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Part 2 - Regulation 19 and 20 Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) 
(England) Regulations 2012 “Pre-Submission LDP” consultation  

Please note that all comments on the Pre-Submission LDP consultation should be provided by completing 

Part 2 of this form.  A separate completed Part 2 should be provided for each comment made within a 

representation.    

2.1. To which part of the Maldon District Pre-Submission Local Development Plan (LDP) does 
this representation relate? 

a. Paragraph 
(please specify 
paragraph number) 

  
b. Policy 

(please specify 
policy reference) 

 H6 

c. Proposals Map   d. Other section 
(please specify)   

 
2.2. Do you consider the Maldon District Pre-Submission LDP to be (tick as appropriate): 

 
a. Legally compliant 

To be ‘legally compliant’ the LDP has to be prepared in accordance with the Duty to Co-
operate and legal and procedural requirements. This is required by Government guidance 

Yes       

No X 
b. Sound 

To be ‘sound’ a Local Plan should be positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent 
with national policy. This is required by Government guidance  
(if you do not consider the LDP to be sound, please complete section 2.3. below) 

Yes ☐ 

No X 

 
2.3. Do you consider the Maldon District LDP to be unsound because it is not (tick as appropriate): 

a. Positively prepared 
To be positively prepared the plan should be prepared on a strategy which seeks to meet objectively 
assessed development and infrastructure requirements 

X 

b. Justified 
To be justified the plan must be: 

 Founded on a robust and credible evidence base; 
 The most appropriate strategy when considered against the reasonable alternatives. 

X 

c. Effective 
To be effective the plan must be: 

 Deliverable; 
 Flexible; 
 Able to be monitored. 

X 

d. Consistent with National Policy 
The Plan must be consistent with Government guidance as set out within the National Planning Policy 
Framework 

X 

On the following pages, please explain why you think the Plan is unsound or not legally compliant, 
and set out any changes you feel should be made to the Plan to make the Plan sound or legally 
compliant. 

Please note: As there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on your 
representation at this stage, please include all the information, evidence and supporting information necessary to 
support/justify your representation and the suggested change(s) to the Plan. After this stage, further submissions will only be 
invited at the request of the Planning Inspector, based on the matters and issues the Inspector identifies for examination. 
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2.4. If you consider the Maldon District LDP to be unsound or not legally compliant please 
explain why in the box below.  
Please be as precise as possible. Please also use this space for any comments in support of the LDP. 
 

 
  
The Policy H6 fails the primary requirement of “The Planning Policy for Travellers (ISBN 
978140983052)” with regard to “deliverable sites”.  The primary route to additional plots through 
intensification, simply hands the choice and option for expansion to a limited number of private 
individuals.  The Council has no power over these landowners to develop, expand or intensify the 
sites at their location.  Nor does it have any power to compel the adjacent landowners at the same 
sites to allow expansion on their land.  The policy will cause a significant increase in value to the 
land at these locations due the restricted availability.  This is totally contrary to the intentions of the 
2006 legislation, which was aimed at assisting those members of the Gypsy and Traveller 
community, who had little assets and were involuntarily itinerant.  In plain terms the policy will be 
divisive within the community it is aimed at assisting 
 
The proposed sequential approach to permissions fails on the following points 
1- Intensification of existing sites  
This is a poor route to providing additional plots.  Increasing the density of population of any one 
group in a particular location leads to isolation, and increased separation from the local 
community.  The policy risks producing sites which due to size & density become socially self 
sufficient, removing the general aim of all planning policy which is to improve social and economic 
integration between all racial & socio-economic groups.  This policy effectively breaches the 
requirement of PPT B11a which requires the adopted policy to encourage integration between the 
communities. 
 
2 – Expansion of existing sites 
Expansion and Intensification of sites within small rural communities as exist in the Maldon District 
causes and magnifies imbalances between the traveller and settled community.  Consideration 
could be made for encouraging small family groups of perhaps 2-3 plots on a site. Sites with 
multiple plots and unrelated occupants risks isolation & tension with the settled community. 
 
3 – Social Housing Provision 
The policy takes no consideration of those members of the Gypsy and Traveller communities who 
cannot afford to purchase their own land.  I believe the last social housing provision in Maldon 
District for this community was made more than 20 years ago and now has a waiting list.  This 
failure to address the social housing needs of this section of society is even more surprising 
considering the well publicised and available £60M central government funding for such projects. 
 
Legal compliance – Minutes from general council meetings detail that proposals made by the 
“Gypsy and Traveller working party” were adopted for inclusion in the LDP.  Information about the 
committee proposals have previously been denied under a freedom of information act request due 
to confidentiality.  The chairman of the committee is related to occupants of a Gypsy site.  I seek 
confirmation that all the processes and recommendations of this committee were fair, open and 
unprejudiced. 
 
 
As further evidence, I attach a copy of previous correspondence on this policy to Maldon 
Council “LDP OBJECTION SEPT 2012” 
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2.5. Please explain in the box below what change(s) you consider necessary to make the 

Maldon District LDP legally compliant and sound.  
Please be as precise as possible. Please explain why this change will make the Maldon District LDP legally 
compliant and sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward any suggested revised wording of the 
policies or supporting text. 
 

 
  
The new policy should be fully reconsidered with a view to social integration.   
 
Sites suitable for Gypsy and traveller pitches should be identified and allocated within all parishes..  
 
These locations should not be isolated away from the settled community, but included within the 
general village plans. 
 
A limit of no more than 10 pitches within any one site or near location should be made.  This would 
maintain balance with the settled community and encourage interaction.  Constant expansion of 
existing sites only encourages separation between communities.   
 
Conditions should be made within the Section 106 regulations, to include Gypsy and traveller 
allocation as part of the social housing provision conditions, as has occurred within the Chelmsford 
City Council Plan.   
 
Permanent conditions should be imposed on sites to ensure all future occupants genuinely fall 
within the definition of Gypsys and Travellers. 
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2.6. Do you consider it necessary to attend and give evidence at the hearing part of the 

examination? (tick as appropriate)  
 

No, I wish to communicate through written representations ☐ 

Yes, I wish to speak to the Inspector at the hearing sessions X 

Please note: The Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to hear those who have 
indicated that they wish to participate at the hearing part of the examination 

 
2.7. If you wish to participate at the hearing part of the examination, please outline why you 

consider this to be necessary. 
 
 
  
The Council’s historic identified lack of policy with regard to Gypsy and Traveller planning has had 
serious health and financial effects on my family, with planning decisions being made by the 
Inspectorate rather than locally.  Our detailed representations throughout the LDP process have 
not been addressed.  In my view the implementation of a poor policy in place of no policy is not an 
improvement.  Adoption of the proposed policy will not benefit the travelling or settled 
communities.  It will however remove criticism of the council for not having a policy at future 
Planning hearings and enquiries, however because of it’s poor and ill considered route to 
approvals it will be virtually undefendable at Appeals 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

0086-5160-H6-1234



   
  

Page 6 of 5 
 

 
 
 
This is the end of Part 2 (Regulation 19 and 20) of the response form. Please complete this 

form for each representation you wish to make. You only need to complete Part A once. 

Please submit all of your response forms together. 
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