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	Travellers Advice Team national telephone helpline for Gypsies and Travellers

0121 685 8677  Monday - Friday 9am – 1pm and 2pm - 5pm
No operator service.  Get straight through to an expert.
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© Koudelka
Welcome to Summer TAT News    
This edition is packed with news and information about such matters as the enforcement powers consultation, the potential challenge to that consultation, new guidance from the Police, a new strategy from the Welsh Government and many more important matters.  To mark the 80th birthday this year of the great Czech photographer, Josef Koudelka, who (amongst other things) is famous for his photographs of Gypsies, we feature a number of his photographs in this edition. These photos are taken from Koudelka’s book entitled ‘Gypsies’: https://www.magnumphotos.com/newsroom/society/josef-koudelka-gypsies/ 

We hope you find this edition of TAT News very useful and interesting.  As usual, please let us know if any queries. 

Our Advice Line

Up until now our telephone advice line has been open from 9am to 5pm. However the line is normally only covered each day by one of us ( usually Sharon but backed up by Parminder and Chris). We are now introducing the radical idea of a lunch break 

( ( ) so the new times for the line will be 9am to 1pm and 2pm to 5pm. Obviously we will respond to any voicemail messages left during the lunch break as soon as possible.

Can we take this opportunity to thank Garden Court Chambers in London for their very generous donation to the funding of the advice line which otherwise is funded by CLP.

There is also an emergency phone service on 07768 316755. 
The Answer is Sites!

Here is the response of CLP and Ruston Planning to the MHCLG Consultation : Powers for Dealing with Unauthorised Development and Encampments. The consultation paper can be found here: https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/powers-for-dealing-with-unauthorised-development-and-encampments    See also below on a potential challenge to this Consultation. 
By the way, with regard to the concept of ‘negotiated stopping’ which is mentioned in our response, please see the excellent website at:  www.negotiatedstopping.co.uk 
Unauthorised development and encampments
Most if not all Gypsy and Traveller organisations, those advising and assisting Gypsies and Travellers and Gypsies and Travellers themselves will, doubtless, be saying that the obvious answer to unauthorised development and encampments is the provision of pitches, both public and private, and including not only permanent pitches but also transit pitches and emergency stopping places. Additionally there is the concept of ‘negotiated stopping’: http://leedsgate.co.uk/sites/default/files/media/document_uploads/Leeds%20GATE%20ABCD%20Negotiated%20Stopping%20Excerpt%20from%20Final%20Report%20%281%29.pdf
The flipside of this is that local and public authorities and private landowners already have sufficient powers to deal with unauthorised development and encampments. Indeed we would say that the powers are far too draconian!

Gypsies and Travellers have some of the worst outcomes nationally in terms of health and education. There is an extremely useful list of links to relevant reports in the recent FFT press release on this subject: https://www.gypsy-traveller.org/news/if-there-must-be-a-review-of-powers-to-tackle-unauthorised-sites-the-focus-should-be-on-local-authorities-failure-to-identify-land-for-gypsies-and-travellers-to-live-on/
Anti-social behaviour (ASB) with regard to unauthorised development and encampments is due to a very small minority of people. Additionally it often happens that Gypsies and Travellers are getting the blame for ASB which actually stems from the settled community e.g. deliberate fly tipping near to an unauthorised encampment. There is also the issue of hate crime against Gypsies and Travellers.

The Sedgemoor case study that is quoted in the consultation paper is lacking in detail. Why did the Travellers concerned have to resort to a car park? Was all the other land in the area heavily defended? Why hasn’t the council got a transit site or emergency stopping places? Additionally the case study seems to indicate that the encampment in question was evicted swiftly using existing powers!

Powers for dealing with unauthorised encampments
As is stated at para 7:

Local authorities and the police have a wide range of existing powers to deal with unauthorised encampments. …Where occupation of land occurs on public land and local authorities use their powers proactively, enforcement action can be taken relatively quickly. The process for private landowners is through civil possession procedures.
Exactly! This opening paragraph does make you wonder why this consultation is taking place at all!

