
Councillors, Ladies and Gentlemen.

My Objection to this application is based on “Gypsy and Traveller Law” Second 
edition. Edited by Chris Johnson and Marc Willers.

Chapter 1 written by Angus Murdoch and Chris Johnsen is an introduction to 
‘Who are Gypsies and Travellers’

Chapter 1 Paragraph 32 

In Planning Law 

“Gypsies are defined as persons of a nomadic habit of life, whatever their race or 
origin and the law is concerned with how the Gypsy or Traveller concerned 
makes their living, rather than the circumstances of their birth”.

Chapter 4 written by Tim Jones, Marc Willers and Angus Murdoch concentrates 
on planning law.

Chapter 4 Paragraph 72

Hearn v National Assembly for Wales. A traditional Gypsy was held not to be a 
Gypsy for planning law as he intended to abandon his nomadic habit of life, lived 
in a permanent dwelling and was taking a course that led to permanent 
employment.

Chapter 4 Paragraph 73 

In R v South Hams DC the court of appeal updated the statutory Gypsy definition 
as follows

”That there should be some recognizable connection between the travelling of 
those claiming to be Gypsies and the means by which they made or sought their 
livelihood”



Chapter 4 Paragraph 74

The latter part of the court of appeals interpretation of the statutory definition of 
Gypsy involves a consideration of whether the individual concerned travels to 
seek or make their livelihood.

*******************************************************************

The Applicant has resided in a permanent dwelling, which he owns, for the last 19 
years. The fact that he owns and does not rent the property implies a 
commitment to living a non-Gypsy lifestyle.

Furthermore, how much of the applicants income over this 19  year period has 
been obtained from normal working practices within the local community versus 
income from travelling?

Can the applicant truly return to a Gypsy lifestyle, travelling for his livelihood if he 
is already financially secure?

Finally, the applicant has expressed his intention to sell the property in order to 
return to his travelling lifestyle. Should this happen, it would actually make him 
even more financially secure thus negating his need to actually travel.

However, as planning is not concerned with what may or may not happen. This 
application is actually for a second home within a 10 mile radius of an existing 
permanent dwelling.

Should this application be approved it could set both a political and legal 
precedent nationally, which in turn could lead to a judicial review  

   

 


