From: Roberts, John

Sent: 09 March 2023 09:14

To: localplan@york.gov.uk
Subject: FW: Local Plan Consultation.
Attachments: City of York Local Plan2.pdf

John Roberts | Strategic Planning Policy Officer
t: [ | -

City of York Council | Strategic Planning Policy
Directorate of Place | West Offices, Station Rise | York YO1 6GA
www.york.gov.uk | facebook.com/cityofyork | @CityofYork

From: Mark Warters |

Sent: 08 March 2023 11:49

To: Roberts, John |

Subject: Local Plan Consultation.

This email originated from outside of the organisation. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognise
the sender and know the content is safe.

Morning John,

| would like to submit the attached into the latest Local Plan consultation.

Can you advise/facilitate please?

Thanks,
Mark.

Regards,

Cllr. Mark Warters.

g



City of York Local Plan Proposed Main Modifications Consultation (February 2023)

| write as Ward Councillor for The Osbaldwick & Derwent Ward and on behalf of Osbaldwick Parish Council and
Murton Parish Council on matters of direct relevance to both Parishes.

This submission is in relation to the following documents available as part of this consultation;
EX/CYC/88 - Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment.

PMM 26 - Osbaldwick Gypsy and Traveller Site (Policies Map North).

| shall also be referring to these documents in the Inspection Library;

EX/INS/43 - Email from Inspectors to Council 16/11/22

EX/CYC/121a - Provision for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople. Dec. 2022

Preamble.

1.1 On the 28th July 2022, morning and afternoon session of the City of York Local Plan Inquiry examined the
policies regarding Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople in some depth.

1..2 York Traveller's Trust and myself were present and raised significant concerns with various aspects of
EX/CYC/88.

1.3 With regard to specific concerns expressed in July as to the ability of CYC to be able to accommodate extra
Gypsy Caravan pitches on existing CYC sites it appears from the Inspector’s email of the 16th December 2022
EX/INS/43 to CYC that the Inspectors have similar concerns.

1.4 CYC replied to the Inspectors EX/INS/43 with a document titled Provision for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling
Showpeople December 2022 (EX/CYC/121a)

1.5 Itis my contention that CYC in paragraphs 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 of EX/CYC/121a are quite cynically misleading the
Inspectors as to the capacity of the Osbaldwick and Clifton sites to provide extra pitches.

1.6 | will seek to prove my contention in this submission drawing upon official council documents and public
statements of policy that were made when CYC sought HCA funding for an earlier expansion of the Osbaldwick site in
2013.

1.7 1 also contend that because it is too politically sensitive to actually identify sensible stand alone sites for this
provision that CYC have made the cynical decision not to identify new sites in the Local Plan and are seeking to
deceive the Inspection process in this way.

1.8 Failure to identify sufficient provision of credible Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Sites renders the
Local Plan ‘unsound’ and not ‘legally compliant’.

Existing Site Provision.

2.1 The June 2022 EX/CYC/88 document clearly detailed the needs assessment and also detailed the three CYC
Sites in York and the current level of provision at those sites. All three are at capacity as would have been defined in
the ‘Designing Gypsy and Traveller Sites’ Good Practise Guide 2008 U.K. Government (withdrawn 1st Sept. 2015) the
James St. Site can not physically accommodate any further pitches, the Clifton site can not accommodate any further
pitches without compromising the settled dynamic of the site and it would not be ‘good practise’ to do so. The
Osbaldwick site can not accommodate any further pitches without completely going back on previous assurances
made as to 18 pitches being the limit of the site and many other assurances made ten years ago which | will expand
on further.

2.2 To suggest that the Clifton Site and Osbaldwick Site can accommodate extra pitches is thoroughly misleading
and so easily exposed as misleading that making such a suggestion by CYC highlights the desperation not to identify
stand alone new sites which will have to come at some point in the future.

Existing Site Capacity for Expansion.

3.1 In September 2012 CYC submitted a bid for Homes and Communities Agency administered funding from the



Government ‘Traveller Pitch Fund’ to expand the Osbaldwick Site which then accommodated 12 pitches.

