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   6th January, 2011 
FAO: Franck David, 
Clerk to the Committee, 
Petitions Committee, 
Scottish Parliament, 
Holyrood, 
EDINBURGH. 
 
Dear Sir,  
 
I have been asked by the committee of the Scottish Gypsy Traveller Law 
Reform Coalition to write to you with regard to the petition from our member 
and appointed representative in this matter, Shamus McPhee. 
 
The committee have instructed me as Secretary to raise a number of issues in 
relation to the responses received so far by Shamus McPhee. 
 
In the first instance, I would like to say that we welcome the suggestion that an 
Inspection Task Force inspect the living conditions on Gypsy Traveller Sites 
throughout Scotland. Nonetheless, in the interest of openness and 
transparency, we would like to suggest that this team include not only Gypsy 
Travellers but also a representative from Amnesty International(Scotland) 
which has clearly picked up on the breaches of human rights resulting from 
inadequate living conditions. 
 
However, I feel that this does not actually address the issue laid before the 
Petitions Committee; namely, the anomalies presented by the Housing 
(Scotland) Act and the Finance (Scotland)Act. As a result, of these a number of 
people have been charged for the privilege of „slopping out‟ and living in 
„degraded conditions‟ – both of which constitute a breach of human rights 
under Article 3 of the EHRC. Given that prisoners in Barlinnie Prison were 
compensated for this treatment, it seems a gross insult to charge members of 
our community for the same.  
 
Nonetheless, we accept the position of the local authorities that the Finance 
(Scotland) Act 2004 makes no provisions to allow for a reduction or part thereof 
in respect of services received or not received; hence our support as a 
committee of Shamus McPhee‟s petition – PE 1333- before the Petitions 
Committee. 
 
Moreover, I should like it to be noted that in March 2007, we as a group 
facilitated a visit by a CoE Framework Convention Monitoring team to 3 sites in 
Scotland – two of which were racial experiment sites established in 1947 and 
the other set up through 1982 Scottish Office Grant Funding. Needless to say, 
when the inspectors realised that residents were being charged Council Tax for 
the privilege of having few or no services and rent for dilapidated living 
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conditions which had been formally condemned in 1962( one being a house with 
no roof on it and nettles growing up through it), they were duly horrified. It 
was suggested that we try to mount a legal challenge in each case but attempts 
to find a solicitor willing to take a human rights case for a Gypsy Traveller 
proved – yet again – to be elusive. Nonetheless, the findings were taken into 
consideration by the Committee of Ministers when producing their Resolutions 
in July, 2008(please refer to CoE website; Framework Convention, 2nd Cycle 
U.K. Report.)   
 
In addition, an article appeared previously on the Council of Europe‟s website 
by Henry Scicluna entitled „Scotland’s Shame‟ which demanded that in the 
name of decency all rent and Council Tax charges for non-existent services be 
struck down (please see  link as I cannot download it – refer to ‘Scotland, 
Bobbin Mill, July 2006. ) 
 
Likewise, in respect of my father‟s hut and the dilapidated caravans of Bobbin 
Mill which my family were forced to endure with no service provision except 
refuge for many years, the former Central Scotland Racial Equality Complainant 
Officer, Mr. Richard Pitts, actually wrote to the Perth & Kinross Council asking 
for a “generous rebate” in respect of the same (please refer to e-mail from R. 
Pitts.) 
 
Furthermore, I should like to point out that not only should the Council have 
issued a demolition order given the state of the accommodation but also that it 
had been erected with monies under Defence Regulation 56(A); which, 
according to the back of the Council Tax bills and previous rates bills, is 
exempt from such charges, especially as my father and other inhabitants in the 
huts constituted ex-servicemen and women . 
 
On questioning it, however, with the local authority, the answer was that the 
Finance legislation did not allow for exemptions whether services were 
provided in full or part thereof. 
 
 
Thus, had the said legislation been operating effectively in terms of gathering 
finance at local level this travesty in the name of „equitable treatment‟ 
amounting to a clear breach of human rights, would not have occurred. 
Likewise, had the regulator for race related issues – namely the CRE to whom it 
was reported- been effective rather than paralysed by inertia these anomalies 
within Scottish legislation may have come to light sooner. 
 
 
Thus, a number of questions remain unanswered in relation to why these 
legislative anomalies have been allowed to stand: 
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 Why did the CRE take no action when cases were referred to them yet 
inspectors from Europe picked up on the difficulties and made 
recommendations for the Scottish Government after only 1 visit? 

 Has the Scottish Government impact assessed the legislation in respect 
of the Gypsy Traveller community – or, indeed, any other marginalised 
community? 

 Why has the findings of the Scottish Parliamentary Equal Opportunities 
Committee Inquiry (2001) all been largely ignored? 

 Does the Scottish Government really believe that no „institutional 
racism‟ exists towards Scottish Gypsy Travellers, as stated in an earlier 
reply to the Petitions Committee? 

 
In reference to the last point raised, I should like to include an e-mail sent 
to me of a statement made by a former Equal Opportunities Officer who 
resigned from Perth & Kinross Council‟s employee in 2008. This statement 
clearly states that prejudice and institutional racism within the local 
authority were rife towards Gypsy Travellers and that if your name was 
„McPhee or Townsley‟ then you were to be ignored.  
 
