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Appendix 1: Young Gypsy/Travellers: The Digital Divide
Research undertaken at the height of the COVID 19 pandemic[footnoteRef:1] has served to further highlight how the now chasmic digital divide has impacted on young Gypsy/Travellers’ ability to access their education rights.  Analysis of testimony from practitioners and parents and young people demonstrated an appalling lack of access to digital devices and data - of 70 families supported by third sector organisations to engage with education during the pandemic only 8% had internet connection or a data package and just 10% had access to a working device.  [1:  Tammi, Lynne: Across the great divide: The impact of digital inequality on Scotland’s Gypsy/Traveller children and young people during the COVID-19 emergency: View of Across the great divide:The impact of digital inequality on Scotland’s Gypsy/Traveller children and young people during the COVID-19 emergency (hipatiapress.com)] 

Digital inequality [for the Gypsy/Traveller community] is very real and when the Covid pandemic hit, the impact of that inequality was felt more acutely than ever.                                           
The young people we work with would not have had the opportunity to continue to engage with their education if Article 12 in Scotland had stood by and not acted […] These children deserve the exact same opportunities and support as their peers in the settled community and while we were in the throes of lockdown, the only way forward was via digital solutions (Learning and Development Worker 1).
[I’ve] Been trying for years to get help for my bairns and now here it is.  M is so happy to have passed the course and the diploma is going straight into a frame and on the living room wall.  So pleased as she's not been in school for years and she is feeling great. […] She really feels she has achieved something (Parent 2). 
Additionally, the lack of necessary support from educators and ‘keepers of the resources’ at the local level during the pandemic has laid bare the stark reality of discretionary decision making driven by at best a lack of awareness that Gypsy/Traveller children and young people have entitlements under the Scottish legislative framework of additional support for learning or at worst no interest in ensuring that young Gypsy/Travellers could access the same learning and development opportunities as their peers from the settled community.
The budget that I hold […] is for the provision of IT for children with additional support needs who are enrolled in a Council school or whom the Council are responsible for elsewhere. […] I understand that the circumstances we find ourselves in are different, however having no regard for these conditions sets a new precedent.  The risk is that providing this funding, outside of the usual conditions, will create an inequitable situation across the authority.  There will be many children for whom access to IT will not be available and without a mechanism to provide for them all, I feel that we cannot be selective (Anon, personal communication, 7 April 2020).
Pre the pandemic, and already acutely cognisant of the digital divide (and indeed other major inequalities experienced by the Gypsy/Traveller community), the Scottish Government launched a short to medium term action plan aimed at Improving the Lives of Scotland’s Gypsy/Travellers.  In terms of addressing the lack of access to devices and data and increase levels of skills and confidence the plan included the following medium term commitments:
Improve educational outcomes for Gypsy/Travellers by supporting them to take advantage of their right to education.
[Provide] professional learning resources and support networks for education staff across all stages of learning so that they have the knowledge and skills to support the educational needs of Gypsy/Traveller pupils and their families (Scottish Government, 2019). 
Due, in part, to the pandemic little progress has been made on these commitments.  That said, it is important to note the quick action of the Scottish Government in providing additional (limited) funding to provide additional learning and development support to community members.  
However, as alluded to earlier, directives from on high are meaningless if they are not realised at the local level.  The challenge is the assumption that policy is decided at central government level then simply implemented at the local level.  In reality, methods of delivery and equality of service are at the discretion of the person at the front line. Time constraints, paucity of resources, workload or indeed favouritism or stereotyping, based on negative social representations, all impact on the level of access and service that Gypsy/Traveller children and young people receive. 
To conclude, gains (although limited) have been made but the digital divide that denies Gypsy/Traveller children and young people the opportunity to access and enjoy their education rights remains an issue for many families in the community.   So that these gains are not lost and to ensure that all Gypsy/Traveller children and young people can operate in the digital learning world, a safe, supportive and flexible environment driven by a clear understanding of Gypsy/Traveller culture and reflective of the directly expressed learning needs and nomadic practices of the Gypsy/Traveller community, is crucial.
Crucial to the above will be robust monitoring and evaluation processes to ensure that guidance and directives from central government are being delivered on a basis of equality at the local level.  Outcomes must not be permitted to be measured at, or by, the ‘street level’ in terms of cost benefit and any negation of obligations to provide all children and young people with the resources they need to develop and thrive must be challenged.  Failing this, discretionary decision making powers, often underpinned by prejudice and driven by false social representations will continue to be enacted and the ‘forever thus, business as usual’ worldview of Gypsy/Travellers will endure.












