful identification of new sites. Each site needs to be looked at and assessed individually as to its sustainability economically, environmentally and socially.
	CLG ‘Planning Policy for Traveller Sites’ advises sites should be sustainable economically, socially and environmentally. The comments made in respect of the criteria that have been set out in The Background Paper Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations are noted and will be taken into account in the refinement of the criteria.

	Gypsy and traveller accommodation
	1854
	Disagree
	3.2 Location of Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation This is particularly relevant to Harrington because there have been several attempts to set up sites outside the village yet within the parish boundary. There is currently a planning application to set up a site at Millwinds. Millwinds is over a mile outside the village boundary in an unsustainable location where there has never been a dwelling. It is a greenfield, agricultural site. The definition of a brownfield site given in the glossary, Section 1, Table 18, makes it clear that Millwinds is not a brownfield site. We entirely accept the need to address the location of gypsy and traveller accommodation and whilst Option 3 might appear to be a clinical way of finding new sites we think that this method of allocating points is a dangerous approach because any site needs to be considered individually in its context and setting.
	Millwinds site is previously developed land having former industrial uses and therefore falls within the definition of 'brownfield land'. Comments regarding location and sustainability of the Millwinds site and site-selection criteria generally are noted and will be considered and used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites.

	Gypsy and traveller accommodation
	1862
	Disagree
	The Force would actively discourage Option 1 as an appropriate method of identifying sites, and would welcome the opportunity for further engagement in relation to the identification of potential Gypsy and Traveller sites.
	Comments noted.

	Table 5
	1160
	Agree
	Travelling /Gypsy sites already set up and in place, would have the opportunity to add a few extra plots to accommodate additional families. Also progressing current targets. I am rather concerned however with "adjacent" sites. How adjacent is adjacent? H,,,,,m!
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.



	Table 5
	1175
	Disagree
	GIVEN THE NUMBER OF UNAUTHORISED SITES, THE LEVEL OF PROVISION PROPOSED IS INADEQUATE. THERE IS EVERY POSSIBILITY THAT THE PITCHES AT THE PASTURES WILL NOT BE ACHIEVED. THUS A MUCH LARGER LEVEL OF PROVISION IS REQUIRED
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. In the identification of need for sites a mix of private and public sites will be identified to meet the identified provision needs of Gypsies and Travellers. If the site is not delivered at The Pastures then additional provision will be included in the plan to meet identified need.

	Option 1
	497
	Agree
	
	Noted. The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 1
	504
	Agree
	
	Noted. The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites.

	Option 1
	696
	Disagree
	Because the distribution of pitches across the Borough is very localised there is already an over proliferation existing in a few small areas. This needs to be addressed and avoided. There have been several instances recently of Gypsies moving on to unauthorised sites because they have apparently experienced problems with fellow residents on the large sites that they have moved from. This scenario appears to repeat itself and therefore it would seem sensible to limit future developments to small sites, evenly distributed across the borough. This pattern would then be broken. The families should then also have a greater opportunity to develop good relations with the settled communities in which they live. To find spaces on existing sites would probably involve doubling up. This is likely to lead to overcrowding and unrest and very probably the very disputes that cause families to move off sites looking for an alternative pitch in unsustainable areas. New pitches should aspire to offer good accommodation.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 1
	807
	Strongly disagree
	Finding sites close to existing ones or extending existing sites will perpetuate the concentration of gypsies and travellers in small areas of the borough and potentially increase conflict with the local settled community. Sites should be dispersed across the whole borough in proportion to the settled community populations.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 1
	968
	Strongly disagree
	This will create villages/ mini towns dedicated to one community and excluding all others. It is the 'easy' option for the council which must be avoided.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Option 1
	1232
	Agree
	As no sites were submitted on the Site Specific Proposals LDD and in the light of the pitch/plot requirement of a maximum of 20 for the period 2022, it is suggested that a survey is carried out to ascertain how many pitches are currently vacant on the existing sites. The shortfall can be accommodated on or in close proximity to the existing allocations.
	Noted.

	Option 1
	977
	Strongly Agree
	Additional pitches have already been identified around the borough but not delivered - the protracted negotiations between council and any landowner preventing delivery of already identified additional pitches should be brought to a conclusion instead of letting the impasse drag on for years and years.
	Noted. A key issue will be to look at the deliverability of sites. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	
	983
	Strongly disagree
	Most of the existing permanent or temporary sites are in unsustainable environments and do not meet either local or national standards. It is important that the views of the settled community as expressed over the last few months about sites in the Braybrooke area are taken into account. It is difficult to find and navigate this site and its lack of accessibility calls into question the whole consultation procedure.
	Temporary sites tend to be so because they need to be assessed through the plan making process. A range of consultation methods were used to ensure as many people as possible were made aware of the consultation. This included press releases, letters and e-mails to consultees, poster, display boards, drop-in events and information packs for schools and Parish Councils. Responses have been gathered through this web medium, email and conventional pen and paper.

