                                                                                             Annex 5


PRO-FORMA FOR REVISED BENCHMARKING FOR GTAAs

EAST OF ENGLAND

	GTAA : Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Needs Assessment for the Thames Valley Region




	Q1 : Are all appropriate groups considered in the assessment?

	Mainly English Gypsies (Romany) and Irish Travellers.  Travelling Showpeople not included in the survey.  Decision taken not to include Showpeople – this was prior to issue of new guidance.  Roma also not included – not clear whether there are none or just not included.  Other groups included were Scottish Travellers and housed Gypsies/Travellers.  New Travellers not included in sample due to low numbers in the area, although not excluded from study.  

Excludes Showpeople (at the advice of the Steering Group).  No New Travellers represented.  

	Q2 : Is the survey method used generally reliable?

	Reasonable sample achieved given timescale, although three authorities had no interviews.  No specific fieldwork problems referred to (except timescale of research, including limited duration plus lack of ‘summer’ travelling).  Bias in sample towards female Gypsies/Travellers seems high, but it is common in assessments to have larger number of female respondents.  

Reasonable to assume generally reliable.  Possible concern about authorities not included in sample. 

	Q3 : What allowance is made for current overcrowding, or concealed households or doubling up on authorised sites?

	Overcrowding – Included in sites survey and calculated at 13% of people, but not included in figures of need specifically.  Concealed households – calculated at 12.5% of existing households and included in need calculations.  Report makes reference to overcrowding not necessarily equating to concealed households, so assume that these two are not regarded as same thing.  

Concealed households taken into account in calculations   

	Q4 : What allowance is made for needs arising from current unauthorised developments?

	Based on information on UD from site mapping exercise (which was information from LA, Police, and community members).  It makes assumption of 100% need on UD.  

100% where UD arise

	Q5 : What allowance is made for needs arising from unauthorised encampment?

	Uses July 2005 Caravan Count data and 1.6 caravans per household to find number of households.  Then takes percentage of people interviewed on UE in survey who want permanent accommodation and apply to figure calculated from Caravan Count data.  The July Caravan Count figure is higher than the figure interviewed in survey, plus they only use one count (July 2005).

  Potential over-estimate of need.  


	Q6 : What allowance is made for future population growth and household formation?

	Suggestion of 17% over the next five years from those who express preference for site accommodation, based on figures from Gypsy/Traveller survey data.  Also states the need to consider the needs of housed population given that some would prefer site accommodation.   

Allowance for household formation/population growth made.  Seems reasonable to assume it is fairly reliable.  

	Q7 : What allowance is made for net movement between sites and housing?

	Calculated 12% movement from sites to housing, based on survey results.  Calculated of 30% movement from housing to sites.  Using an assumption of 40% of all Gypsy/Traveller households living in B & M a figure has been produced for number of households in the area.  Percentage of people who want site based accommodation in their survey is then applied to this figure.  The CLG suggests 30% as a guide, not 40%, so may be over-estimate of initial baseline figure.     

Allows for movement in both directions, may be over-estimate of movement from housing to sites.  

	Q8 : What allowance is made for net movement between the study area and elsewhere?

	No allowance made due to being unable to quantify impact of migration.  Reference is made to the need to consider these issues, however.

No allowance in need calculation, although acknowledged as something that authorities need to consider.  Potential under-estimate of need.  

	Q9 : What allowance is made for Gypsy and Traveller accommodation aspirations?

	Refers to aspirations as preferences.  Includes needs and preferences and makes assumption that preference=need. 

Allowance made: preference=need 

	Q10 : Are any other factors taken into account on the need/demand side of the model?

	No other factors considered

	Q11 : What assumptions are made about supply of pitches over the assessment period?

	Supply is based on: current supply (private/social rented); authorised pitches currently not used coming back into use (i.e. management problems, refurbishments, etc); new LA pitches planned; existing applications for private site development; households on site expressing desire to move into housing; pitches becoming vacant through annual turnover.

Could be some over-estimate of supply as LA planned pitches may not go ahead and pitches currently not being used may not re-open.   


	Q12 : Overall, are there any obvious inadequacies, omissions or double-counting?

	As mentioned above, exclusion of Showpeople, plus no New Travellers surveyed.  

Need arising for transit sties is omitted from assessment.    
They have taken steps to counteract double-counting where possible.

There is potentially over-estimate of need with regards to movement from housing to sites, and need from unauthorised encampments, but an under-estimate from migration. Pitch supply may be overstated.



	Comparison with the RSS formula

	Gross estimated additional residential pitch requirement 2006 – 2011 = 581

Net estimated additional pitch requirement 2006 – 2011 = 187
Our alternative calculations indicate requirement (in pitches) as being: - 

Using the July 2005 Count - Using the RSS formula applied exactly as formulated gives requirement = 237. Using the survey average number of caravans per household (1.6) = 247
Using the Jan 2006 Count = 199. Using average number of caravans in the assessment = 216 
Using the Jan 2007 Count = 240. Using average number of caravans in the assessment = 255.

Using the average of Jan 06 & 07 = 223. Using average number of caravans in the assessment = 236.

Using the RSS formula on the basis of GTAA authorised pitch estimates and actual unauthorised development pitches = 313
Thus the net estimated additional pitch requirement 2006-2011 from the study is lower than that produced by the application of the RSS formula on a number of different bases.




PITCH REQUIREMENT ALLOCATION BETWEEN LPAs

Are pitch requirements allocated between LPAs?

	Yes
	X

	No
	


IF YES:

Would you say the division is primarily on the basis of need where it arises or need where it should be met?

	Need where is arises
	X

	Need where it should be met
	

	Hard to say
	


	What method was used to allocate pitches to LPAs? What assumptions were used etc?

	The low numbers in the sample in some areas means they did not make assumptions at local level.  They used overall study findings to produce percentages which are applied at a local level. However, the report is clear about the unreliability of the method.


We conclude that the GTAA is relatively robust at sub-regional level, but much less robust at the level of individual local authorities.

TRANSIT SITE REQUIREMENTS

Are transit pitch requirements assessed?

	Yes
	

	 No
	X


IF YES:

	How are transit pitch requirements assessed?

	


	Are any transit pitches allocated to locations? What criteria are used?
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