Appendix 2: The media and the Gypsy/Traveller Community: A case study
Despite the outcomes of the Leveson Inquiry (2012) [footnoteRef:2] into the culture, practice and ethics of the UK press which, inter alia, recommend a new ‘standards code’ which must take into account; (a) conduct, especially in relation to the treatment of other people in the process of obtaining material; (b) appropriate respect for privacy where there is no sufficient public interest justification for breach and (c) accuracy, and the need to avoid misrepresentation; Cadger’s (2017) [footnoteRef:3] longitudinal study on discrimination in online publications and social media sites demonstrates that these recommendations would appear to have fallen on deaf ears when it comes to reporting on the Gypsy/Traveller community.  With the primary focus of relevant articles continuing to centre on sites, the community and crime; with many articles containing negative stereotyping and the use of leading words – illegal, invasion, rubbish, battle, anger, eviction and so on - and less than one percent reporting from the perspective of a Gypsy/Traveller or on the success of a member of the community, little would seem to have changed. [2:  Leveson Inquiry (2012) culture, practice and ethics of the press, the National Archives. Online at:
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140122144906/http://www.levesoninquiry.org.uk/]  [3:  Cadger, B. (2017) Gypsy/Travellers and the Online Media.– Consolidated Report, Article 12 in Scotland.
] 

Consider the following sample of the myriad media articles on the development of a Gypsy/Traveller site in the North east of Scotland – an area where there was, at the time, no permanent provision for the community.  From the outset, the development, named by the community as North Esk Park, attracted negative and inflammatory commentary from the media and in the ensuing years local daily publications kept appetites sated with regular updates on ‘the battle’ with unsubstantiated claims of damage to protected ground and adding to the damage caused by major storms.
Angry St Cyrus residents turned out in force last night to register their objections to a Travellers’ caravan site that has sprung up near a nature reserve (DC Thomson Publishing, 2013. Courier, Online 10th October).
The battle lines have been drawn in a fiery dispute between Mearns residents and the occupants of a Travellers’ site (DC Thomson Publishing, 2013. Courier, Online 29th  October).
St Cyrus Travellers deny making flooding worse (DC Thomson Publishing, 2014. Courier, Online 1st February).
A Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) has been damaged following work at an illegal Travellers’ site on the Mearns/Angus border, a report has claimed (DC Thomson Publishing, 2014. Courier, Online 6th February).
Aberdeenshire Council is still embroiled in an enforcement battle over the North Esk Park Travellers’ site which was built without permission on land near St Cyrus in September 2013 (DC Thomson Publishing, 2015. Courier, Online 27th November).
Council under fire in St Cyrus Travellers row (DC Thomson Publishing, 2016. Courier, Online 18th March).
Residents have reacted with fury after St Cyrus Travellers were given “renewed hope” they won’t be kicked out of their homes (DC Thomson Publishing, 2018. Evening Express, Online 8th February).
St Cyrus encampment granted six-month stay of execution to allow for more talks (DC Thomson Publishing, 2018. Press and Journal, Online 29th June).
[bookmark: _Hlk116892665]Scottish Government slammed as planning battle at St Cyrus looks set for further twist with new application looming (DC Thomson Publishing, 2018. Courier, Online 22nd November).
[bookmark: _Hlk116892846]St Cyrus eviction process “effectively put on hold” despite life and limb risk (DC Thomson Publishing, 2019. Courier, Online 12th January).
[bookmark: _Hlk116893015]No end in sight for seven-year St Cyrus Travellers’ saga after postponement of hearing to decide its fate (DC Thomson Publishing, 2020. Courier, Online 2nd April).
Controversial St Cyrus Travellers’ site finally wins 10-year permission after lengthy planning fight (DC Thomson Publishing, 2021. Courier, Online 30th March).
Practitioners working directly with community members are in agreement vis a vis the dangers of the use of trigger words and inflammatory commentary.  Speaking of the impact of such selective reporting, in the North East of Scotland, a Gypsy/Traveller Liaison Officer connected an assault on two Gypsy/Traveller children in the local authority to the myths and stereotypes propagated by certain publications:
People identify Gypsy/Travellers as an inconvenience, they don’t class them as human beings, look at the incident with the wee girls who were assaulted by an adult because they went to the public swimming pool and were told ‘your dad doesn’t pay tax, so you can’t use the swimming pool,’ it took the police a few hours to come out to that, it then went to court and it was thrown out, would that have been accepted anywhere else, would it have been in the paper also, yes it would have been, but it’s the fact that there was never any publicity about that, it was never ever mentioned about it, it was all played right down. [footnoteRef:4] [4:  Tammi, L. (2019) The Eternal Wanderers: Social Representations of Gypsy/Travellers, University of Dundee.] 