	Option 1
	998
	Strongly disagree
	Allowing further development on existing sites is not beneficial to either the local communities nor to the Traveller and Gypsy families. Police, National and European policies all recommend that for there to be any chance of social inclusion and acceptance by the local communities traveller sites should remain small.
	Noted. These comments will be taken into account when identifying and assessing sites.

	Option 1
	1012
	Disagree
	Sites currently dominate small communities especially many of the "temporary" sites. Temporary in quotes as many of these sites have been in place for far too long. The proposal would aggravate this situation especially the small communities where they dominate the services to the exclusion of the settled community. Many of these "temporary" and established sites are in green belt and no settled developer would be able to get away with this sort of development. Sites need to be more evenly distributed, less congested (for everyones sake including the Travellers).
	The alternative to intensifying use of current sites is to have more sites. Temporary sites need to be assessed against others coming through the allocation process to see whether they perform better or worse. The suggestion of dispersal of development is noted. The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon. There is no Green Belt land in Kettering Borough.

	Option 1
	1032
	Strongly disagree
	There are far too many traveller sites being created, in some cases I believe, illegally due to slack planning and follow up. By nature the term traveller refers to someone that is passing through so I fail to see the need for additional pitches and provision above the existing provision that 'circles' Braybrooke and the surrounding area. We have seen an increase in petty theft from residential areas in our village, increased littering and fly tipping around traveller sites. If existing legal sites cannot take the current demand then I suggest the council makes provision elsewhere.
	Council's have a duty to ensure the accommodation needs of Gypsy and Travellers are met. The Government's Planning Policy for Traveller Sites requires Local Planning Authorities to carry out an assessment of need for Gypsy and Traveller accommodation and to meet need through the identification of land for sites. The need for additional accommodation for Gypsy and Travellers is identified in the North Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment (GTAA) the Council therefore needs to identify sites to meet this need. The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 1
	1042
	Disagree
	The distribution of pitches and sites should be reasonably dispersed within the Borough. There are already issues with the density of sites around the Braybrooke area and increasing numbers of pitches on or around existing sites will overwealm the settled community. .
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Option 1
	1044
	Strongly disagree
	
	Noted.

	Option 1
	1058
	Agree
	There are already some allocated areas and I would like to see these kept to those areas
	Noted.

	Option 1
	1087
	Strongly disagree
	There is already a plethora of traveller sites in and around some of the smaller village communities, especially within the Braybrooke/Arthingworth and Harrington area of the borough. To consider adding additional pitches to existing sites in these areas is totally unacceptable; we live in an area that should be preserved as open countryside, and not taken up by increasing existing encampments, further blighting the area and causing environmental and social challenges to our communities, roadways and footpaths. We all appreciate that the travellers want to settle somewhere, but it seem like there is an unfair concentration in certain areas of the borough. Furthermore, unauthorised settlements, e.g. Greenfields, Braybrooke, are not being dealt with quickly and efficiently enough. Despite the council notices to reject all applications/appeals for development and serve enforcement orders (as per below), there has been no further action to either close or remove the site and track that was illegally laid. ''Planning Committee on 8th November 2011 considered reports about unauthorised development at Greenfields. An umbrella report summarised the legislative and policy framework for enforcing against breaches of planning control and related this to the Greenfields site. A series of reports then recommended action in respect of the various breaches on the site. The Planning Committee agreed that enforcement notices should be served on the unauthorised development at the site and notices were served on 11th November 2011. Some development on one plot has been cleared. The notices take effect on 11th December 2011 unless appeals are lodged before 9th December 2011. An appeal against the enforcement notice in respect of the track was dismissed on 3rd November 2011, the compliance period ended on 3rd December 2011 and the notice has not been complied with. It is important that the Council weighs up all of the relevant matters before deciding whether to take further action and if so what action to take and when. A report will be considered by the Planning Committee early in 2012. This will include assessing the harm caused by the development as well as the needs of those affected by any action.''
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. With regard to Greenfields, appeals were lodged within the time limits, effectively holding the notices in abeyance pending determination. A hearing is scheduled for 12 June 2012.

	Option 1
	1115
	Disagree
	The distribution of pitches across the County is very localised and there is already an overcrowding of sites in a few small areas. This needs to be addressed. Also recently Gypsies/Travellers are moving on to unauthorised sites/land which is unacceptable and needs to be monitored. There appear to be spaces at current sites in the county which need to be occupied. Suggest a register is made of current available spaces.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. KBC's ability to deal with unauthorised developments is weakened when it does not have a robust policy basis and allocated sites to meet projected needs.