3.2 The bid was successful and a total of £763,500 (HCA £423,500 CYC £340,000) allocated to expand the site
which of course gained planning permission from CYC (13/02704/GRG3). (Annex A CYC Investment bid to
HCA September 2012)

3.3 The proposal to expand put the site in the spotlight just when the issue of loose grazing horses associated with
this site had made local and national headlines with numerous instances of shocking road traffic accidents on local
roads leading to dead horses, injured motorists and written off vehicles as well as considerable damage to crops
during the many instances of trespass. These concerns actually made it to Parliament via the York Outer MP where a
change in the law made the offence of ‘Fly grazing’ illegal under The Control of Horses Bill 2014-15.

3.4 The approved planning application for the site made much of the provision of what was intended to be secure
grazing land with the external metal security fencing supplemented with stock proof fencing, field structures, water
supplies all set within an area of native species hedgerow planting and complementing the wildflower planting on the
grass banks within the pitch layouts.

3.5 Many of these aspects were included in an attempt to demonstrate to the HCA that CYC were going to solve the
problem of stray horses associated with this site, many of these aspects despite being conditioned in the
13/02704/GRG3 have never been implemented and have recently been reported to CYC Planning Enforcement being
within the ten year timescale for enforcement action.

3.6 PMM26 together with EX/CYC/121a seek to utilise the land designated for grazing to support the 2013 expansion
of the site to 18 pitches, use of this land for extra pitches is completely unacceptable. The HCA grant was conditional
on a host of factors and supposed improvements put forward by CYC the most high profile being this grazing land.

3.7 The 2012/13 HCA grant process also put the spotlight very firmly on the lack of CYC ‘management’ of the site,
there are reams of correspondence in relation to these factors and ‘management’ has certainly not improved in the
intervening years to the detriment of the tenants living on the site and surrounding communities, indeed the York
Travellers Trust have frequently referred to this site as being “the most deprived in North Yorkshire” and with good
reason. Appreciating that such matters are not within the remit of the Local Plan Examination process | can not leave
the subject without highlighting the recent removal of 100ton of dumped fridges/freezers to the rear of the site at a
cost to CYC of £50,000 in disposal costs and renovation of the adjacent farming land contaminated from the burning
of these ‘fridge mountains’ to remove the gases prior to scrap trading.

3.8 The Osbaldwick Site was originally run under the auspices of Ryedale DC until Local Government reorganisation
in 1996, the site has been a problem ever since CYC assumed control. (Annex B Murton Parish Council letter
1997)

3.9 During the 2012/13 period of considerable public objection to the proposal to expand the Osbaldwick Site many
verbal assurances were given in many forums as to CYC committing NOT to be seeking to expand the Osbaldwick
Site further, the best written assurance | have retained is that from the former Chief Executive of CYC in February
2013. The assurance in the letter as to only proposing to increase the site by 6 additional pitches is clear as is
reference to the then Housing Officer’s view “that when looking at best practise, from a management perspective, you
would not bring forward proposals for a site larger than what is being proposed”

(Annex C CYC Chief Executive letter 14th February 2013)

3.10 Soin 2013 from a ‘management perspective’ no doubt drawing on the 2008 Government Guide to Designing
Gypsy and Traveller Sites CYC were quite clear that from a management perspective they would not seek to expand
this site beyond the 18 pitches following the expansion.

3.11 Now in 2023 CYC are seeking to throw all that reasoning away, throw all the assurances made to the HCA away
and are seeking to mislead the Local Plan Inspectors as to the capacity of the Osbaldwick site to accommodate
further pitches.

3.12. The CYC Cabinet agenda of the 5th November 2013dealt with the sign off of funding for the Osbaldwick
expansion and reiterated the importance of the grazing land that CYC now seek to develop pitches on but it also
contained an important reference to the Clifton site.

(Annex D City of York Council Cabinet agenda 5th November 2013.)