A Planning Consultant representing Gypsy/Travellers in the local authority area and elsewhere in Scotland raised similar concerns.
There’s no doubt about it […]When I first got involved with the Gypsy/Traveller community, I had the same myths in my head, and the same perceptions about what [the media] told you, there’s not enough education on the Gypsy/Travelling community, it’s the lowest common denominator; it’s the ones that make the mess, the ones who are violent and whose dogs bite your legs […] I’ve never been bitten by a dog on a Gypsy/Traveller encampment, all these myths and perceptions have got to go […] and  then we could actually start to integrate people, start to make that change. [footnoteRef:5] [5:  Ibid] 

There can then be little doubt that certain sections of the mainstream media are the key drivers of grotesque misrepresentations of Gypsy/Travellers, a practise which has served to further marginalise and dehumanise the community and through the reinforcement of messages and representations that, to some extent, are embodied in the policymaking and legislation processes have contributed to the situating of Gypsy/Travellers on the peripheries of society. 
To conclude, the media have a duty to report ethically and in an unbiased fashion, on all articles published.  This is not the case where reporting on our nomadic communities is concerned.  The media have a powerful voice and with willing they could be instrumental in changing, rather than fuelling, negative social representations of our Gypsy, Roma and Traveller communities. That said, it would be naive to suggest that ‘a word in the ear’ of editors and television producers would bring about a sea change in how Gypsy/Travellers are portrayed in some sections of the media so, in the absence of willing, we urge Governments to look to including a Prejudice Principle in national and international Press Codes of Conduct similar to that of the Press Council of Ireland’s which, inter alia, states that:
The press shall not publish material intended or likely to cause grave offence or stir up hatred against an individual or group on the basis of their race, religion, nationality, colour, ethnic origin, membership of the travelling community, gender, sexual orientation, marital status, disability, illness or age. [footnoteRef:6] [6:  The Press Council of Ireland. Online at: https://www.presscouncil.ie/press-council-of-ireland/code-of-practice
] 
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Appendix 3: Article 12 of the UNCRC within working practice
What is the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child [UNCRC]? 
The UNCRC is an International Human Rights Treaty which grants all children and young people – up to the age of 18 – their fundamental rights. The UNCRC has 54 Articles which cover all aspects of a child’s life, including: the definition of a child, the civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights that every child and young person is entitled to, and the responsibilities of adults and governments to ensure these rights are met. These rights are all interconnected, of equal importance and cannot be taken away – regardless of status, to do so is discrimination. 
The underpinning principles of Article 12 of the UNCRC:
Article 12 [respect for the views of the child]: every child has the right to express their views, feelings and wishes in all matters affecting them, and to have their views considered and taken seriously. This right applies at all times, for example during immigration proceedings, housing decisions or the child’s day-to-day home life.[footnoteRef:7] [7:  UNICEF: A summary of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child: https://downloads.unicef.org.uk/wpcontent/uploads/2010/05/UNCRC_summary.pdf
] 

The underpinning principle of Article 12 of the UNCRC is a young person’s right to voice an opinion, reflective of their own realities, on matters that affect them and to have that opinion taken into account in decision making processes that impact on their lives. Or, in other words, an environment that actively encourages the participation of young people by giving space and place to their freely expressed views and opinions. 
Participation
Despite its common usage no single definition of participation has been widely agreed or accepted. Perhaps this lack of a common definition is reflective of an understanding that participation, and in particular the participation of young people, has different meaning to different people and is therefore difficult to define in generic terms. 
Some use the term consultation to describe participation, but given that consultation generally means asking, or being asked, for information or opinion the effect is an imbalance of power in that the individual seeking the information has control of both the agenda and the process. Therefore, whilst consultation can facilitate an individual's right to influence matters that affect them it cannot facilitate an individual's right to control their present or indeed future.
