Rhiannon Bambury - 1601172	ECSS6002 Assessment 1

Demonstrate a critical understanding of how the health and wellbeing of your chosen group may not be secured by protective legislation. Identify three main areas of concern and suggest how a particular piece of legislation might be modified in order to address any failings identified.

[bookmark: _GoBack]New Travellers or New Age Travellers form a diverse group of individuals who have travelled and lived on the roads in Britain for some time (Martin, 2002), and represent a broad and diverse community (James, 2004; Martin, 2002; Dearling, 2001; Van Cleemput, 2000; McKay, 1996; Earle et al. 1994). Although, defining these individuals into one collective proves difficult (Cromarty, 2018), similarly to other social groups in contemporary society; a catch-all definition does not exist (The Children’s Society, 2010; Van Cleemput, 2000). Although, the majority of nomadic individuals prefer to be regarded as Travellers (Donnelly-Drummond; 2016; Van Cleemput, 2000), Gypsy individuals from across Europe tend to be known as Roma. Furthermore, New Travellers may also be known as ‘crusties’ or ‘hippies’, although the media often refers to them using offensive terminology, such as ‘scum’ (The Children’s Society, 2010). However, all individuals labelled under the nomadic way of life share historic and contemporary experiences of othering and discrimination based on their background (Cromarty, 2018; Donnelly-Drummond, 2016; The Children’s Society, 2010; Becker, 2008; Van Cleemput, 2000).
During the late 1970s, it became apparent a new movement was underway as a surge of individuals were taking up a nomadic lifestyle (The Children’s Society, 2010; Christopher, 2003), travelling between various free festivals and events across the United Kingdom (UK) (James, 2005). The New Travellers differed from more established travelling communities, such as Romany Gyspies, as they were often university educated, did not follow traditional routes of travel, had strong political views and had a differed appearance regarding the ‘strange hippie’ style of clothes they wore and the alternative types of transport they lived and travelled in (James, 2005; Christopher, 2003), such as: coaches and double decker buses, horse-drawn carriages, exotically painted vans or caravans, and tee-pees or bender tents (The Children’s Society, 2010; Christopher, 2003).
In 2011, the England and Wales Census, which the government uses to develop policies, plan and run public services and allocate money to local authorities such as healthcare provisions (Office of National Statistics (ONS), no date), reported that approximately 58,000 individuals identified as members of the Gypsies and Travellers group, including Romany Gypsies, Irish Travellers and Scottish Gypsy Travellers (Bradford, 2014). However, New Travellers are excluded from this rhetoric (Bradford, 2014; Staines, 1998). Furthermore, previous to 2011, no statistical data was recorded for any travelling and nomadic group characterised by their ethnicity (Bradford, 2014; Christopher, 2003), and although current annual counts are now carried out, New Travellers are not necessarily incorporated into the figures; it is variable from one local authority to another (Equality and Human Rights Commission (EHRC), 2010; Niner, 2003), due to their nomadic lifestyle (Van Cleemput, 2000).
The origins of the New Travellers primarily stem from the white British population, particularly in relation to the squatting movement in the 1960s (Cromarty, 2018; Christopher, 2003); although, across the Gypsies and Travellers collection, there lies a variety of histories, cultures and beliefs (Cromarty, 2018; The Children’s Society, 2010). New Travellers are characterised under the context of culture, rather than ethnicity, therefore are not protected from various forms of discrimination under protective legislation, such as the Race Relations Amendment Act 2000, whilst other travellers such as Romany Gypsies, Irish Travellers and Scottish Gypsy Travellers are fully protected due to the classification of race (The Children’s Society, 2010). Furthermore, Romany Gypsies, Irish Travellers and Scottish Gypsy Travellers are covered under the Equality Act 2010; another aspect of protective legislation shielding them from discrimination, specifically within the workplace and the wider society (Cromarty, 2018). However, New Travellers are again unprotected within these settings, therefore, negative implications are reported regarding their health and wellbeing (Dowler and Spencer, 2009; Parry et al. 2007; Van Cleemput et al. 2006; Van Cleemput, 2000). 