Para 14. “When considering the size and location of the current sites, it was clear that the extension of the Osbaldwick
site provides the best option, the other sites are landlocked and their size prohibits further development. In addition to
this the number of pitches on the Clifton & James Street sites are already at a level where, when considering best
practise you would not increase the number of pitches on these sites”



Soin 2023 CYC are willing to go against ‘best practise’ and suggest shoehorning an extra 6 pitches on at Clifton.

| am sure the Inspectors will recall both the York Travellers Trust and my comments in relation to the physical capacity
of both the Osbaldwick and Clifton sites last July, comments made with good reason as they mirrored what CYC have
been saying for many years before CYC realised there was a problem with the Local Plan examination.

Conclusion.

4.1 With many years experience of the difficulties that CYC have had in trying to ‘manage’ the Osbaldwick site, with
many of the assurances given to the HCA ten years ago on providing a site office and permanent management
presence ignored and/or forgotten by CYC along with many of the unimplemented planning conditions from
13/02704/GRGS3 this is the last site in the U.K. that should be held up by a local authority as a candidate for future
expansion.

| fully support the points made by York Travellers Trust as to this site and to the unsuitability of adding pitches at
Clifton as well.

| hope the information provided gives the Inspectors a more accurate picture of the situation than EX/CYC/121a and
the proposed modification to the GB Boundary in PMM26 is rejected in favour of the 2018 boundary as submitted and
CYC Policy H5 is found unsound in particular regard of H5a.



Annex A

Home and Communities Agency
Gypsy and Traveller Investment Bid: Round 1
September 2012

Request for investment:

To develop 6 additional pi
pitches to expand the existing site f [
and enhance facilities on the Osbaldwick site, York. : oy 0 e

Lead bid name & local authority

The Council is an existing investment partner and has a strong working relationship
with the Homes and Communities Agency (HCA), as well as a track record in making
successful bids for funding and delivering schemes on time and within budget,
including the recent Lilbourne Drive development through the LA New Build
Programme. The Council is also set up on the Investment Management System
(IMS).

City of York Council owns and manages 3 Travellers sites, geographically spread
across the City, totalling 55 pitches. Levels of satisfaction with the management of
the sites is high and relationships between travellers and the Council are good, as
determined through satisfaction surveys.

Site address: Osbaldwick Travellers Site, Outgang Lane, York, YO10 5EW
Site type: Permanent

Profile of existing site:

he smallest of the city’s sites, and each has a hard
standing with amenity block and includes,
electricity, running water, toilet and bathing facilities,
kitchen and living space. Many of the pitches have
two caravans oOn the pitch to accomqugte
extended families due to the shortfall of provision
across the City. There is no shared amenity spape
for children, limited space for turning and parkfng
large vehicles, NO site office or space for grazing

There are 12 pitches on this, t

animals.
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Full Planning Approval obtained ~ Jan2013]

Draft Specification Jan 2013

Feb 2013

Pu
t out to tender assess tenders and award contract

Start on site Mar/Apl 2013

May 2013

Potential completion date
Oct 2013

Details of planned
: and completed consultati i iti
(guidance included in the Framework) e

D e S
5 ;? tt)ltsgn8|tIV|t|es in extending accommodation provision for G&T within the City
sultation has not been carried out to date. However, the landowners have been

approachgd and parties have formally expressed an interest in selling to the Council.
The land is therefore available for purchase.

There have been initial discussions with colleagues in the planning team and they
have encouraged the submission of a pre planning application. Having reviewed
potential available sites they are in agreement that this is more likely to receive
planning consent. The outcome of the pre planning application will be known soon
after the bid submission deadline.

A report was submitted on the proposal to a private cabinet/council management
team meeting on 18 September and was given unanimous support from members

and chief officers alike.

nsulted through a range of methods will include online on the

*Stakeholders to be co
te for the Travellers, drop in events and attendance at ward

Council’s website, on si _
and parish council meetings and involve:

lors from Osbaldwick, Heworth Without, Murton,

; rish Council . :
Cabinet, Ward and Pa ers Trust, Travellers on the site, police,

Holtby and Heslington, local residents, Travell
schools and health services.