Intergenerational power sharing is key to young people's participation. Power is shared through inclusion, capacity building and opportunities for young people to participate at all levels of society. Thus, participation is built on the principle of power sharing: 
· Power with: Equality and respect for the hopes and aspirations of each and every individual; 
· Power to: Individuals have the opportunity to equip themselves with the skills and knowledge necessary to make informed life choices and to find, and assert, their position and role within family, community and society;
· Power within: Individuals build and mobilise their own capacities, are social actors, rather than passive subjects, and participate in decision making processes that affect their lives. 
The reflexive practitioner 
The concept of the reflexive practitioner is central to the effective participation of young people. A reflexive practitioner is one who is aware of how their worldview and position can/does influence how people respond to them and their questioning and how that worldview or position shapes their approaches and practice and indeed their biases. Attending to our biases involves taking an objective look at our worldview and positioning and considering how this might impact on our ability to gain the trust and respect necessary to facilitate the free and meaningful participation of the young people we work for and with. 
"What I feel is fundamental and which I always apply to my work with young people, is to focus on their participation - I feel this is important and creates an open space for participants. I like to plan out sessions with young people, rather than planning sessions for them; they feel they have increased control around what they do, they are more comfortable, and they are participating throughout the whole process." 
Bernadette Williamson, Development Worker: Article 12 in Scotland.






















Appendix 4: United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child [UNCRC] 
The following outlines the 54 Articles of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child [UNCRC]. Articles 1 – 40 describe the rights that Governments must make sure young people have; Articles 41 – 54 describe the things that adults and Governments must do to make sure all young people realise all their rights. 
ARTICLE 1: Every young person under 18 years of age has all the rights in this Convention. 
ARTICLE 2: The Convention applies to all young people under 18 years of age whatever their race, religion, abilities, whatever they think or say, whatever family they come from. 
ARTICLE 3: All organisations that work with or for young people should work towards what is best for each child or young person. 
ARTICLE 4: Governments should work to make these rights available to all young people. 
ARTICLE 5: Governments should respect the rights and responsibilities of families to direct and guide their children so that, as they grow, they learn to use their rights properly. 
ARTICLE 6: All young people have the right to life. Governments should insure that young people survive and develop healthily. 
ARTICLE 7: All young people have the right to a legally registered name, the right to a nationality and the right to know and, as far as possible, be cared for by their parents. 
ARTICLE 8: Governments should respect young people's rights to a name, a nationality and family ties. 
ARTICLE 9: Young people should not be separated from their parents unless it is for their own good, for example: if a parent is mistreating or neglecting a young person. Young people whose parents have separated have the right to stay in contact with both parents, unless they may harm the young person. 
ARTICLE 10: Families who live in different countries should be allowed to move between those countries so that parents and young people can stay in contact or get back together as a family. 
ARTICLE 11: Governments should take steps to stop young people being taken out of their own country illegally. 
ARTICLE 12: Young people have the right to say what they think should happen when adults are making decisions that affect them, and to have their opinions taken into account. 
ARTICLE 13: Young people have the right to get and share information as long as the information is not damaging to them or others. 
ARTICLE 14: Young people have the right to think and believe what they want and to practice their religion, as long as they are not stopping other people from enjoying their rights. Adults should guide young people on these matters. 
ARTICLE 15: Young people have the right to meet together and to join organisations, as long as this does not stop other people from enjoying their rights. 
ARTICLE 16: Young people have the right to privacy. The law should protect them from attacks against their way of life, their good name, their families and their homes. 
ARTICLE 17: Young people have the right to reliable information from the mass media. Television, radio and newspapers should provide information that young people can understand and should not promote materials that could harm young people.
ARTICLE 18: Both parents share responsibility for raising their children and should always consider what is best for their children. 
ARTICLE 19: Governments should ensure that young people are properly cared for and protect them from violence, abuse and neglect by their parents or anyone else who looks after them. 
ARTICLE 20: Young people who cannot be looked after by their own families must be looked after properly by people who respect their religion, culture and language. 
ARTICLE 21: When young people are adopted the first concern must be what is best for them. The same rules should apply whether the young people are adopted in the country where they were born or taken to live in another country. 
ARTICLE 22: Young people who come into a country as refugees or asylum seekers should have the same rights as young people born in the country. 
ARTICLE 23: Young people who have any kind of disability should have special care and support so they can live full and independent lives. 
ARTICLE 24: Young people have the right to good quality health care and to clean water, nutritious food and a clean environment so that they will stay healthy. Rich countries should help poorer countries to achieve this. 