	Option 1
	1292
	No opinion
	It depends on the current size of the site. Large sites do not integrate well with the surrounding communities so there must be guidelines to cap the expansion of existing sites.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Option 1
	1237
	Strongly disagree
	Adding sites in close proximity to existing sites will only exacerbate the present situation, where a particular village has 11 sites within a 5mile radius. Sites should be small and spread out across the Borough, not concentrated in one particular area. This should aid integration into the local settled community.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Option 1
	1308
	Strongly disagree
	Integration depends on distribution, not concentration. Ghettoes are unacceptable and they have already developed as a result of KBC's failure to provide small, sustainable sites. This failure means that several new illegal sites now dominate small rural villages like Braybrooke. They have been given Temporary Approval because they have nowhere to move on to. In some of these cases, "Temporary" has already lasted more than 10 years.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. The temporary sites can be revisited once a range of alternatives is available.

	Option 1
	1176
	No opinion
	THIS IS AN OPTION WHICH SHOULD BE PURSUED ALONGSIDE OTHER OPTIONS. iT SHOULD NOT BE RESTRICTED TO SITES WITH PLANNING PERMISSION. ANY REVIEW SHOULD INCLUDE UNAUTHORISED SITES.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. In the identification of sites a mix of private and public sites will be identified to meet the needs of Gypsies and Travellers. The review will include unauthorised and temporary sites.

	Option 2
	338
	Strongly Agree
	Option 2 for reasons. Gypsy and Travellers prefer smaller sites, as do the police. This option would also ensure that there is not an over concentration in a particular area and thus reduce tension with the local communities.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 2
	452
	Agree
	I don't feel competent to answer this but I do feel that sites should be limited in size to prevent travellers overwhelming a village community as we have seen happen in Braybrooke.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 2
	506
	Agree
	More evenly spread across the borough.
	Noted. The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites.

	Option 2
	523
	Agree
	
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 2
	525
	Agree
	
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 2
	1233
	No opinion
	Any assessment criteria should reflect the requirements of the National Planning Policy Framework
	Noted. The requirements of the NPPF will be taken into account when updating the assessment criteria.

	Option 2
	695
	Strongly Agree
	Small council owned sites evenly distributed throughout the borough is the ideal solution. The families need to be absorbed into the wider community and not isolated. They generally rely on vehicle based business's, their health issues are often a cause for concern and their children often forgo a full education, it is imperative they are given help and options to live in areas with good access, medical facilities and a full range of educational facilities. There needs to be better distribution through the larger towns in the borough. There are several pitches in the borough that are privately owned but unused, some are derelict not just empty because the owners are away. Council sites that are allocated, well run and kept at an optimum occupancy level has to be a better option.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon. The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes assessment criteria which will be used in identifying sites and these include access to schools, health centres and good access. There is a need for both private and public sites and in the identification of sites a mix of private and public sites will be identified to meet the needs of Gypsies and Travellers.

	Option 2
	808
	Strongly Agree
	This would be a very sensible option to adopt and provide choice throughout the borough for gypsies and travellers. It would also prevent the ghettoisation of gypsies and travellers in concentrated areas where local services are inadequate.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 2
	966
	Strongly Agree
	Sites need to be evenly distributed to ensure integration with the settled community.
	The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. Sustainability of sites will be an important consideration when assessing potential sites.

	Option 2
	975
	Strongly disagree
	Existing sites have already been identified for additional new pitches but the Council has failed to get negotiations resolved and the sites delivered for many many years - option 2 just serves to brush all that time, cost and effort on option 1 to one side and start all over again. This option 2 also encourages gypsy and travellers who have many small parcels of private land dotted around the borough, that have not so far been developed, to "offer" their own land for development - this is a self-fulfilling exercise and will create a flood of applications which would otherwise not have been submitted.
	Council's have a duty to ensure the accommodation needs of Gypsy and Travellers are met. The need for additional accommodation for Gypsy and Travellers is identified in the North Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment (GTAA) the Council therefore needs to identify sites to meet this need, with a focus on deliverability. The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 2
	1002
	Strongly Agree
	KBC over many years has seriously failed both the traveller and settled communities. Their lack of resolve to seriously act with any urgency allowed illegal pitches to become Temporary and then Permanent. That lack of action has allowed small sites to be divided up and become larger. In one particular area of the borough, the traveller families have been allowed to develop in an unequal ratio which has meant that where the local community were once accepting of some sites, they are now beginning to feel overwhelmed. The village school is now attended 100% by traveller children and local resentment has built up as published government figures show that the children there have double the national average spent on their education. National and International studies all recommend that there should be as much school integration between children as possible; not segregation as has been encouraged by the local education department. For this to be achieved it is essential that new small sites are found in appropriate areas away from existing ones, thus being fair to both settled and traveller communities alike avoiding unwanted tension between the two communities.
	Noted. Integration is an important consideration when considering sites.

	Option 2
	1017
	Agree
	This is the best way to encourage integration, use peer pressure at school to get better standards of education and behaviour and understanding for all parties.
	Dispersal of sites throughout the Borough does not necessarily mean that children will go to the school closest to where they live. However, the location of sites within communities would be more likely to result in integrated co-existence.