Equality statement:

A recommendation of York's Fairness Corpmisséi.o 7
city's housing and accommodation needs inclu 129has .
pitches. york’s draft Equality Scheme 2012-201

2008/09 GYPS y ould focus on is t: ;nqzeatli:;]e
identify o1 arrow the gap !
;‘ec)puc;’ritnt; rlweds of the Gypsy & T g

outcomes.

uali
e of the areas our €9 !
raveller community 0



Annex B

MURTON PARISH COUNCIL

Clir D Horton

Chairman, Housin

; > g Commi
City of York Council e
Guildhall

YORK YO1 1QN

19 M
Dear Sir arch 1997

Meenw < *
Travellers’ Site, Osbaidwick

I am writing to i i

you regarding this Parish’s concerns r i i

: 5 e
which was recently attended by our Chairman. e e B

The last time he visited the site, which was near the end of Ryedale’s involvement about 18 months

ago, the site was relatively tidy. There were 13 caravans on the site (2 were sharing a site - an

exter}ded fjamily with health problems apparently); there were neither sheds nor livestock and
relatively little litter. On this occasion, there were 15 or 16 caravans (one off the site), huts, hens,
extensive litter, sump oil in the drains, neglected septic tank, etc.

In addition, we have had several reports/complaints of bonfires on the public bridleway on Outgang
Lane (Bad Bargain Lane end), loose horses or horses tethered on the surrounding road verges, often
on very short tethers but still at times allowing them onto pavements and even the road - which is
extremely dangerous for the horses, let alone pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles, particularly after Eiark
or on some of these foggy nights we have had recently. There have also been reports of vehicles

parked on the lane, and (some not taxed) pulling out of the road end and further sheds and caravans

appearing in surrounding fields - €g, 2 oaravan is now on the road off to the left of Outgang Lane,

towards the sewage works.

o i 4
I enclose for your information a copy of the original tenancy agreement gf this site. As you can 5¢¢,
several of the items reported are in clear contravention of the terms therein.

harply over the past few months and it is believed

ints of this S i d health
Instances anfl cm_nplam;? one ooted. by the council in terms of max}agement, maintenance and heat
b.emg badly neg . ation is not brought firmly into hand very

if you could, therefore, as & matter of ;rggn;)é le;tnlcxisl
’. ; .

and long term plans aré for this site; if possible pefore our next Pafts

short an : ; s site, 1 PO

ort have risen s

cC S Terry
J Moreley . :
: Osbaldwickgzlrlsh CM




Annex C

= “5 CHET Y OiF

. YO R K Office of the Chief Executive
b‘ COUNCIL

City of York Council

The Guildhall

Clir. M. Wart s

. M. Warters L

‘Thursday 14" February 2013

Dear Cllr Warters,
Potential expansion of Osbaldwick Travellers site

Thank you for your recent letter setting out your concerns regarding the
proposed expansion of Osbaldwick travellers site.

| note your concerns regarding any planning application for the extension of
the site being cleared prior to the Local Plan proposals. Having discussed the
proposals with Mr Waddington and what was said at the meeting, | can assure
you that we do not intend to provide all 36 additional pitches identified in the
G\/_st__&_jja\@g[ _Accommodation Need Assessment on _this_site. Our
'F‘)roposals are to increase the site by

6 additiorﬁTBitches.

n set out that when looking at best

| also understand that Mr Waddingto ;
you would not bring forward

practice, from a management perspecfcive,
proposals for a site larger than what is being proposed.

In relation to you being seriously misled at the meeting, Mr \'Nac?dington was
not aware when you met that we had received formal notification from the
HCA that our bid had been successful, if he had been, he would have stated

this.