ARTICLE 25: Young people who are looked after by their local authority rather than their parents should have their situation reviewed regularly. 
ARTICLE 26: The Government should provide extra money for young people from families in need. 
ARTICLE 27: Young people have a right to a standard of living that is good enough to meet their physical and mental needs. Governments should help families who cannot afford to provide this. 
ARTICLE 28: Young people have a right to an education. Discipline in schools should respect a young person's dignity. Primary education should be free. Wealthy countries should help poorer countries achieve this. 
ARTICLE 29: Education should develop each young person's personality and talents to the full. It should encourage young people to respect their parents, their own and other cultures. 
ARTICLE 30: Young people have a right to learn and use the language and customs of their families, whether or not these are shared by the majority of the people in the country in which they live. 
ARTICLE 31: All young people have a right to relax and play, and to join in a wide range of activities. 
ARTICLE 32: The Government should protect young people from work that is dangerous or might harm their health or their education. 
ARTICLE 33: The Government should provide ways of protecting young people from dangerous drugs. 
ARTICLE 34: The Government should protect young people from sexual abuse. 
ARTICLE 35: The Government should make sure that young people are not abducted or sold. 
ARTICLE 36: Young people should be protected from any activities that could harm their development. 
ARTICLE 37: Young people who break the law should not be treated cruelly. They should not be put in prison with adults and should be able to keep in contact with their families. 
ARTICLE 38: Governments should not allow young people under the age of 15 to join the armed forces. Young people in war zones should receive special protection. 
ARTICLE 39: Young people who have been neglected or abused should receive special help to restore their self-respect. 
ARTICLE 40: Young people who are accused of breaking the law should receive legal help. Prison sentences for young people should only be used for the most serious offences. 
ARTICLE 41: If the laws of a particular country protect young people better than the Convention then those laws should stay. 
ARTICLE 42: The Government should tell all adults and young people about the Convention. 
ARTICLE 43: A group of ten experts from all over the world [The Committee on the Rights of the Child] has been set up to make sure that Governments are doing all they can to give young people their rights. This group usually meet at the United Nations Headquarters in Geneva. 
ARTICLE 44: Governments have to submit their first report to The Committee on the Rights of the Child within two years of signing up to the Convention and on a five yearly basis after that. Government reports have to explain how they are making sure that all young people get the rights, and if they are not, why they are not. 
ARTICLE 45: The Committee on the Rights of the Child can ask non-governmental organisations [NGOs], with an interest in or working with young people, their views and opinions on the state of children and young people's rights. Based on information received from Governments and NGOs The Committee on the Rights of the Child can make suggestions and recommendations as to how those Governments should improve the situation for children and young people. 
ARTICLE 46: The Convention is open to all countries to sign up to. Signing up means that your Government agrees that the Convention is a good idea. 
ARTICLE 47: The Convention is subject to ratification. Ratification means that your Government formally approves the Convention, meaning it agrees to put the articles of the Convention in to action in your country. Governments have to inform the United Nations of their decision to ratify. 
ARTICLE 48: The Convention is open for accession by any country. Accession means the formal acceptance of the Convention by your Government. Governments have to inform the United Nations of their decision. 
ARTICLE 49: The Convention enters into force thirty days after a Government has informed the United Nations of its ratification or accession. This means that after thirty days the Government has a duty to ensure that all children and young people get their rights and to report back regularly to The Committee on the Rights of the Child. 
ARTICLE 50: Any country can propose an amendment to the Convention. Any proposed amendment has to be considered and voted on by all countries who have signed up to the Convention. Agreed amendments only have to be adhered to by those countries that have voted for them. Those countries who did not vote in favour remain bound only by the original articles or any other amendments that they have voted for. 
ARTICLE 51: Governments have the right to make certain reservations to their obligations as set out in the Convention. For example, a Government may reserve the right not to afford young people who come into a country as refugees or asylum seekers the same rights as young people born in the country [ARTICLE 22]. 
ARTICLE 52: Governments can withdraw their agreement to apply the Convention. They have to inform the Secretary-General of the United Nations of their decision. Their withdrawal enters into force one year after their notification to the United Nations. 
ARTICLE 53: The Secretary-General of the United Nations is the person responsible for the Convention. 
ARTICLE 54: The originals of the Convention, in English, Arabic, Chinese, French, Russian and Spanish languages, are held by the Secretary-General of the United Nations.
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