	Option 2
	1034
	Strongly disagree
	Sites spread across the borough will remove the need for additional policing of issues that currently surround larger 'organised' sites as we have seen around Braybrooke.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Option 2
	1045
	Strongly Agree
	Small council owned sites evenly distributed throughout the borough is the ideal solution.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. The option does not suggest solely Council owned sites, which would conflict with the Government's aims to promote more private site provision (March 2012).

	Option 2
	1047
	Strongly Agree
	Smaller sites are better for local communities both the settled and traveller communities
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. The size of sites will be considered through that process.

	Option 2
	1092
	Strongly Agree
	Small council owned sites evenly distributed throughout the borough is the, their families need to be absorbed into the wider community and not isolated. It is imperative they are given help and options to live in areas with good access, medical facilities and a full range of educational facilities, not on illegal sites in remote areas that have cause environmental and social issues. There needs to be better distribution through the larger towns in the borough. There are several pitches in the borough that are privately owned but unused, some are derelict not just empty because the owners are away.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. Solely Council owned sites would be in conflict with the Government's stated aims to promote more private traveller site provision.

	Option 2
	1307
	Strongly Agree
	Existing sites are already concentrated in areas where small, rural communities without sufficient amenities such as shops and schools are being dominated.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. Sustainability of sites will be an important consideration when assessing potential sites. The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes assessment criteria which will be used to ensure the sites selected are the most sustainable.

	Option 2
	1494
	Strongly Agree
	I strongly agree that Option 2 is preferred. Reading the Planning Policy For Traveller Sites, it would appear to be the most appropriate option. From Planning Policy For Traveller Sites, March 2012. In the introduction it states - - to reduce tensions between settled and traveller communities in plan-making and planning decisions - for local planning authorities to have due regard to the protection of local amenity and local environment. Policy B: Planning for traveller sites, 9 e) states “protect local amenity and environment Policy C: Sites in rural areas and the countryside, states “ When assessing the suitability of sites in rural or semi-rural settings, local planning authorities should ensure that the scale of such sites does not dominate the nearest settled community. Policy H: Determining planning applications for traveller sites, states “ 23) Local planning authorities should strictly limit new traveller site development in open countryside that is away from existing settlements or outside areas allocated in the development plan. Local planning authorities should ensure that sites in rural areas respect the scale of, and do not dominate the nearest settled community, and avoid placing an undue pressure on the local infrastructure.
	Noted. It is essential for development plan policies to conform to national policy. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Option 3
	524
	Agree
	
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 3
	694
	Strongly Agree
	Planning for new sites needs care and consideration offering Gypsies and Travellers a good and sustainable future where they can plan for themselves and their families. The system to date appears to have involved very little "planning". Gypsy families have bought any bit of land in remote, unsustainable and unsuitable places where they have been given temporary planning permission, which has then evolved into permanent permission, often only because there have been no alternative "planned" sites to offer them. This system has not helped either the Gypsy families or the settled community. Using sensible search criteria offers an opportunity to make a good sustainable plan that is fair to all.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites.

	Option 3
	965
	Agree
	The keys to this, notable by their absence for too long, are planning and integration. KBC need a clear strategy for gypsy and traveller accommodation, which is consistent, enforceable, fair to all parties, and which has as its ultimate aim successful integration of these communities. For too long, most development has occurred as a result of unauthorised development, retrospectively approved; this has applied both to the expansion of existing sites and the establishment of new ones. The result has been much inappropriate development, led by the perceived needs of individuals, rather than the considered needs of the wider community. I can only assume this has been allowed to happen because KBC has no viable alternative in terms of a clearly-defined strategy, policy and plan for the accommodation of these communities. Gypsy and traveller families have as much right to support in finding appropriate accommodation, schooling, healthcare etc as the settled community, and should be subject to the same responsibilities and obligations in these respects. Option 3 offers the best hope of meeting this goal, as it would at least be based on a set of predetermined and published criteria, which would allow applications for development to be assessed according to a fair and transparent process. If the aspiration to integrate gypsy and traveller families into the wider community were at the heart of this approach, many other decisions about 'appropriate' or 'inappropriate' development would fall readily into place. The need for balance based on sensible criteria is no different from the situation that pertains to planning applications from the settled community, which are resolved with reference to the competing needs for sustainable development, affordable housing, adequate local resources and amenities, social cohesion, the protection of green spaces etc. Whilst there may be delays as suitable sites are identified and purchased, this would be a small price to pay for the longer-term benefits of a coherent, integrated accommodation strategy which would see gipsy and traveller families settled as full beneficiaries of and contributors to the rural community.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. A danger with "the ideal site" is that the bar must not be set too high so as to preclude most sites from the potential for development. Unless a deliverable alternative is in place to meet the projected need for pitches, planning by appeal will continue.

	Option 3
	969
	No opinion
	I would imagine this approach will achieve little.
	Noted.

	Option 3
	980
	Strongly disagree
	I think this is a good way to proceed but feel that detailed consultation should be taken with the public before the sites are identified. This is too big an issue to proceed without specific consultation on gypsy and traveller site provision across the borough.
	The Background Paper: Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations (Feb 2012) set out a suggested set of selection criteria. This could be used to identify sites for allocation and as a means of assessing other sites that may be put forward through the planning application process. Once sites have been identified and assessed they will be consulted on.

