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Planning for traveller sites 
Consultation response form
When complete please email to: travellerspps@communities.gsi.gov.uk

Alternatively, we would be happy to receive responses by post. Please send to:

Paul Williams
Planning – Economy and Society Division
Department for Communities and Local Government

1/G6 Eland House

Bressenden Place

London SW1E 5DU
The deadline for submissions is Wednesday 6 July 2011. 
(a) About you

(i) Your details

	Name:
	Keir Donald

	Position:
	Parish councillor

	Name of organisation (if applicable):
	Gt Canfield Parish Council

	Address:
	     

	Email:
	     

	Telephone number:
	     


(ii) 
Are the views expressed on this consultation an official response from the organisation you represent or your own personal views?

	Organisational response
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Personal views
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



(iii) 
Please tick the one box which best describes you or your organisation:

	Voluntary sector or charitable organisation
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Relevant authority (i.e. district, London borough, county council)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Parish council
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Business
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Other public body (please state)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	Other (please state)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     


(iv) 
Do your views or experiences mainly relate to a particular type of geographical location?

	City
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	London
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Urban
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Suburban
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Rural
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Other (please comment)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     


(vi)  Would you be happy for us to contact you again in relation to this consultation?

	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



(b) Consultation questions

Q1. Do you agree that the current definitions of “gypsies and travellers” and ”travelling showpeople” should be retained in the new policy?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	the definition should be based on ethnicity not lifestyle.


Q2. Do you support the proposal to remove specific reference to Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Needs Assessments in the new policy and instead refer to a “robust evidence base”?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	Assessments should be evidence based and carried out locally .


Q3. Do you agree that where need has been identified, local planning authorities should set targets for the provision of sites in their local planning policies?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	where a need is identified targets can be set but these targets can only be realised  if resources/funding are available and the settled community is in agreement . 


Q4. Do you think that local planning authorities should plan for “local need in the context of historical demand”? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	Historical demand is one of many factors but it is good indicator for the local planning authorities


Q5. Do you agree with the proposal to require local planning authorities to plan for a five-year supply of traveller pitches/plots? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	Local planning authorities should have the freedom to plan as they see fit.


Q6. Do you agree that the proposed wording of Policy E (in the draft policy) should be included to ensure consistency with Planning Policy Guidance 2: Green Belts? 

	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	The protection of Green belt land is of the highest importance and applications from travellers to develop Green belt should be dealt with in exactly the same way as applications from the settled community


Q7. Do you agree with the general principle of aligning planning policy on traveller sites more closely with that on other forms of housing? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	     


Q8. Do you agree with the new emphasis on local planning authorities consulting with settled communities as well as traveller communities when formulating their plans and determining individual planning applications to help improve relations between the communities? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	The views of the settled community have been ignored for too long by local planning 


Q9. Do you agree with the proposal in the transitional arrangements policy (paragraph 26 in the draft policy) for local planning authorities to “consider favourably” planning applications for the grant of temporary permission if they cannot demonstrate an up-to-date five-year supply of deliverable traveller sites, to ensure consistency with Planning Policy Statement 3: Housing? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	No- this is biased towards travellers .Planning decisions should be made on a level playing field and there should be no bias towards travellers or the settled community


Q10. Under the transitional arrangements, do you think that six months is the right time local planning authorities should be given to put in place their five-year land supply before the consequences of not having done so come into force? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	Six months is not nearly long enough . Proper and full consultation with parish councils  and the local community must be carried out. 


Q11. Do you have any other comments on the transitional arrangements? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	There must be a proper and full consultation with local communities and the timetable for this transistion  must reflect  the need for this full consultation of parishioners . 


Q12. Are there any other ways in which the policy can be made clearer, shorter or more accessible?

	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	Make the policy fair and on equal terms for travellers and the settled community 


Q13. Do you think that the proposals in this draft statement will have a differential impact, either positive or negative, on people because of age, disability, gender reassignment, pregnancy and maternity, race, religion or belief, sex and sexual orientation? If so, how in your view should we respond? We are particularly interested in any impacts on (Romany) Gypsies and (Irish) Travellers and welcome the views of organisations and individuals with specific relevant expertise. (A draft Equalities Impact Assessment can be found at Annex C.) 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	     


(c) Consultation questions on the impact assessment
The impact assessment is annexed to the consultation document. It is a 

consultation stage impact assessment, which analyses the costs and benefits of the policy options alongside the ‘do nothing’ baseline. 
General questions about the impact assessment
Q1. Do you think that the impact assessment broadly captures the types and levels of costs associated with the policy options? If not, why not? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	     


Q2. Do you think that the impact assessment broadly captures the types and levels of benefits associated with the policy options? If not, why not?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	     


Q3. Are there any significant costs and benefits that we have omitted? If so, please describe including the groups in society affected and your view on the extent of the impact. 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	     


Q4. Do you agree that the impact assessment reflects the main impacts that particular sectors and groups are likely to experience as a result of the policy options? If not, why not? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	     


Q5. Are the key assumptions used in the analysis in the impact assessment realistic? If not, what do you think would be more appropriate and do you have any evidence to support your view? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	     


Q6. Are there any other relevant key sources of evidence relating to the policy or the effectiveness of the suggested options that have been omitted? If so, please provide details. 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	     


Q7. Are there any significant risks or unintended consequences we have not identified? If so, please describe. 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	     


Specific questions about the proposed policies in the impact assessment
Q8. Do you think there are any other benefits to retaining the existing policy (Option 1, do nothing), and whether these can be quantified? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	     


Q9. Can you identify – in quantitative terms if possible – whether you think there would be any benefits to Option 2 (withdraw circulars 01/2006 and 04/2007 and do not replace them)? 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	     


Q10. Please comment on whether you envisage any extra costs to local planning authorities associated with the assessment of need for traveller sites in their areas, over and above those which they experience at present.
Comment:

	     


Q11. Please give your view on the scale of the time and money benefits which will accrue to local planning authorities as a result of being able to set traveller site targets locally. 
Comment:

	     


Q12. Please give your view on whether the transitional period envisaged will lead to any extra costs – and what those might be in monetised terms.

Comment:

	     


Q13. Please give your view on the extent to which, and rate at which, you consider new sites will come forward as a result of the new approach. 
Comment:
	     


Q14. Is the draft policy likely to have any significant monetary benefit in terms of protection of the Green Belt, and, if so, what this is likely to be?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	     


Q15. Do the familiarisation costs estimated for local planning authorities appear reasonable? Please give your view on the assumptions made in this calculation. 
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	     


Q16. Do the estimated administrative savings for local planning authorities, as a result of streamlining national planning policy, seem reasonable? Please give your view on the assumptions made in this calculation.
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	     


Q17. Are there any significant costs and benefits that we have omitted? If so, please describe including the groups in society affected and your view on the extent of the impact.
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	     


Q18. Do you think that the draft policy is likely to have any impact, positive or negative, on travelling showpeople as an economic group?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	     


Q19. Are there any significant risks or unintended consequences we have not identified? If so, please describe.
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:
	     


Q20. Do you think there are any groups disproportionately affected?
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Comment:

	     


END


























