The followin
- hSd g:zn Whef\ Mr Waddington became aware that formal
B e \/:Izc(jeéyedt, he emailed you to apologise for unintentiona\?y
. ington was not aware of issi
v ) of your subm
quest to the HCA and this had no bearing on his er:ail to you e

| also understand that Mr :
Waddin - :
B bid for from the HCA: gton provided details of the level of funding

\(;\:;‘cli;glfegzi’zciitsh toowastmg your time,- | am sorry that you feel that starting a
e you as par't of the wider consultation is a waste of your time.
‘ purpose of the meeting was to bring you up to speed as Ward Councillor
with our proposals. | understand that you subsequently invited the Parisk,\
Councillors and other residents, not Mr Waddington.

Whilst | acknowledge that the bid to the HCA was made prior to consultation
with yourself and Ward Councillors, our clear intention, as set out in the bid, is
to fully engage with yourself as Ward Councillor and Parish Councillors as part
of the development and design of any works. Full consultation will also take
place as part of any planning application.

| can assure you that officers are not secretly working with Cabinet Members,
with a fait accompli being presented to Ward and Parish Councillors. We want
to work with you and your Parish colleagues to ensure the delivery of a scheme
which provides much needed accommodation to one of our most marginalised
communities that does not negatively impact on the local community.

Yours sincerely

Kersten England
Chief Executive
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& COUNCIL

Cabinet
5 November 2013

Report of the Cabi
ab
Al inet Member for Health, Housing & Adult Social

Travellers site provision — Extension of Osbaldwick Site.

Summary

1. To request approval and part funding, which combined with the
Homes & Communities Agency funding will support the extension of
the staldwick Travellers site. The development will incorporate 6
additional pitches, grazing land for horses and amenity space.

Background

2. City of York Council owns and manages 3 Travellers sites, with
support and management being provided by Support Workers based
at Ordnance Lane Hostel. The sites are geographically located

across the City and total 56 pitches. The Osbaldwick Site is the
smallest of the three sites with 12 pitches. Each pitch has a hard
standing with amenity block and includes modern ame_nities ie.
electricity, running water, toilet and bathing facilities, kitchen and
living space- These expectations are based on the Governments

good practice guidelines.

8 Overcrowding on the pitches is an issué with many of the pitches
" having at least two caravans/ mobile homes to accommodate
h yound children and elderly relatives

extended families including bl . creased access 10

i ' ity due to In
who are livind longer N the communt y g o,

health services and due to the shortfall of provisio

ithi [ ' ity space for children, limited gpace
4. Within the site there 1 no amenity p; el s i

for turning @ g horses. The site is compact, ye_t

e 2 -
faCIl"‘Yﬂf’_‘:ffiiet\];) Or gir:es by farmers fields. The site has exist
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10.

11

2

13:

14.
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This results in a i

population growth

2030 i g over the Local i

) of 11 families. Each of these families will regllj?rr; [;err)li?(c:ih(2015-

All of this evidence and [
: assumptions will be tested
GTNA refresh during Autumn 2013. The Council is iir?\i:tit?efﬂi

working towards add ' iSi :
e ressing this identified shortfall in pitch and site

In 2011 the government anno
1€ unced, through the Homes and
(;orr:jr_nur’nues Agency _(HCA), a programme of ‘Traveller Pitch
unding’ of £60M. Initially the HCA accepted schemes valued at

£47m in January 2012 and subsequently a
during July 2012. q y announced a further round

Following officer discussions with the Cabinet Member for Health,
Housing & Adult Social Services during September 2012 the Council
submitted a bid for HCA funding to support the development. The bid
was for match funding totalling £342k of the anticipated scheme
costs of £628k, based on indicative costs from our framework
Quantity Surveyor. This was on the basis of the Council funding the
remaining balance. The HCA advised the council that the bid had
been successful in December 2012.

Why extend the Osbaldwick site?

ining how to meet the shortfall in the number of pitches
\r/;lga?eddegecrrrgss tl’?e city, consideration was given toa number of sites
identified by the planning service. The sites |dent|f|_ed were a;ll 2
assessed using agreed criteria and found, I planmrr\]g termss i (;)eration
unsuitable for development as a travellers site. Further gv?/g L
has been given to the possibility of extending the other

council owns.