	Option 3
	1007
	Disagree
	There are only 3 sentences in this option, and in 2 of them the word 'ideal' is used. We would all like to have ideal plots of land/sites for our homes; but the majority of people when purchasing a home have to compromise when choosing where to live. Millions of people from the settled communities are forced to live in far from ideal homes in far from ideal areas yet they don't resort to acting illegally regarding planning laws. It is fact that many Travellers don't go travelling any more than members of the settled go travelling in their caravans. I find it somewhat disturbing that in the resume of consideration of Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation nowhere could I see any mention of taking into account the needs of the local settled communities and the impact there is on those local communities when looking at the needs of the gypsy and travellers. A definite impression of being rather one-sided. The fact is we don't live in an ideal world so it would be wrong to raise undue hopes of finding an ideal site. BUT sites do have to be found by KBC and even if they are not ideal, the travelling community should be encouraged to use them.
	There is a need for additional accommodation for Gypsy and Travellers, as identified in the North Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment (GTAA). The Council therefore needs to identify sites to meet this need. To do this in a planned manner requires some site selection criteria, either to choose/eliminate sites for allocation or to assess sites put forward through the application process. The criteria set out to make sites deliverable while at the same time safeguarding sites that are unsuited to development, having regard to balancing the needs of both the travelling and settled communities.

	Option 3
	1020
	Disagree
	I don't disagree that there needs to be planning, but to just agree to this statement when the "criteria" are not included is impossible. The devil will be in the detail. I do agree with the comments made by the first contributor (ID 694)
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. As stated in the preamble, suggested criteria are set out in the Background Paper (February 2012).

	Option 3
	1035
	Agree
	
	Noted.

	Option 3
	1048
	Strongly Agree
	Smaller more sustainable sites, and a more even distribution within the borough are what is needed. Not as is the case, a concentration of sites in the same areas.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Option 3
	1855
	Disagree
	We entirely accept the need to address the location of gypsy and traveller accommodation and whilst Option 3 might appear to be a clinical way of finding new sites we think that this method of allocating points is a dangerous approach because any site needs to be considered individually in its context and setting.
	Comments are noted and will be considered and used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites.

	Option 3
	1177
	Disagree
	"IDEAL" SITES DO NOT EXIST. SEARCH CRITERIA WOULD BE USEFUL IF THE COUNCIL HAD SHOWN ANY ABILITY TO FORMULATE REASONABLE CRITERIA. UNFORTUNATELY THE COUNCIL'S ATTEMPTS TO DO SO HAVE BEEN FUNDAMENTALY FLAWED AND DEMONSTRATE AN ALARMING LACK OF UNDERSTANDING OF WHAT CRITERIA SHOULD BE USED.
	Noted. The criteria for site selection is informed via full public consultation including with Gypsies and Travellers

	Option 4
	312
	Agree
	There is a need for a review of all sites in the Borough and a clear policy to deal with the problem of illegal sites. There also needs to be a clear policy on the distribution of sites around the Borough so that one area cannot become a focus for the travelling community. It has long been a contention that Travellers should be integrated into the local community - this must be encouraged. The DfE and NCC must play a part in ensuring this integration though providing suitable school places in all schools in the County. It is by integrating children at primary school level that a relationship can be developed between travelling and settled communities that can be encouraged into adulthood. Allowing one school in the area to become a 'traveller' school is not acceptable and is unfair to both communities. This matter was raised in parliament by MP P Hollobone and it needs to be followed up with real conviction by the DfE, NCC and KBC.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 4
	339
	Strongly disagree
	This option provides no clarity at all. The background paper says "This approach is aimed at minimising the disadvantages of an options in order to maximising its advantages". However it is possible that the flip side could occur and you end up with many disadvantages - Potential increased densities on sites resulting in over development of sites.  Potential pressure on local amenities of nearby settled community due to increased population Increased pitches on sites may result in problems with site management.  Challenges of accommodating mixed ethnicity. May not be in the most sustainable locations. Could go against the natural choice of places for travellers. Sustainability criteria may not meet the natural choice of places for travellers No clarity is the situation at present. This does need addressing.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 4
	498
	Agree
	Close to services/facilities
	The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon. The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes proximity to services and facilities.

	Option 4
	518
	Agree
	Also- Close to services/facilities
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 4
	527
	Agree
	Also - close to services/ facilities
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 4
	529
	Agree
	
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 4
	809
	Strongly disagree
	Expanding existing sites or adding sites in close proximity to existing sites is unsatisfactory as it perpetuates the concentration of sites which already exists. carrying out protracted surveys to find 'ideal' sites is unlikely to solve a growing problem that needs addressing. The only sensible option is to find new sites across the borough to provide the number of pitches and variety of locations that will prevent the continuing development of illegal sites, mostly concentrated in one small rural area of the borough.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon.

