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Tilston Parish Council would like to make the following observations

It was difficult to comment on this document, the format including the layout and jargon was tortuous to follow and in some areas it was badly written and repetitive i.e. “Housing and other professionals”.

It was difficult to make the distinction between when the existing national and regional guidance was in use, this requires clarification.

The overall impression given is that the government has issued a directive and the councils have to sort something out and whatever the Gypsies and Travellers etc want they will get.
Accommodation for Gypsies and Travellers
2. What exactly is “...development of inclusive mixed communities” 
L6  825 additional residential pitches up to 2016, 270 additional transition pitches by 2016, 3% growth to 2021 giving an additional 295. This seems a very high figure. Shows a 70% increase, 81% when transit pitches are taken into account.
3. The idea that the people will take up the option of “providing equal access to decent and appropriate accommodation of the type that other members of society have” seems misconceived.  The majority of people in this group don’t want conventional housing.
Pitches without planning permission should always have been refused but never have been. Can we be assured that when the set targets are reached such arrogant flouting of the laws applicable to everyone else will be strictly enforced?

4. Does this mean converting the illegal sites to legal ones...what happens if agreement cannot be reached? The alternative should be spelled out.
5. The concept of spreading the load is sound, but those sites which need to be established and/or expanded should be spelled out. The figure of 10 pitches is meaningless. The minimum number of extra pitches is zero and the maximum 50, the average number of extra pitches is approx. 21. How is the 3% growth figure arrived at?
6. “More Gypsies & Travellers might travel if it were possible to find places to stop without threat of constant eviction” The converse could be equally true, the more they get moved on the more they have to travel! The principle is correct—proper sites will reduce the need for illegal camping, but is unlikely to stop it entirely.
7. Those 'Other' members of society also have their own multi various cultural practices and while there is a reference, or is that a bullet point? To not adversely effect local residents I would prefer the end report to accept and use the term 'Cultural practices' in the same way it allows for the cultural practices of Gypsy & Traveller communities.
8. Does this mean sites for different ethnic minorities? As above but trying to meet these obligations will surely create considerable difficulty for the authority. Is it known how many variants there are in the Gypsy/Traveller communities that would prevent site sharing? This section is repetitive i.e. “reduce the need for long distance travelling” and “easy and safe access to road network” is covered in  the first bullet. What is meant by “homes for life principles”?
9. This implies that sites will be provided wherever these people want them—mostly this will be in the rural areas! The major part, providing sites in rural areas runs against the requirements described in section 8.
10. The same rules should apply here as in conventional residential areas.
11. Does this imply compulsory purchase? If so, why not state it. 
12 This is likely to open the flood gates...It is unlikely that self purchase will ever be overturned once the site is established. This should only be allowed on sites earmarked and approved by the local authority. In this respect these sites should be identified and held in abeyance.
13. In 'Encouraging' private purchase of sites the laws that pertain to 'Other' members of society should be strictly applied. There is no mention of this in this section. It has been the case that such privately purchased sites have caused the most concern and anger.

 

Should a review of this nature also spell out those options to be followed if these principles are not followed by these people?

Accommodation for Travelling Show people.
This is on the back of the above and a lot of the comments apply. However, the principle that transient sites should be provided near where the Show people are performing is a bit alarming. I can see a situation where this will be to the detriment of the Show people. Also, the Show people have been living with this situation for centuries, why should it become a major problem now? It is hard to see why the local authorities are obliged to provide any sites at all of this nature.
The majority of these particular travellers have huge, luxury, mobile homes, plus generators and massive vehicles to tow them and their rides/stalls etc. therefore they must have substantial income/means. Are we accepting that these astute business people are unable to make their own arrangements for out-of-season residence and vehicle/equipment storage?

Is the 3% growth in this class of people realistic?
Regional parking Standards.
This is a bureaucratic nightmare and looks impractical! I am sure this kind of detail is unnecessary.

Grouping the establishments into Industry, commerce, retail and residential... grouping the locations into Inner City, Urban and Rural...together with classifying public transport into Good, Poor and Indifferent ...and then applying a standard parking space, would be a lot simpler! Trying to force people to use public transport by virtue of the available parking spaces seems the wrong approach entirely. It would be more productive to reduce the welfare burden and use the money to provide the public transport in the first place.
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