As long ago as Department of the Environment Circular 18/94 ( Welsh Office Circular 76/94) Gypsy Sites Policy and Unauthorised Camping local authorities were encouraged to provide services to unauthorised encampments (para 9). Provision of services obviously vastly decreases clear up and other costs (and, once again, see negotiated stopping).

Streamlining the powers under which local authorities can direct unauthorised campers to leave land
Local authority powers under Criminal Justice and Public Order Act (CJPOA) 1994 ss77 & 78 were described by Sedley J (as he then was) in R v Lincolnshire CC ex p Atkinson [1997] JPL 65, as ‘draconic’.

These powers can be implemented very quickly. They cover any land where there is no consent to be there from the occupier. Our experience from our extensive casework over many years is that, quite often, the process is so quick that, even where the local authority are acting unlawfully (e.g. by not inquiring as to or taking into account welfare concerns), we are unable to prevent the eviction from taking place. This is a potential criminal offence so not something to be treated lightly!

Extending the circumstances in which police can direct trespassers to leave land
The idea that the police powers under CJPOA 1994 ss61, 62 and 62A could be strengthened beggars belief! The police can give extremely short timescales for an encampment to leave e.g. half an hour or an hour typically. If the Gypsies and Travellers concerned do not leave, they can be arrested and their caravans (i.e. their homes) can be impounded. Once again from our extensive experience over many years, even where the police are acting unlawfully (e.g. failing to take account of serious welfare concerns), the swift timetable can often make any challenge totally impossible.

With regard to reference to the Irish legislation, we consider that there is a serious problem with the presentation of the law as it stands in the Republic of Ireland. After several positive references to the law in the Republic during the Parliamentary debates, the consultation document addresses this at pages 10 and 11. The most substantial error is in the sentence: ‘The Irish Government has criminalised trespass in certain circumstances, in conjunction with a statutory requirement for local authorities to provide sites for travellers.’  While there has been a statutory obligation placed on local authorities in the Republic to develop Traveller accommodation programmes pursuant to the Housing Act 1998 there is no correlation between those programmes and the implementation of a criminal provision. The fact that a local authority has or has not made sufficient alternative accommodation available is not a ‘defence’ to any direction or prosecution under Section 19A of the Public Order Act 1994.  Section 19A is a criminal provision implemented by An Gardaí Siochana (the Irish Police Force) who have no statutory obligation to provide sites, or to consider if alternative accommodation is available. So to imply that there is a balance or correlation between the function of the local authority as a housing authority and the implementation of criminal trespass law in Ireland is completely incorrect.

We note the statement ‘The legislation does not amount to a ban on all unauthorised encampments. It criminalises encampments that ‘substantially’ damage the land or prevent use of the land by the owner or other lawful users’. In fact, this statement is incorrect: the legislation in effect bans all unauthorised encampments (the only specific exception relates to roadside encampments on minor roads for the purposes of the Roads Act).

The focus in the sentence on the term ‘substantially damage’ the land is disingenuous as there are five grounds on which the offence is committed.  It is not just about substantial damage.  A person commits the offence where they bring or place on any land any object, where the entry or occupation or the bringing onto or placing on the land of such object is likely to: (i) substantially damage the land; (ii) substantially and prejudicially affect any amenity in respect of the land; (iii) prevent persons entitled to use the land or any amenity in respect of the land from making reasonable use of the land or amenity; (iv) otherwise render the land or any amenity in respect of the land, or the lawful use of the land or any amenity in respect of the land, unsanitary or unsafe; or (v) substantially interfere with the land, any amenity in respect of the land, the lawful use of the land or any amenity in respect of the land. Any one or all of the above constitute the offence. Indeed it is quite difficult to imagine how Gypsies or Travellers in the Republic of Ireland who had no alternative but to stop on an unauthorised encampment could avoid committing this offence.