In 2010, Tony Blair attempted to start measuring the standard and quality of individuals lives across the wide spectrum of groups within contemporary society, and whether they felt their life was worthwhile and if they had an overall satisfaction with life. This was the launch of the National Wellbeing Programme (NWP) (Cabinet Office, 2013a), whereby, the Office of National Statistics (ONS) was asked to measure the nation’s wellbeing (Cabinet Office, 2013b). The NWP still publishes assessments and datasets of wellbeing, through the ONS, and according to Jones and Randall (2018), the primary focus of the reports was on the main differences between age groups in the UK. Their latest findings report ‘a broadly positive picture of life in the UK’ (Jones and Randall, 2018, para.1). However, the report does state that not all individuals within society are represented in the data, therefore a true representation of the wellbeing of individuals within the UK is not apparent (Jones and Randall, 2018). This submission will critically explore whether the health and wellbeing of New Travellers is protected by legislation and how their everyday lives are impacted upon. Furthermore, three main areas of concern will be identified, therefore suggesting modifications for the Equality Act 2010 to address the identified failings.

[bookmark: _Hlk531680200]Although it is argued wellbeing does not have a definitive definition, it can be clearly seen throughout Welsh policy (Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015; Social Services and Well-being (Wales) Act 2014). However, in England the government only monitors the wellbeing of individuals within society (Jones and Randall, 2018; Cabinet Office, 2013b). Wellbeing can exist in two dimensions, subjective wellbeing and objective wellbeing. Subjective wellbeing can be measured by asking the individual directly as to how they think and feel about their own wellbeing, evaluating whether they feel aspects of their life give them satisfaction, whether they feel they have had a positive effect, known as the hedonic branch, or the individual can be asked whether their life is meaningful, known as eudemonic. On the other hand, the objective dimension of wellbeing comes from the viewpoint of assumptions relating to an individual’s basic needs and rights, such as adequate food, safety, their physical health, and/or education (Maslow, 2013; Department of Health, 2013), therefore are measured objectively by an individual’s life expectancy or a groups mortality rate. Furthermore, another concept of wellbeing includes an individual’s overall mental health; the absence of a mental illness underpinned by a psychological and social wellbeing. An individual’s positive mental health is suggested to improve an individual’s life expectancy whilst enabling good relationships and an improved resilience to social and health factors (Department of Health, 2013).
There is a lack of research into the health and wellbeing status of adult individuals within the Travelling community (Zeman et al. 2003; Doyal et al. 2002; Van Cleemput, 2000; Hajioff and McKee, 2000; Feder; 1989). Furthermore, difficulties arise when trying to contact individuals from a traveller background in relation to monitoring their health and wellbeing (Dowler and Spencer, 2009), and only fragments of information regarding their health status exist, making it easier for services to ignore their needs (Van Cleemput, 2000). Although this submission is discussing New Travellers specifically within the Travelling community, no research specifically into their health and wellbeing can be founded (Cromarty, 2018; Van Cleemput et al. 2006; Parry et al. 2007; Van Cleemput, 2000). According to a House of Commons Briefing Paper, ‘Gypsies and Travellers’ (Cromarty, 2018), New Travellers are included under the same label as Gypsies and Travellers, in which issues and policies relating to their health are explored. Therefore, due to the similar nomadic lifestyles both groups pertain, both studies undertook by Van Cleemput et al. (2006) and Parry et al. (2007), which primarily focus on Gypsies and Travellers and their health status specifically within England, will be explored. 
Within the study Parry et al. (2007) commenced, a poorer health status was demonstrated, and a significantly higher proportion of the individuals had self-reported symptoms of ill health, when measured alongside other socially excluded and deprived groups in England, such as young single mothers and asylum seekers (Richardson, 2006). Travellers were reported as more likely to suffer with a long-term illness, disability or anxiety and depression that limits their accessibility to daily activities and a work life (Parry et al. 2007). The disparity in Travellers health status has not necessarily been linked with the nomadic lifestyle they lead (Van Cleemput, 2000), as Atterbury (2010) reports individuals from the Traveller community only access healthcare at the point of crisis due to the overt discrimination they face. Furthermore, links have been associated with socioeconomic disadvantages within the Traveller community (Parry et al. 2007).  However, the report suggests further research is needed due to no sub-group distinctions being used within the Traveller community alongside specific analytical methods in which would determine variances across the sample (Parry et al. 2007).
Van Cleemput et al. (2006) informs the study was limited by practical difficulties in accessing individuals from the Gypsies and Travellers group; therefore, limitations are visible. Although the health and wellbeing of Travellers were linked to adverse social experiences and problems faced due to their cultural beliefs and attitudes, they perceived their lifestyle as having benefits on their health, due to factors such as freedom and choice. However, the study illuminated social exclusion and negative social attitudes having a damaging effect to an individual’s mental health (Van Cleemput et al. 2006).