When considering the size and |ocation of the current sites, it Was

ick sl i best
' Osbaldwick siteé provides the
g e 0 extteSIon r(e)af ;[::dlocked and their sizé prohibits further

to this the number of pitches on the.CIif.ton

dy at a level where, when C

development. In addition
number of pitches on these

& James Street sites are alrga
best practice you
sites, whereas th
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' ' d at

' te was considere

d the OSbaldWle si Fo i

B p'ropOCS:rlntr?\i?t):: rzan the 24" October 2013. After a fu
::Ja;ar:i?:t?on to extend the site was approved.

The Proposal

al pitches to expand the site from 12 to 18

16. To develop 6 addition e Osbaldwick site for the benefit

pitches and enhance facilities on the
of the Gypsy and Traveller community.

17. There have been detailed negotiations w_lth ‘the owners of tr:laese .
adjacent fields and we have agreed in principle to the purct :
one area of land and legal agreement has been reached WIt_h one O
the adjacent land owners to purchase the required land subject to

agreement for the funding and planning approval.

18. Architects have been appointed and have developed a scheme (see
Annex 1) which meets with Governments best practice standards. As
outlined above this incorporates the 6 additional pitches, grazing land
for horses, for which we will charge a fee and amenity space for play
away from the vehicular access. Through working up this more
developed scheme, it has been identified that the potential cost of the
overall development will be higher than originally anticipated by our
Quantity Surveyor framework contractor. Work is ongoing to review
the scheme in light of this increase in costs. All costs will, over the

lifetime of the scheme be funded from HCA ara :
3 nt a
secured against the rental income. g nd borrow|ng

19. A specification is being developed and will, subject to Cabinet

agreement, be submitted for tender. Co i
to not only consider traditional metH ol L - sheoaded

; ! ds of constructi
fabricated options to ensure that the nstructionibutialselpie
ensure value for money. atthe development costs are kept to

20.
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Consultation

Durin TeTE
e Ogbsa';llr;v:;?:kr 231% initial dlscu§sions took place with residents of
the site. The res e tljew Views on the prospect of extendin
e i onptohnse was mainly positive due to issues of K
s e existing pitches which are smaller in size than

g practice recommendations. Amenity blocks will be

increasing in size from 18m sq t
: 0 30m : :
from approximately 260sqm tg 4003qu.q S

ﬁ\] :lag';ger of ldlscpssmns have taken place on the site since then,

Ing a planning for real exercise with an architect, to engage the
travell.lng community in the location of the pitches, gra’zing land and
amerjlty space and take account of any current issues they have with
the site apd future needs and aspirations. This gave all residents the
opportunity to feed into the process more broadly. In addition the
Support Workers have provided regular updates as to progress with
the scheme and a specific newsletter/ briefing paper has also been
provided to the residents. The travelling community have also been
notified that the planning application has been made and encouraged
to respond accordingly.

The redevelopment of the site has also been discussed with the York
Travellers Trust who are in support of the scheme, due to the
shortfall in provision across the city.

There have also been a number of meetings with the wider
community, Chief Officers of the Council have attended meetings
with Ward, Parish Councils and the MP for Outer York in relation to
concerns and objections raised in connection with the redevelopment

of the site.

i d the existing site has not
i to say that the proposal to exten i :
Irtllest i/?/:’:h univ{arsal agreement. Concerns have been raised ;vflg:
regards to the management of the existing site and the nee

additional pitches.

: taken
managemen athayeiboo £ how the council

lace and details 0 '
licence agree ke Clifton & James Street sites.
manages not 0

with the HCA as a result of the

also taken piace nnels within

B e :
Sclatre\c\gfr:t: rhaised by the MP through the formal ch
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32

33.

34.

= 35.
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government. The most isi
October recent visit by the HCA
when they confirmed that they are hap;;a:, i?r? tt:: 81::
ite

management in place a
; ; nd the opportuniti ;
bring for closer interaction with t?\% b 3;\2? Sthat the extension will

Options

Option 1-To a
gree the release i ;
the Osbaldwick Travellers Site. of funding to support the extension of

Option 2- To not agree the release of funding.

