Karuna Polytunnel Appeal – What happened on the day.
 13.04.10 The guildhall, Shrewsbury. 
On the morning of the appeal we arrived with our representative (Dr Mike Hannis) and 4 witnesses ready to start at 10 am. 

On the council side was the planning officer, an enforcement officer and legal representative, the Planning Inspectorates  inspector was Allan Wood.

There set down upon our table was a brown envelope containing a letter from the LPA to the Inspector with some new information/evidence. 

Apparently only last night Shropshire Council planners have noticed that our original AGR application is not actually valid as the polytunnel needs to be 25 meter away from a classified road to be eligible for the this type of AGR application (28 days determination process) however our sketch on the application is showing only 20 meters away.

 Therefore because of this 5 meter difference on the 1/500 scale map the application happens to be invalid. Or does it? If so what justice is there for the applicants who suffer the result of their carelessness? Which no way do we do accept as genuine anyway.
 The inspector adjourned the appeal for 15 minutes to let us decide how to respond to this, we still wanted to go ahead with the appeal as planned, however this break moved into an hour because the inspector was taking further advice on the telephone from the Planning Inspectorate 
When we resumed again the General Development Order was read out by the LPA. To cut a long story short , because the original application is not valid this whole appeal is not valid and cannot be decided by the inspector.
Points we have raised to the inspector :

· The LPA have accepted this application as valid. The LPA have accepted our fee. The LPA scrutinised, considered and refused the application. 

· The validation team should have noticed if there was anything wrong at that point (May 2009) –NOT the night before the hearing.
·  Why should we be deprived of the right to appeal on the day because of their mistake , rather, their negligence..
Certainly we could simply  locate the actual polytunnel 25 meters away from the road, this was our original intention anyway, as we were well aware that if it was any closer  to the road it would require a different kind of application. Unfortunately the sketch was not accurate . 
The inspector said he cannot make any changes and has to go by the original paperwork that is set before him (then why did he accept this very late letter from the LPA?).                                                           

So the outcome is that there was no appeal.

This is sic. Shropshire Council planning department have succeeded in preventing the appeal by pulling a cunning last minute legal trick out of their hat.

It has been a long, long year since we first put this application in, all the preparation for this appeal, all the paperwork, all the communications with so many people, the 42 third parties that wrote to the inspectorate expressing their support, the witnesses who were there to have their say on the day, our representative who came from near Bristol a day in advance, all the very late nights till early hours of preparation, the stress, the tears, the anxieties & the hope – all has been cancelled just like that!
The appeal was set to determine whether an inspector from the planning inspectorate would allow our most reasonable application for a polytunnel. Instead the council made it into a quibble over the measurements on a piece of paper . They achieved their aim at getting the appeal closed. Is this legal? Surely not. We have to find out.(This means we get less work done on the land).
An application for costs was made by us to the inspectorate because the LPA have been acting unreasonably. But that is no consolation. 

Of course it is also a big waste of public money, the inspector preparing for the appeal & coming to Shrewsbury for nothing. And the time spent in communications with the LPA & the inspectorate, back and forth throughout the process.
It is a lie that the LPA were not aware that the Dorrington road is classified until the night before the hearing - as planning officers Richard Dennison & Dave Richards referred to the classified road during their recant site visit to Karuna on 31.03.10.Our lawyer and two witnesses can testify to this. 
Questions that come to mind:
 Why is Shropshire council fighting so hard (so cunningly) against a single  Polytunnel  which supports local food strategies?
How can a whole year’s work on a Polytunnel application towards sustainable practice and livelihoods suddenly be completely disregarded in this manner?
How can the planning/legal system allow this?
It is just a polytunnel... 3 years we have been trying to get permission working through the appropriate channels,. Should we try to work with the planning system at all ?

Where can we seek justice?

On arriving home I asked Soma our youngest son” Does it now feel cramped in the caravan after staying in a large flat for a few days? (he’s been away on holiday).

“You kinda miss the field after a while” he replied.

 This comment made me feel real happy inside and indicated that we are doing the right thing, our children are deeply connected to the land .its already obvious that it’s the most important thing to them, this is their and our life/future, we will not allow them to take away what we have  worked  hard for, it’s our right to chose to live and farm as sustainably as possible, few are willing to do so. They have a responsibility to at least leave us alone, if not support it.

Merav & Janta.   

