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1. SUMMARY 
 
1.1 During week commencing 13th June 2011, the District experienced a number of 

illegal Traveller encampments on privately owned land. To reduce the risk of 
Travellers occupying Council owned land, officers put security arrangements in 

place. There is no budget to finance these arrangements so the report requests 
that the costs be covered from the Contingency Budget.  

 

2. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

2.1 That Executive notes that the Deputy Chief Executive has exercised the use of 
powers allowed for under Section 4 (4) CE (4) of the Council’s Constitution to 
meet the cost of deterring illegal encampments by Travellers on Council owned 

land and that a total of £4,700 was used.    
 

2.2 That Executive agrees to fund the £4,700 referred to in 2.1 and any further 
actions necessary to deter illegal encampments in 2011/2012 from the 
Council’s Contingency Budget up to a maximum of £10,000. 

 
3. REASONS FOR THE RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
3.1 The Council has no budget to respond to issues brought about by the real or 

potentially illegal activity of Travellers in the District. Consequently should a 
response be necessary, whether pro or re-active, the Chief Executive needs to 
exercise his emergency powers.    

 
3.2  In this instance, officers were aware that a large number of Traveller vehicles 

had occupied privately owned land and that Bailiffs, supported by the Police, 
would be evicting the occupiers. It therefore appeared prudent to put security 
arrangements in place to deter the Travellers from moving on to Harbury Lane, 

a site that had been occupied by Travellers in the recent past. 
 

3.3 Due to the urgency of the situation the Deputy Chief Executive (AJ) (in the 
Chief Executive’s absence) sought agreement of the Group Leaders to spend up 
to £10,000 to put the necessary security arrangements in place. Only £4,700 

amount was required, however, by agreeing to utilise up to £10,000 from the 
Contingency Budget for 2011/2012, officers will be able to respond more 

quickly for the remainder of this financial year.  
 
4. POLICY FRAMEWORK 

 
4.1 There are no policy implications as a consequence of this report. 

   
5. BUDGETARY FRAMEWORK 
 

5.1 The Contingency Budget for the current year currently stands at £246,100 
before any appropriations agreed by this meeting of the Executive. This figure 

will be reduced to reflect the allocation identified in 2.2. 
 
6. ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS CONSIDERED 

 
6.1 Officers could have decided not to put temporary security arrangements in 

place but this would have left Harbury Lane vulnerable to occupation by 
Travellers which brings with it public upset and ordinarily, extra cleansing costs. 