Insofar as the consultation is presenting the Irish legislation as a potential template for changes to the legislation in England and Wales, it is essential that consultees (who clearly cannot be expected to be experts on the situation in the Republic of Ireland) are given a correct and sufficient explanation of the legal position in the Republic so that they can properly assess it as a template. This has clearly not been achieved in the consultation paper to such an extent that the consultation is misleading to consultees. Consultees may conclude that the equivalent of the Irish legislation on eviction should be introduced in England and Wales because of this misleading interpretation of the law in Ireland.       It is noted that a Traveller has instructed CLP to take forward a challenge against the consultation itself on this and other issues. We believe that this consultation process should be halted while that challenge proceeds.

Complete criminalisation of trespass would lead to:

1. A sure fire action for a declaration of incompatibility with regard to the Human Rights Act 1998 – how could such a vast increase in powers be proportionate and reasonable when there are insufficient pitches and stopping places?

2. No account at all being taken of welfare circumstances or the question of alternative locations;

3. Failure to facilitate the Gypsy way of life ( Chapman v UK (2001) 33 EHRR 399);

4. Breach of the public sector equality duty under Equality Act 2010 s149 (given that Romani Gypsies and Irish Travellers are recognised as ethnic groups);

5. Gypsies and Travellers without pitches literally being driven out of the whole of England and Wales;

6. Other groups of people being caught by these new powers, e.g. ramblers accidentally straying off the footpath; children getting their ball back from a neighbour’s garden

The concept is a total nonsense!

Aggravated trespass
Aggravated trespass was created especially to deal with hunt saboteurs. In other words it was created to deal with people who (at least in some cases – many hunt saboteurs were very peaceful) were deliberately intending to intimidate or challenge the landowner or others lawfully on the land. Gypsies and Travellers are trespassing on land because there are insufficient pitches and stopping places and because they have no other alternative. These aggravated trespass provisions are totally inappropriate and irrelevant for unauthorised encampments. There are, in any event, separate powers that can be used to deal with criminal damage, fly tipping, ASB etc

Use of injunctions to protect land
The power to use injunctions already exists. In any event we believe that such wide injunctions are potentially seriously challengeable. Unfortunately, in the only cases to date, none of the defendants have had legal representation.

Joint-working between local authorities, communities and the police
Unfortunately there is no mention in this section of joint-working with Gypsies and Travellers themselves (see, yet again, the example of negotiated stopping).

Court processes
At para 22 it is stated:

There have been a number of improvements made to the court system, to streamline and improve the efficiency of the appeal and judicial review (JR) process. 
This is total nonsense.

Many courts have been closed leading to inconvenience, disruption and lack of access to justice. Judicial Review (JR) regulations have been changed meaning that there is a risk for a legal aid provider, when taking a JR under legal aid, that you will not be paid at all. As a result many providers will no longer run JR cases.

Regarding an action under CPR Part 55 against trespassers (para 24), 2 days’ notice of a hearing is already a very short timescale within which to try and get advice and should certainly not be shortened any further.

Interim possession orders
IPOs were created to deal with people squatting in residential properties i.e. in circumstances where the person entitled to reside in the property was now denied access. These are not the circumstances with regard to Gypsies and Travellers and these powers would be totally inappropriate with regard to unauthorised development and encampments.

Powers for dealing with unauthorised development
Talking of the existing powers, at para 32 it is stated:

Used properly, the powers can tackle unauthorised development which has already happened and help to prevent it occurring in the first place. These powers are intended to deal with the full range of breaches of planning control, including unauthorised changes of use and unauthorised new buildings – not just unauthorised encampments.
Once again, you read this and wonder why this consultation is taking place at all!

Additionally, it is stated, at para 34, that “the current planning enforcement powers are extensive.”

As we all know, many local authorities, almost as a matter of course, reject planning applications from Gypsies and Travellers. The Gypsies and Travellers then have to go to the time and expense of appealing to a Planning Inspector. In many cases, the Planning Inspector then grants planning permission. The MHCLG should be concentrating on why more local authorities are not granting the initial applications for planning permission. This is not an issue addressed in the consultation document.

