
Shah M Hussain 
41 Ennismore Street 

Burnley 
Lancashire 
BB10 3DL 

 
12th April 2017 

 
For The Attention of: 
Planning Inspector 
C/O Burnley Borough Council 
Regeneration and Planning Policy 
19 Parker Lane 
Burnley 
BB11 2BY 
 
Dear Sir/Madame 
 

Re: Proposed Submission Local Plan (Regulation 19 Consultation) 
 
Although I welcome the vast majority of the proposed Burnley’s Local Plan, I wish to strongly object 
to pages 103 to 107 of the plan referring to Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople’s Provision, 
Policy HS8 and the proposed site at Oswald Street, Burnley.  I believe that this section of the Plan is 
neither legally compliant, nor sound and definitely the duty to cooperate has not been complied 
with in the Plan’s preparation. 
 
I set out my objections as follows; 
 
Is the Plan legally compliant? 
 
The plan has not been prepared in-line with the Council’s Local Development Scheme (LDS), during 
the Issues and Options stage of the local plan, the proposed site on Oswald Street was not identified, 
but other sites where identified and put forward for consultation, these other sites differed in sizes 
some were able to cater for a large amount of pitches and others were similar size to that of Oswald 
Street. These were accepted as options by Council Officers, but why were they removed at the 
Preferred Option stage? They were not even considered at all, so why were they put forward as 
possible options?  Did Council Officers follow the Councils Local Development Scheme (LDS) this 
seems to suggest that they did not? 
 
Furthermore, when the Preferred Option was put out to consultation, members of the community 
and organisations, adjacent to the site were not informed.  The local primary school directly 
opposite the site were not aware of this, neither was the developer of a housing site directly 
bordering the site.  Residents have indicated that the consultation event was poorly advertised and 
were not made aware of the process.  Council Officers were asked the question of participation in 
the consultation event by residents and they could not provide an adequate answer.  This all 
indicates that the Council’s adopted Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) in the preparation 
of the Local Plan was not adhered to. 
 
In addition, evidence contained within the report indicates that Sustainability Appraisal (SA) has not 
been conducted sufficiently.  The economic, social and environmental effects outlined within the 
Local Plan indicate that in actual fact Oswald Street site is totally inappropriate site to meet the 



needs of the Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople.   The cost of developing 5 pitches on that 
site does not make economic sense, the site is contaminated and will require additional cost to make 
it safe and habitable, as well as, all the cost of putting in all the services associated with housing.  
The local schools and other services such as GP are full to the capacity, therefore not meeting the 
social needs.   
 
The proposed site on Oswald Street is within Green Belt; Policy HS8 within the Local Plan indicates 
that the development of new Gypsy or Traveller sites will not be permitted on Green Belt.  
Moreover, location of the site is situated in a densely populated area where the majority of the 
population are of young age and there are hardly any open spaces.  This would adversely affect 
Protected Open Space, as indicated in Policy HS8 and thereby cannot be permitted to be developed 
at all.  Also according to the report the site forms part of the Lancashire Ecological Network for 
Woodland and Grassland and lies next to a Biological Heritage Site.  The proposed development will 
have an adverse effect on this. 
 
This overwhelming evidence indicates that this section of the Local Plan is not legally compliant. 
 
Is the Plan sound? 
 
I believe that this section of the Local plan is not Sound, as it does not meet the four test of 
soundness as set out in paragraph 182 of the National Planning Framework (NPPF).  This section of 
the Local Plan has not been positively prepared; it seems to me that Council Officers have decided 
on the site due to a member of the travelling community who has been camped out on the closed 
entrance to the Gas Work site for a number of years, where is the justification and suitability.  Is this 
deliverable?  According to the report the need for is for only 5 pitches, but the cost of development 
outweighs the economic benefits.  Why were the other sites omitted? Was this based on 
proportionate evidence?  This site is not consistent with the national policy as it can’t delivery 
sustainable development in accordance with the policies in the Framework. 
 
Has the duty to cooperate been complied with in the Plan’s preparation? 
 
The legal requirement that has been placed on local planning authorities to engage constructively, 
actively and on an ongoing basis in the preparation of the Local Plan has not been adhered to, there 
seems to be no evidence of joint working with local stakeholders such as neighbouring schools, 
housing developer and residents.   
 
I believe that the proposed site should be omitted from the Local Plan and that there are many 
alternative sites within the Borough of Burnley on Brownfield sites which will economically, socially, 
and environmentally meet the needs of the Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople community. 
 
I would like the opportunity to meet with yourself and couple of residents to put forward our case 
and objection with regards to the site on Oswald Street, Burnley.  Look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Councillor Shah M Hussain 
Daneshouse & Stoneyholme Ward 
Burnley Borough Council 


