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Please use this form if you wish to support or object to the Local Plan - Revised Development Strategy.

If you are commenting on multiple sections of the document you will need to complete a separate copy of Part B
of this form for each representation.

This form may be photocopied or, alternatively, extra forms can be obtained from the Council's offices or places where
the plan has been made available (see back page). You can also respond online using the LDF Consultation System,
visit: www.warwickdc.gov.uk/newlocalplan

Part A - Personal Details

1. Personal Details 2. Agent's Details (if applicable)
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- Part B - Commenting on the Revised Development Strategy

If you are commenting on fnultiple sections c}f the document you will need to complete a separate sheet for each
representation : \ ‘
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SITES FOR GYPSIES AND TRAVELLERS

| lived for a number of years in Cambridgeshire, which has a very high number of
Travellers (1% of the population), so | am used to living near Traveller sites. The
councils put efforts into liaising, and much of this work is very productive and
successful. But they also take action when appropriate.

Section 7.3 of your Local Plan document sets out criteria for the selection of sites
and these seem entirely appropriate. If you apply the criteria, a number of the
proposed sites would not be suitable. For example, site 20, which is the site nearest
to me. There is no convenient access to a GP surgery or school. (The latter is
critical if we want successful integration.) Access would not be safe and the site
could spoil the view on the approach to Warwick. This is also Greenbelt Land (see
below)*.

If you apply the 7.3 criteria, a small number of sites will be suitable. The challenge is
the additional criterion in 7.4 second bullet point ie ‘promotes peaceful and integrated
co-existence between the site and the local community’, since some local
communities are anxious about having the sites nearby. | believe that you should
apply the 7.3 criteria and then consider which communities are most likely to
assimilate a Traveller site more successfully, so that there is less danger of
marginalisation and more of an opportunity for the Traveller community and non-
Travellers to come across each other on a regular basis in their daily lives. Hackney
and Newham have both recently established sites within the existing settled
community and, so far, this is working well. However, these areas already have a
more diverse population than the local area, which helps integration. Hence the need
to take account of the characteristics of the nearest communities.

*However, if it is acceptable to identify the Greenbelt Land near Sherbourne,
because the owner has offered it, then that disregards the reason for having
Greenbelt. And if that can be done for this site, then the areas to the north of the
district should also be considered. This would avoid all the sites being clustered in
the south of the district.

Alternatively, integrating sites within the new housing developments is a very positive
option, since integration from the beginning of a new community is likely to be more
successful.

Local residents have clearly seen and heard about,and possibly experienced, the
worst aspects of some Traveller sites. There are, of course, some successful settled
traveller sites and these are generally the result of the Travellers’ own behaviour and
attitudes and effective approaches from the wider community.

So, whilst there are no guarantees that pro-active planning will ensure a Traveller
site causes no problems, it is important that all the relevant local councils, agencies
and institutions work together to ensure ‘the best chance of success’. The key staff
who are leading initiatives need to have a genuinely positive attitude and desire to
make things work. Focussing on the young people will be critical, since they will
form the future Traveller population. So we need planning for successful integration
into local schools with traveller children feeling welcomed by staff and other children



(racism from other children is a key cause for failure to attend), as well as youth work
with teenagers. It is then easier to engage parents and in some areas there are
examples of travellers becoming school governors and volunteers.

Some might say that there should be no extra cost or effort, but it would be worth it if
successful.
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