 Improving the efficiency of enforcement notice appeals
The timetable for such an appeal is already a very tight one especially when there are not many sources of advice and assistance for Gypsies and Travellers. The idea that the powers should be ‘streamlined’ just for Gypsies and Travellers is clearly discriminatory and disproportionate and would inevitably lead, we would suggest, to successful challenges on that basis alone.

There is no evidence provided in the consultation paper on what the suggested ‘barriers’ are. It rightly acknowledges that there are extensive enforcement powers. At present, the procedure for the submission of an enforcement appeal following the service of a notice is adequate. Like all planning appeals there are delays in getting a start letter, presumably due to the impact of government cuts on public services. Such delays are of no benefit to any party.

However, beyond these delays in our view the current procedures are sufficient to meet the requirement for ‘a fair and public hearing within a reasonable time by an independent and impartial tribunal’ as required by Article 6 of the Human Rights Act 1998.

On the point of temporary stop notices, these powers are available, and it is up to the LPA in question as to whether they should be used. There are no ‘barriers’ to their use.  
In our experience, where local planning authorities take a pragmatic approach to enforcement, for instance by inviting a planning application before taking action, this can end with positive outcomes for all parties (i.e. the resolution of a breach and meeting pitch targets). Where LPAs rush to take action through injunctions without first seeking to engage with those in breach of planning control, this often results in considerable costs to all parties, and on many occasions a grant of planning permission, but only after significant expense.

Government Guidance
The only guidance that is mentioned is the March 2015 ‘guidance’ which is largely just a list of existing powers. The English and Welsh guidance on unauthorised encampments is extremely important in ensuring that welfare enquiries are carried out, that welfare issues are taken into account and alternative accommodation is taken into account.

Planning and Traveller site provision

As we say at the commencement of this paper, the obvious answer to the situation is more site provision.

We consider that this consultation paper is fatally flawed because it fails to address a realistic alternative, namely that the perceived problems arising from such encampments and developments could be addressed by the provision of more permanent and temporary sites. It is true that the consultation paper asks consultees whether they can suggest ways in which more site provision could be facilitated in one of the last questions (question 19) of the paper but there is no suggestion that site provision is a viable alternative to the other options identified in the paper.

Equality Impact Assessment
Following a Freedom of Information Act request, CLP were supplied with an Equality Impact Assessment that MHCLG had carried out with regard to this consultation. However this Assessment has not been made available on the MHCLG website as part of the consultation process and this amounts to, in itself, a fatal flaw in the process since consultees have been unable to refer to the Assessment and consider it.

Impacts on the Travelling community

It is rather bizarre, to say the least, to have an accurate list of the negative data with regard to health, life expectancy, education etc in a paper which seems to lean in favour of strengthening enforcement powers across the board. This data ought to, yet again, point to the need for site provision in all its aspects: public and private; permanent; transit; emergency stopping places; negotiated stopping. We note that the Welsh Government have realised this simple truth and enacted a duty to meet assessed needs (Housing (Wales) Act 204 s103). On this point, any strengthening of powers will also affect Wales which we trust the Welsh Government will have something to say about (as well as organisations in and covering Wales, of course). Both CLP and Ruston Planning represent clients in both England and Wales.

Conclusion
In conclusion, the answer to unauthorised development and encampments is more site provision and not the strengthening of the already draconian enforcement powers.
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Consultation Challenge 
One of our clients instructed us to challenge the above Consultation process itself.    For a discussion paper on potential challenges to the Consultation, see the paper by Marc Willers QC of Garden Court Chambers and Chris Johnson of CLP on our website at:- http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/news/the-law-on-consultations-and-the-ministry-of-housing-communities-and-local-government-consultation-on-powers-regarding-unauthorised-development-and-encampments.
We are still having a battle with the Legal Aid Agency trying to obtain Legal Aid for this client so, with the agreement of the Government Legal Department, we have lodged the challenge (so that our client will not be accused of delay in terms of the Judicial Review time limits) and the matter will now be stayed while we try and obtain Legal Aid for our client.  Watch this space!  
LASPO Review

The Ministry of Justice are currently carrying out a review of the Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012.  You can find the submissions from CLP on our website at:- http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/news/review-of-the-legal-aid-sentencing-and-punishment-of-offenders-act-2012-laspoa.