Although limitations are visible within both studies, the suffering of Travellers health and wellbeing is clear (Parry et al. 2007; Van Cleemput et al. 2006),. Furthermore, additional reports such as ‘Hidden Needs’, further highlights the poorer health experiences that Travellers experience, such as high levels of stress, anxiety and depression (Aspinall, 2014). Therefore, calling for more effective action to address such concerns (Cromarty, 2018). Similarly, to Van Cleemput et al. (2006) study, health and wellbeing inequalities arise from social and cultural factors (Cromarty, 2018). Furthermore, prejudice and discrimination across England and Wales (Marsh, 2017; BBC, 2017; Atterbury, 2010) such as healthcare staff refusing to register individuals off the roadside as new patients, due to long held beliefs of Travellers causing trouble (Atterbury, 2010), or having no formal identification or no fixed address (Friends, Families and Travellers, 2018; Aspinall, 2014; Atterbury, 2010). However, according to the registered charity, Friends, Families and Travellers (2018), healthcare providers cannot refuse individuals from the Traveller community for not having a form of identification or no fixed address. For example, at a doctor’s surgery, the Traveller patient can be registered at the surgery’s address. Nevertheless, central to the problem for the Traveller community within the UK is the hostility they face from the settled population (Van Cleemput, 2000), contributing and exacerbating the inequalities New Travellers experience (Cromarty, 2018).
Reports published by the EHRC: ‘How Fair is Britain’ (EHRC, 2010), ‘Human Rights Review’ (EHRC, 2012) and ‘Is Britain Fairer: The State of Equality and Human Rights’ (EHRC, 2015), continue to express the inequalities individuals from the Travelling community experience, expressing that the inequalities are continually rising (Cromarty, 2018; EHRC, 2015). Challenges for New Travellers accessing healthcare was highlighted (EHRC, 2015) and the life expectancy of these individuals are reported as continually lowering (Cromarty, 2018). Cromarty (2018) reports several factors are involved with the life expectancy decline, including social invisibility and deprivation alongside the discrimination and stigma they face.

A pertinent question stands out in relation to New Travellers having chosen their alternative lifestyle on the road, or whether circumstances in one’s life has forced the alternative living style upon them (Martin, 2002; Van Cleemput, 2000). Contemporary New Travellers tend to have been pushed into the nomadic way of life due to poor life circumstances, such poverty and homelessness which impacts on health and wellbeing (Martin, 2002; Webster and Millar, 2001). The bilaterally of choice and force, then has wider implications regarding British politics and policy making (Martin, 2002). For example, New Travellers, that have chosen this way of life, could be viewed as demonstrating an unwillingness to participate in their temporary community or society as a whole, or reversely, ‘celebrate and affirm their freedom of choice’ (Martin, 2002, p. 724). However, Martin (2002) further adds that if an individual believes they have been forced onto the road through homelessness, flaws and insufficiencies could be highlighted within social policy.
In a historical context, Hetherington (2000, p.6) suggests that up until the late 1980s, New Travellers chose their life on the road ‘as a deliberate rejection of house dwelling’. However, Martin (2002) argues due to the Conservative government introducing various initiatives, such as the poll tax during the late 1980s, many young individuals were not entitled to claim benefits. Consequentially, the idea of leaving their parental home and the fantasy of life on the road influenced their decision, therefore, shifting the concept of being forced rather than choice and necessity.
According to Clark (1997), three generations of New Travellers can be identified. Firstly, individuals who largely chose to become New Travellers and that were associated with the Peace Convoy in the 1970s, those who were part of the free festival circuit and parented the second generation of New Travellers who were born on the road, eventually forming their own New Traveller families, therefore creating the third generation of New Travellers. However, contemporarily individuals are choosing the New Traveller van-dwelling way of life, due to low paid wages versus high rental prices (Vickers, 2018; Williams, 2018) or because they are a vulnerable individual and haven chosen to live with a group of people for security (Bristol City Council and Avon and Somerset Constabulary, no date). On the other hand, Clark (1997) suggests many of the second and third generations of Travellers seeked sanctuary from government policies due to the adverse and ongoing effects they suffered, due to the social consequences of ‘Thatcherism’ in the 1980s. This theme has continued through the vilification of New Travellers by politicians and the media (Martin, 2002), whereby they are reported as a subject of suspicion or disapproval (EHRC, 2010). Furthermore, Margaret Thatcher suggested that New Travellers were accepting of advantages that comes from a free society, however they decline to rise to any of the responsibilities that favour and embrace society (Rojek, 1988) and announced to find new ways of making their lives as difficult as possible (Christopher, 2003). ‘Spider’ (no date, cited in Lowe and Shaw, 1993), a New Traveller, recalls when authoritative powers were less discriminatory regarding festivals in the early seventies when the local police force would shine their lights on the stage. However, more recently New Travellers are met with oppression.