	Option 4
	972
	Disagree
	This will lead to the selection of 'easy' Option 1 and inevitable 'failure' of the other more appropriate but harder approaches.
	Noted.

	Option 4
	979
	Strongly disagree
	I think option 4 is a "cop out" - it is neither one option or another and it would not give clear direction and guidance.
	Noted.

	Option 4
	1021
	Strongly disagree
	Option 1 is definitely wrong. Option 3 needs definition of criteria before anyone can sensibly sign up to it.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. As stated in answer to 1020, a set of suggested criteria was published in February 2012.

	Option 4
	1036
	Strongly disagree
	
	Noted.

	Option 4
	1049
	Strongly Agree
	
	Noted.

	Option 4
	1108
	Disagree
	New sites, spreading the settlements out into small and manageable areas has to be the way to go, from both a policing and environmental perspective.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Option 4
	1178
	Agree
	EVERY AVENUE NEEDS TO BE CONSIDERED IF THE LEVEL OF PROVISION NEEDED IS TO BE ACHIEVED.
	Noted.

	Option 4
	1560
	Disagree
	I hope that the following comments will be taken into account. 1. Consultation based solely on a website response are a barrier to a number of people, and will not be a fair representation of community views. 2. I hope that all the views expressed by residents of Braybrooke over the last year will be taken into account for the purposes of this consultation. 3.The various options to cope with the Traveller and Gypsy settlement issues cover the whole gammut of a very diverse range of attitudes. My view is that to sanction and legitimise sites which are currently temporary or subject to planning appeal should not be allowed. A number of these sites are not sustainable and are against local community views and planning guidelines. They must not be allowed to expand in locations that are themselves disadvantageous and unsustainable to both travellers and the local community. It is not feasible to allow development on an ad-hoc and essentially opportunistic basis.
	A range of consultation methods were used to ensure as many people as possible were made aware of the consultation. This included press releases, letters and e-mails to consultees, poster, display boards, drop-in events and information packs for schools and Parish Councils. The comments received during this consultation will be used to inform the preparation of the next version of the document which will be the Pre-submission plan. Sustainability of sites will be an important consideration when assessing potential sites. The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes assessment criteria which will be used to ensure the sites selected are the most sustainable. Allocation of sites through this document will help ensure development takes place on a planned rather than adhoc basis.

	Option 4
	1858
	Agree
	Each site must be looked at individually and subjectively and Option 4 best covers that approach.
	Comments are noted and will be considered and used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites.

	Question 1
	70
	Agree
	Option 4: a combination of options would be preferred by all. This could avoid overcrowding and the creation of large sites and situations similar to that of Braybrooke school.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Question 1
	111
	Agree
	Option 4
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Question 1
	267
	Strongly disagree
	already have site which is currently being abused
	Council's have a duty to ensure the accommodation needs of Gypsy and Travellers are met. The Government's Planning Policy for Traveller Sites requires Local Planning Authorities to carry out an assessment of need for Gypsy and Traveller accommodation and to meet need through the identification of land for sites. The need for additional accommodation for Gypsy and Travellers is identified in the North Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment (GTAA) the Council therefore needs to identify sites to meet this need.

	Question 1
	340
	Strongly Agree
	Strongly agree option 2 is the most appropriate, for the reasons given in the background paper - Will promote even distribution of sites within the Borough. Prevent high densities and perceived overconcentration of sites. Possible reduced tension between settled community and Gypsy and Traveller community
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Question 1
	398
	Strongly Agree
	All of these options need to be pursued urgently to obtain sufficient sites. May I suggest a further option? Travellers are surely entitled to the same access to services as everyone else, and to be integrated into the rest of the community. Services tend to be distributed in the same way as the population as a whole. It follows that traveller sites should be distributed as the general population and not concentrated in particular rural areas. The further option I propose is that travellers sites be created in a way which parallels affordable housing. For each development above a size threshold, one or more adjacent travellers sites is to be provided, and funded by the Community Infrastructure Levy. Not an answer on its own, but to be used in combination with the other options.
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on. The option raised about the provision of sites via the Community Infrastructure Levy is currently being looked into by the North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit.

	Question 1
	499
	No opinion
	Important when considering a potential site: Access to schools, hospitals, shops; good pedestrian/cycle links; privately owned. Near to a particular town: Braybrooke. Other: A decent location, i.e. not beside a dump or sewer works, or industrial estate not isolated from settled community.
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon. The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes assessment criteria which will be used in identifying sites and these include access to schools, health centres, pedestrian / cycle links and liveability. In identifying potential sites through this process, a mix of private and public sites will be sought.

	Question 1
	501
	No opinion
	Important when considering a potential site: access to schools, hospitals, shops; availability of public transport; good access to the highway network; good pedestrian/cycle links; size of site; local authority owned- all gypsy sites should be owned by the council. Other: The site I am on "now" need new and bigger sheds (outside buildings)
	The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes assessment criteria which will be used in identifying sites and these include access to schools, health centres, pedestrian / cycle links and access to public transport, size of site and access to the highway network. There is a need to provide for both local authority and private pitches and in identifying potential sites through this process, a mix of private and public sites is required.