I look forward to receiving an answer to the aforementioned questions 
which continue to perplex our committee who have all been campaigning 
for change since long before the Scottish Parliamentary Equal Opportunities 
Committee Inquiry (2001) and who fully endorse our representative in this 
matter, Shamus McPhee, in calling for the said legislation to be amended in 
the interests of justice and fairness. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
Miss Roseanna T. McPhee, 
Secretary, Scottish Gypsy Traveller Law Reform Coalition. 
I 
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Introduction 

 
The information contained in these eviction reports is taken from various Roma websites 
and from e-mails circulated by non-governmental organisations active in issues 
concerning Roma – the European Roma Rights Centre, the International Federation for 
Human Rights, national Helsinki Committees, Amnesty International, the Centre on 
Housing Rights and Evictions. To our knowledge there has been no official denial of the 
veracity of the facts described in these reports. 

 
Evictions have gained momentum in recent years for a number of reasons. 

  
In Central and Eastern Europe the introduction of the market economy has prompted 
speculators to take over for development land which is often illegally occupied. Under 
communist governments these illegal settlements were often tolerated, particularly as it 
was government policy to sedentarise the Roma. Many of the destroyed or threatened 
settlements had been inhabited without interruption for over 40 years. 

 
2.  The opening of borders between East and West has resulted in an influx of 

Roma from Central and Eastern Europe – in particular from Romania - into 
Western Europe. They are sedentarised Roma who have turned nomadic in a 
search for a better life. They settle on land outside main cities and are constantly 
hounded by the local authorities and the local population. 

 
3. Increased decentralisation – particularly in Central and Eastern European 

countries, which were highly centralised under communist governments – has 
given considerable power to local mayors who, for political reasons, pay lip 
service to the local population.    
In Western Europe, the hostility of the population to Travellers has encouraged 
local authorities to deny the latter access to camping sites and often to 
circumvent the law.  Numerous municipalities in France (about 75%) have failed 
to apply the ‘Loi Besso n’ which requires them to have camping sites for 
Travellers, and in England Travellers have been refused permits to build on their 
own land. As a result Travellers camp wherever they find available. 

 
4.  A number of evictions have taken place in preparation of international events. 

This has been the case with settlements near Athens (Olympic Games) and near 
Patras (declared Cultural capital of Europe for 2007). It is feared that the Olympic 
Games in London might have the same effect on Travellers camping sites. 

 
Apart from the illegality of the settlement, the authorities often claim that the conditions in 
the settlement are unhygienic and a threat to health. These unhygienic conditions 
however are due to the fact that no water, electricity or drainage is provided and rubbish 
is never collected.  

 
Eviction raises issues that go beyond questions of legality or hygiene.  The question is 
whether people, including women and children, can be left without any shelter 
whatsoever, sometimes in extreme weather conditions. The answer is clearly no – and 
yet, in most of the cases reported in this document people were thrown out into the 
streets without any alternative accommodation being offered. 
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Such behaviour goes against a multitude of international conventions, agreements and 
recommendations and is unworthy of a healthy democracy. It is sad and regrettable that 
these evictions often take place with the full support of the local population. The duty of 
the authorities, however, is to follow rules of justice and not the whims of the local 
inhabitants. Roma and Travellers are human beings and, with rare exceptions, citizens of 
the country which keeps rejecting them. 
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Scotland 
Bobbin Mill, Pitlochry 
July, 2006 
      
Bobbin Mill was the setting for the “Tinker Experiment Programme” which has lasted for 60 years.   
Bobbin Mill residents are living in worse conditions today in  2006 than they were when first put 
into the “Experimental” programme in 1947.  
. 
 
.The accommodation consisted of a 60ft x18ft wooden hut to be made into 4 dwellings. In addition 
the cheapest price was agreed to be used in their construction.  
 
As families grew they were forced to move from the huts  into caravans, which the families had to 
provide themselves. Water, sanitation, electricity or indeed a road, which are fundamentally taken 
for granted and enjoyed by the wider community was never deemed a necessity for the “Tinker 
Experiment” families of Bobbin Mill. 
 
The families who have been used for the “Tinker Experiment” are the tenants of the local 
authority. We feel the local authorities  have been negligent in their duty of care towards the 
families in the “Tinker Experiment” programme. 
 
Miss Rosanna McPhee and Mr Shamus McPhee have both received a notification of a warrant 
issued against them by Perth & Kinross Council for “Non payment of Council Tax”.   Mr & Miss 
McPhee have been unemployed for a number of years due to ill health brought on by the 
appalling living conditions they were forced to endure. 
 
The McPhee’s have both stated they indeed filled in documentation to the effect they were both 
out of work and asked to claim the benefit for rent charges  etc,  
 
UKAGW has now requested  the Scottish Executive to use their good offices to treat the matter of 
notification of warrants of non payment of council tax against Mr & Miss McPhee with the utmost 
urgency and have these warrants withdrawn. 
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Mr McPhee Senior was a war hero (Burma Star) of the Second World War serving under Lord 
Mountbattan in the Royal Navy.  His reward for serving his country was along with his family to be 
put, along with his family, into a “Tinker Experiment Programme”. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
r 
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