Defining Travellers out of Existence – an update 

We remain extremely interested in hearing from those who are affected by the change to the definition of Gypsy and Traveller contained within Planning policy for traveller sites (2015) and examples include the following:-
1.
Those who lose planning appeals because of the new definition;

2.
Those who are not included in Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Needs Assessments because of the new definition;

3.
Those who are not allowed onto waiting lists or who are excluded from waiting lists because of the new definition.

We wold encourage anyone who is affected by the definition or who wants to discuss this matter in general to contact us on our advice line.  For a full analysis of the consultation process regarding the new definition, see our website at:- http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/news/defining-travellers-out-of-existence-an-analysis.

Police Guidance on Unauthorised Encampments 

The previous Association of Chief Police Officers’ Guidance on  Unauthorised Encampments has been replaced with the National Police Chiefs’ Council’s Operational  Advice on Unauthorised Encampments which you can find at:- http://www.npcc.police.uk/documents/Unauthorised%20Encampments/NPCC%20Op%20Advice%20on%20Unauthorised%20Encampments_June%2018.pdf.

This is extremely important and useful guidance and everyone dealing with unauthorised encampments in England, Wales and Northern Ireland should have reference to it.  
Gypsy and Traveller Law Book
Marc Willers of Garden Court Chambers and Chris Johnson of CLP are continuing to work hard on the edit to this book which is published by the Legal Action Group.  They have been working with a large number of expert co-authors on the various chapters in the book. They are hopeful that the book will be published before the end of the year. Watch this space!

Welsh Government Strategy and Circular
The Welsh Government have updated their strategy on Gypsies, Roma and Travellers.  This is the only such proper strategy currently within the United Kingdom.  You can find the new Strategy at:- https://gov.wales/topics/people-and-communities/communities/communitycohesion/gypsytravellers/?lang=en
The Welsh Government have also updated their Planning Circular and the new Circular can be found here:- https://gov.wales/topics/planning/policy/circulars/welshgovcirculars/wgc-005-2018/?lang=en
We would urge all those dealing with Gypsy and Traveller issues in Wales to have reference to these two very important documents.  
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R (TW, SW and EM) – v – London Borough of Hillingdon and EHRC (intervener) [2018] EWHC 1791 (Admin) 13 July 2018

The London Borough of Hillingdon (LBH) allocates social housing in accordance with an Allocations Policy from 2016.  Under that Policy, applicants for social housing are placed into Bands (A, B, C or D) according to priority for social housing which they have under the policy.  Obviously a person in Band A has a better chance of being allocated housing than a person in Band B and so on.

The Claimants in this claim were Irish Travellers. TW was a single parent who was placed in Band D because she had not lived in the Borough for 10 years.  EM was a carer for his three adult disabled children and he was informed that he did not meet the criteria to be given social housing.  The Claimants argued that the residence criterion indirectly discriminated against them as Irish Travellers on the ground of race.  The Claimants also argued that LBH, in devising its Housing Allocations Policy, failed to comply with Section 11 of the Children Act 2004 which required LBH to have regard to the need to safeguard and promote the welfare of children.  
Supperstone J gave the Judgment in the case.  With regard to the residents requirement he stated:- 
59.
Whether a residence requirement is lawful will depend on whether it can be justified.  A residence requirement, especially one as long as ten years, is highly likely to have a significant and adverse impact on Irish Travellers.  Irish Travellers are significantly less likely than members of other racial groups to have resided in a particular location in the UK continuously for at least ten years.  However there is no evidence that the Council sought to assess the extent of the disadvantage on Irish Travellers or considered whether it was justified or what might be done to reduce it. Further, there is no evidence from the Council to show that a shorter period than ten years would undermine their stated objectives.