	Question 1
	526
	No opinion
	Important when considering a potential site: access to schools, hospitals, shops; availability of public transport; good access to the highway network; good pedestrian/ cycle links; size of site; local authority owned; near to a town
	The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes assessment criteria which will be used in identifying sites and these include access to schools, health centres, shops, availability of public transport, access to the highway network, good pedestrian / cycle links, size of site and near to a town. There is a need to provide for both local authority and private pitches and in identifying potential sites through this process, a mix of private and public sites are required.

	
	528
	No opinion
	Important when considering a potential site: access to schools, hospitals, shops; availability of public transport; good access to the highway network; good pedestrian/cycle links; privately owned, near to Desborough
	The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon. The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes assessment criteria which will be used in identifying sites and these include access to schools, health centres, shops, availability of public transport, good access to the highway network, good and pedestrian / cycle links. There is a need to provide for both local authority and private pitches and in identifying potential sites through this process, a mix of private and public sites are required.

	Question 1
	530
	No opinion
	I want to stay at Greenfields. That is my home.
	Noted.

	Question 1
	974
	No opinion
	Option 2
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Question 1
	988
	Agree
	Option 3 - provided that the criteria assesses sites by geographic location to prevent over concentration in north of the borough and spreads the sites around the borough more evenly. Option 3 - provided unauthorised sites that have been "tolerated" by the council are taken into consideration too in any criteria otherwise they are conveniently ignored yet some have been in situ for many many years.
	Noted.

	Question 1
	1008
	No opinion
	I feel that a combination of the options should be used. Some dedicated searching by KBC for several possible sites is essential. Wasting 7 years on one site that hasn't materialised into anything yet is a serious error of judgement and unfair to all those effected and concerned. NB I only indicated 'No opinion' as I couldn't leave the field blank.!!!!
	Noted.

	Question 1
	1022
	Disagree
	Once again this tick box thing is inappropriate! Option 2 is the only one that addresses the current issue of the concentration of sites in some rural areas and the anarchy that exists with the use of greenfield land and the planning laws that allow retrospective planning consent. I like the option suggested by contributor ID 398. Sites should be adjacent or in towns, in low concentration and we should be protecting out green belt from development by anyone.
	Government policy (March 2012) seeks to protect 'Green Belt' from development, other than in very exceptional circumstances. However there is no Green Belt in KBC area. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Question 1
	1046
	Strongly Agree
	
	Noted. There was nothing to agree with.

	Question 1
	1060
	Strongly Agree
	new pitches should be close to existing, and approved / agreed through the planning system not by retrospective permission on land that has no permission so option 1 and possibly option 3
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Question 1
	1573
	Disagree
	Question 1 Location of Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation We consider that the preferred option should include search criteria, even if it is combined with other options. We believe that historic environment issues may arise in relation to traveller developments in the same way as other development proposals. There may be direct impacts on heritage assets, including archaeology, resulting in damage to their fabric or physical integrity, and there may be damage to the setting of heritage assets. Thus, the historic environment should be included in the search criteria. Sustainability Appraisal It is surprising that the SA does not recognise the potential implications on cultural heritage, as have been identified for biodiversity and landscape; these aspects of the environment are often inter-related.
	In line with CLG ‘Planning Policy for Traveller Sites’ sites should be sustainable economically, socially and environmentally. Environmental considerations include cultural and historic factors. The comments made in respect of the criteria are noted and will be taken into account in the refinement of the criteria and the scoring mechanism.

	Question 1
	1820
	Disagree
	The Force would actively discourage Option 1 as an appropriate method of identifying sites, and would welcome the opportunity for further engagement in relation to the identification of potential Gypsy and Traveller sites.
	Noted.

	Question 1
	1821
	Disagree
	The Force would actively discourage Option 1 as an appropriate method of identifying sites, and would welcome the opportunity for further engagement in relation to the identification of potential Gypsy and Traveller sites.
	Noted.

	Question 1
	1857
	No opinion
	Each site must be looked at individually and subjectively and Option 4 best covers that approach.
	Comments are noted and will be considered and used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites.

	Question 1
	2034
	Agree
	3
	Noted.

	Question 2
	71
	Agree
	
	Noted. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Question 2
	268
	No opinion
	
	Noted.

	Question 2
	342
	Strongly Agree
	I strongly agree with the site assessment sheet has been prepared using the Site Assessment Matrix developed by Roger Tym and Partners for East Northamptonshire Council. However this will not stop unauthorised development and does not address that problem. In addition, given KBC's lack of providing sites over the last 8 years or so, wonder if this assessment criteria will actually ever be used.
	Noted. The assessment criteria will be used by the Local Planning Authority to identify sites to meet the need for additional accommodation for Gypsy and Travellers identified in the North Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment. The potential sites identified will then be consulted on.