Analysis

Option 1- Will allow us to deliver a partly grant funded scheme
supported by the HCA, to contribute tow);?ds the shortfall in pitéhes
across the city; reduce overcrowding on existing pitches and sites
across the city; offer, albeit limited grazing land for horses owned by
the_ Gypsies and Travellers on the site Approval and successful
delivery of the scheme will further strengthen our partnership with the
travelling community.

Cabinet will recall that it approved the Gypsy Roma Traveller
Strategy in July 2013 which set out our clear commitment to work in
partnership with the travelling community:

“improve equalities and lifelong outcomes and opportunities for
York’s Gypsy, Roma and Traveller community”

The delivery of additional pitches is @ key element of meeting this
vision.
part fund the scheme will result in; @

ilure to, in part, address the
be made for

Option 2- Failure to agree to.
lack of new provision in the city and failure !
identified shortfall of 36 pitches and provision will not

horses to graze.

i i leadership role in
i will also miss the opportunity to play @
e couns V\gifl the key priorities within the recently adopted strategy

eting oné '
?ﬁimp?ove accommodatuon supply and standard.

y
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e Build Strong Communities
a ] . — The developmen
zdcilr’:mnal pltches_ will alleviate some of tr;e te;:igtr?se caused
t R/e ee o_vercrowdm_g of existing sites. The improvements in
e trr;\\/lléﬁir:\rgecr;t n\:w" er_;at?(le all agencies to work closer with
e t munity to deliver on the priorities set
within the Gypsy, Roma & Travellers Strat?egy. e

° I:hrotect vulngra_ble people — Gypsies and Travellers are one of
e Ial_'gest distinct ethnic groups in York and their traditions
a_nd h_lstory can be traced across hundreds of years. Yet
sngmf!car_mt evidence points to the fact that they are the m’ost
margmahsgd and disadvantaged of all minority groups, across
a range of mdicators. Reducing the level of overcrowdfng
}?‘ W|th|n the site will have a _positive impact on the individual
b res!dents health & wellbeing and help agencies to more
actively work with individuals to address some of the problems
this community encounters.

N

Implications:

36. The implications arising from this report are:

o Financial:
e The estimated cost of the proposal is £763.5k of which £423.5K
is anticipated to be funded by grant with the remainder funded

from prudential borrowing.

o The new 6 pitches will provide a net surplus of between £20k
and £38k over the 20 year period which will be sufficient for the
council to borrow £340k over a 20 year period. The terms of
borrowing and repayments will be agreed by the Director of

Customer and Business Support Services.

e In reaching the net revenue income, cpnsideratic_:n has been
given to additional costs associated with managing a larger site

and provision for bad debts.

icati Quantity
Indicative scheme costs were sought from our =L :
; Surveyor Framework Partner prior to the submission of the bid

[ [ [ f a detailed
e HCA for funding. Followind working up O ail
tsocaheme and negotiation with the land owner, the anticipated
| increased by £1 35k (the actual scheme

ost of the scheme has incr 0) _
gost will be determined via competitive tender). Given the
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b projected increase in costs from the indicative costs following

= the working up of a detailed scheme, discussion is ongoing with
| the HCA to consider opportunities for a greater level of match

i funding to reflect the anticipated scheme costs.

* Human Resources (HR): None

* Equalities — Community Impact Assessment completed

* Legal- The Authority has a general power, under s120 Local
; Government Act 1972, to acquire land by agreement for th R
nefit, improvement, or development of its area. There is a so

‘ n Sites and Control of - :
pecific power, under 24 Carava vide a site for
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T

e That Cabinet/Council note the prudential borrowing will be
repayable from additional rental income and that the terms of
the borrowing and repayments will be agreed by the Dlrector of
Customer & Business Support Services.

i

Reason: To ensure that the council plays an active role in
meeting the long term accommodation needs of the travelling
community.

Contact Details

Cabmet Member and Chlef Officer "
Responsible for the report )