60.
I am firmly of the view that the Council’s evidence fails to justify the impact of the ten-year residential qualification and uplift.

With regard to the Children Act he stated as follows:-

78.
It seems to me that the potential impact of the residency qualification on the education of children of Irish Travellers at the very least required the Council, pursuant to their s.11 duty, to give consideration “to the need to minimise educational disruption”…The Council did not engage with this issue at all. 
79.
I am led to the conclusion that the Council breached their duty under s.11 (2) in relation to the imposition and maintenance of the residential qualification and uplift.
This case bears a lot of resemblance to a case run by CLP with regard to local connection requirements for site allocation – see R (VC) –v- North Somerset Council which you can find on our website at:- http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/news/r-vc-v-north-somerset-council-equality-and-human-rights-commission-intervening-co38012015.

You can find the TW case here:- http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Admin/2018/1791.html.

Enforcing Human Rights
An important report has been published on 11 July 2018 by the Parliamentary Joint Committee on Human Rights with the above title.  In its Summary on pages 3 and 4 of the report it states:- 

Access to justice is fundamental to the rule of law.  We are concerned that the reforms to legal aid introduced by the Legal Aid Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2002 (LASPO) have made access to justice more difficult for many, for whom it is simply unaffordable.  Moreover, there are large areas of the country which are “legal aid deserts”, as practitioners withdraw from providing legal aid services since they can no longer afford to do this work following reductions in legal aid funding by successive governments over the past three decades.  The Government is currently reviewing LASPO and we make recommendations for that review.  There also needs to be a broader review into access to justice and the provision of advice and assistance, going beyond matters which might be seen as purely legal, to ensure that people can get the help needed to enforce their rights before matters escalate into expensive adversarial court proceedings.  The remit of the Equality and Human Rights Commission should be extended so that it can take human rights cases on the same basis as it supports equality cases.  It should use those powers assertively and be given adequate resources to allow it to do so.  Its work should be more closely scrutinised by Parliament accordingly. …
A legal profession which fears adverse consequences from taking up unpopular causes will not be effective in defending rights: the Government must be careful not to use its voice and influence improperly.  The Government needs to make sure it appropriately prioritises due respect for rights, so that administrative decisions are taken with proper consideration of people’s rights.  Individuals should be protected from abuse by the State, and public bodies should respect the law.  The UK’s legal framework allows individuals to protect their rights and gives the courts the task of deciding that balance in individual cases, within the parameters set by Parliament, which includes the Human Rights Act.  There is legitimate debate over how best to protect rights and where the balance should be struck if rights compete.  But no-one should lose sight of the fact that human rights, and the ability to enforce them, are amongst the hallmarks of a civilised country.  Government, Parliament, the media and the legal profession all have a responsibility to consider the importance of the rule of law, and the role that rights which can be enforced through an independent court system plays in that.  
The No Mad Laws Campaign (NML) made submissions to the JCHR when they were considering this matter and reference is made to the NML submissions at paragraph 77 where it is stated:- 
Those submitting written evidence to the enquiry voiced concern that the reforms introduced to reduce the number of unmeritorious claims have reduced access to judicial review. 

For all those concerned about human rights issues especially in the context of the rights of Gypsies and Travellers, we recommend them to read this important report.  