	Question 2
	970
	Strongly disagree
	I believe that there should no more special allocation of land for the increase of traveller dwellings. These people should not be treat as special cases and should be subject to the same planning laws. There is little chance of development being allowed to add dwellings outside of existing village envelopes so why existing traveller sites most of which were started illegally
	Council's have a duty to ensure the accommodation needs of Gypsy and Travellers are met. The Government's Planning Policy for Traveller Sites requires Local Planning Authorities to carry out an assessment of need for Gypsy and Traveller accommodation and to meet need through the identification of land for sites. The need for additional accommodation for Gypsy and Travellers is identified in the North Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment (GTAA); the Council therefore needs to identify sites to meet this need. The comments made during this consultation on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options will be used identify potential sites. The potential sites identified will then be consulted upon. Other Options within the wider consultation examine the need for development beyond existing village envelopes.

	Question 2
	984
	Strongly disagree
	I do think assessment criteria should be used but I do not think the proposed criteria are suitable. The proposed criteria treats villages like Desborough and Rothwell as carrying same weight in the assessment when they are in fact very different and should be judged on their own separate merits. There does not appear to be assessment of current provision by geographical location to ensure a better spread of sites across the borough instead of the heavy concentration of sites in north of the borough. The criteria does not take account of any "tolerated" sites of which there are some that the council has allowed to stay in place for many many years - these should be a factor in assessment as they are providing sites already and to allow other development while these remain is wrong.
	Comment on the criteria needs to give some indication of what you see as wrong with it and, ideally, what should be included to improve it. Desborough and Rothwell are towns which provide a broadly similar range of services and facilities. Their merits are similar in that regard.

	Question 2
	1023
	Agree
	However I think that there should be greater emphasis on protecting the greenbelt as stated in the governments document, and therefore disagree to the section on the relative values of agricultural land. It is not just the quality of the land that is important, it is also the fact that is useful open space and adds to biodiversity.
	There is no Green Belt in Kettering Borough. Biodiversity and landscape values are assessed elsewhere in the criteria, not in the section about agricultural land.

	Question 2
	1306
	Strongly Agree
	It is essential and urgent to find suitable and sustainable sites. Without them there is no way to prevent the clustering of illegal sites, which naturally concentrate close together and swamp certain small communities. This unacceptable process of ghetto-ization has been going on already for 10 years, due to KBC failure to find suitable sites.
	Sustainability of sites will be an important consideration when assessing potential sites. The Background Paper - Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations includes assessment criteria which will be used to ensure the sites selected are the most sustainable. Allocation of sites through this document will help ensure development takes place on a planned rather than adhoc basis. The comments on where sites should be located will be used to inform which of the options is used to identify potential sites. These potential sites will then be consulted on.

	Question 2
	1859
	Disagree
	We do not consider that the assessment criteria proposed in the Background Paper: Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations are appropriate. They are not consistent with Policy B, Planning for Travellers Sites, ( Planning Policy for Travellers Sites, issued March 2012) namely that travellers sites should be sustainable economically, socially and environmentally. Whilst a points system may appear to be a fair and simple way of assessing the merits of a particular site; the number of points allocated to each aspect is contentious because they can be manipulated to arrive at a pre-determined conclusion.
	The comments made in respect of the criteria in The Background Paper Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations are noted and will be taken into account in the refinement of the criteria and the scoring mechanism. In line with CLG Planning Policy for Traveller Sites in identifying sites should be sustainable economically, socially and environmentally. Comments are noted and will be considered and used to inform which of the options will be used to identify potential sites.

	Question 2
	2035
	Disagree
	No, more work required
	Criteria will be updated to take account of comments made during this consultation.

	Question 2
	1181
	Strongly disagree
	The criteria chosen will give no satisfactory outcome. The document shows a complete absence of any understanding of the issues relating to Gypsy and Traveller site selection. The Derbyshire Gypsy Liaison Group would be willing to participate in developing a sound set of criteria for the assessment of sites but the background paper gives us no confidence to believe that the Council understands the planning issues and search criteria which would provide a sound basis for site identification. Just to give three examples of many deficiencies which we could identify:_ 1) The issue of "access to employment" is completely misconceived. In order to qualify as a Gypsy a site occupant must pursue a travelling lifestyle and must therefore travel to find work. Thus proximity to employment sites is irrelevant. If a person living on a Gypsy site was employed locally he would loose his or her Gypsy status and would thus no-longer be able to live on the site. 2) The idea that Gypsy sites will be found within 200m of schools and shops is ridiculous. Thus no site can hope to achieve maximum points, and a site realistically located 1km distant from services (which is as good as is likely to be achieved) would achieve no higher rating than a site 5km distant. 3) The notion that proximity to an indoor sports centre should get the same weighting as proximity to a secondary school is clearly unsound.
	Comments are noted. The selection criteria are consulted upon as part of this public consultation and all comments received will be fully considered and used to inform the refinement of the selection criteria.