For the report please see:- https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/jt201719/jtselect/jtrights/669/66902.htm
Basingstoke and Deane Injunction Action 

Basingstoke and Deane Borough Council together with Hampshire County Council commenced injunction action and obtained an injunction order regarding unauthorised encampments on 30 July 2018 against 115 named defendants as well as ‘Persons Unknown’.  None of the defendants were represented. We are very interested in hearing from Gypsies and Travellers affected by this action and please see the excellent article on this matter on the Travellers Times website here:- https://www.travellerstimes.org.uk/news/2018/07/lawyers-seek-travellers-help-challenge-basingstoke-anti-traveller-injunctions
Obviously, since an order has now been made, we would need to hear from people urgently. We will be putting up a note from Garden Court Chambers about the judgment on our website under ‘Traveller unauthorised encampment cases’.
Culture Corner
Chris Johnson writes:-

I recommend a recently published book by Damian Le Bas, former editor of Travellers Times, called ‘The Stopping Places’. This is a fascinating journey through traditional stopping places both in Britain and in France, incorporating in it family history, Gypsy and Traveller history, politics and, of course, lots of good stories.  You can find the review in the Guardian of the book here:- https://www.theguardian.com/books/2018/jun/19/stopping-places-journey-gypsy-britain-damian-le-bas-review
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National Planning Policy Framework 
Following a consultation process, in July 2018 the Government has issued a new version of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).  You can find the finalised version here:- https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/728643/Revised_NPPF_2018.pdf
The Government has also released their assessment of the consultation responses and that assessment can be found here:- https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/728498/180724_NPPF_Gov_response.pdf
There was a specific question in the consultation (question 41) regarding the Planning policy for traveller sites and the Government’s assessment of that can be found at pages 60 to 61 of their consultation response. 
Canal Walk

Chris Johnson of TAT and his brother, Frank, did a sponsored walk for Greenpeace along the 145 km length of the Royal Canal in Ireland over a week in May. A diary and photos of their expedition can be found on Frank’s website: https://ashortspell.com/royal-canal-walk/ 

Their donation page remains open until November and can be found here: https://www.justgiving.com/fundraising/royalcanal 

Chris and Frank (and Greenpeace!) would like to thank all those who have donated to date.
Travellers Times Law Blogs

Marc Willers QC of Garden Court Chambers, the planning consultant Dr Simon Ruston and Chris Johnson of TAT provide regular law blogs for Travellers Times website.    Here is a recent blog:- https://www.travellerstimes.org.uk/news/2018/06/legal-action-commences-deadline-submissions-unauthorised-camps-consultation-looms 
The Travellers Advice Team

The members of TAT are Chris Johnson, Parminder Sanghera and Sharon Baxter. Thanks to our TAT Administrator, Emma Westwood, for organising this Bulletin. 

CLP Website
On our website you can find:

· News items about Gypsy and Traveller issues: 

http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/noticeboard/news 

· Updates on campaigns and consultations: 

http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/noticeboard/campaigns-and-consultations
· Recent Gypsy and Traveller legal cases:

 http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/noticeboard/gypsy-and-traveller-cases
· Judgements and reports on our leading cases:

 http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/our-leading-cases
· Links to Gypsy and Traveller groups:

 http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/links/travellers
· And , of course, the latest edition of  TAT News and previous TAT News E Bulletins:

 http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/links/tat-news 

· Plus lots of information about the Housing and Public Law Teams who, amongst other things, represent Gypsies and Travellers in housing and homeless Gypsies and Travellers who are seeking housing in the Midlands and surrounding areas. For full details of the Housing Team see: http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/our-services/housing-law
And the Public Law Team see: http://www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk/our-services/public-law
	Until Next Time

	We hope you find our E-Bulletin useful.  All and any comments very welcome.

	Don’t forget our national self-funded advice line for Gypsies and Travellers:

0121 685 8677

Monday to Friday 9am to 1pm and 2pm to 5pm


	Keep up the good fight!  Best wishes to all our readers.  Kushti bok!

	The Travellers Advice Team

Part of The Community Law Partnership

Solicitors

4th Floor, Ruskin Chambers

191 Corporation Street

Birmingham    B4 6RP

Tel: 0121 685 8595

Fax: 0121 236 5121

E-mail: office@communitylawpartnership.co.uk
Website: www.communitylawpartnership.co.uk
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� The Government do not use capital ‘T’ for Traveller, of course.


� See footnote 1