In the mid-1980s, a convoy of approximately 450 New Travellers, including women and children approached Stonehenge for the 12th annual free festival (Worthington, 2005; James, 2005; Christopher, 2003). However, all participants were ambushed by 1,300 police officers and members of Ministry of Defence, who assaulted the Travellers and attempted to arrest individuals causing unprecedented brutality (The Children’s Society, 2010; Worthington, 2005; James, 2005; Christopher, 2003). The operation was named ‘Operation Solstice’ (James, 2005), although it is most famously recognised as ‘The Battle of the Beanfield’ (Worthington, 2005; James, 2005; Christopher, 2003). According to Kenrick and Clark (2000, p.121), the direct confrontation between the police force and New Travellers was described as a ‘one-sided massacre’, resulting in multiple arrests and the destruction of New Travellers vehicles (The Children’s Society, 2010).
In the 1980s and the 1990s, the Conservative government created legislation to manage New Travellers and their nomadic lifestyle (The Children’s Society, 2010; James, 2005). The obligation for local authorities to find suitable sites for Traveller individuals was removed, amending the Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994, which introduced the concept of ‘prohibiting trespassory assemblies’, enabling senior police officers to ban groups of individuals if they contained twenty or more people and if the police feared any type of ‘serious disruption to the life of the community’ resulting in serious public disorder damage to a property (The Children’s Society, 2010; Worthington, 2009; Christopher, 2003; Criminal Justice and Public Order Act, 1994, c.33, p. 10). However, the Human Rights Act 1998 Article 11 states, individuals have the ‘freedom of assembly and association’, whereby a person has the fundamental freedom to assemble as long as no wrongful act is done, such as violence threats or obstruction to traffic (Human Rights Act, 1998, c.42, Article 11; de Mello, 2000). Furthermore, the introduction of the Criminal Justice Act 2003 (Categories of Offences) Order 2004, which repealed the Caravans Sites Act 1968, criminalised the entire lifestyle of New Travellers and including traditional Travellers leading a nomadic lifestyle (Worthington, 2009; James, 2005; Christopher, 2003; Martin, 2002). Before the Caravans Sites Act 1968 was repealed, the ethical and cultural differences between the variety of Travellers were ignored; whatever their race or origin, they were classified as a person of nomadic habitat (Van Cleemput, 2000). More recently, Cromarty (2018) argues that the Equality Act 2010 should protect all Gypsy and Traveller individuals against discrimination. Furthermore, public authorities are required to demonstrate a due regard to eliminate such discrimination. However, Worthington (2009) suggests the introduction of restrictive legislation previously, was in relation to consequences of the battle of the Beanfield, due to the frustration felt by the government of failing to secure convictions of New Travellers (James, 2005).
Contemporarily, the city of Bristol has been in the media due to a high number of New Travellers and individuals lining the more deprived areas of the city in their vans and caravans. Some individuals suggest they are being forced to dwell in vehicles due to wages not meeting the rising cost of rental properties (Williams, 2018; Davis, 2018; Wall, 2018) and housing benefit being reduced for some individuals, therefore, they are taking advantage of a legal loophole that enables vehicle owners to remain in situ, as long as they have a valid MOT certificate and up to date vehicle tax (Davis, 2018); although Bristol is not the only reported city where individuals have resorted to residing within vehicles (Wall, 2018; Crisis, 2017). Bristol City Council (BCC) and Avon and Somerset Police have created a policy for ‘Vehicle Dwelling Encampments on the Highway’ (Bristol City Council and Avon and Somerset Constabulary, no date), specifically aimed at individuals living in vehicles across Bristol. The policy will attempt to ensure the wellbeing of the van dwelling residents of Bristol whilst reducing health inequalities (Bristol City Council and Avon and Somerset Constabulary, no date). However, officials will be able to enforce encampments to be moved on from the area, if there are reports of anti-social behaviour from the neighbouring houses or they are causing disruption (Williams, 2018; Wall, 2018). Such anti-social behaviour has been described as the use of illegal drugs, loud music, breaking of entry, littering and public defecation (Williams, 2018; Davis, 2018; Wall, 2018). However, the police and the council have confirmed they will look at each case individually and consider their circumstances, considering the welfare and proximity to needed local services for each vehicle (Davis, 2018; Bristol City Council and Avon and Somerset Constabulary, no date). However, reports claim some of the vans and caravans have had windows smashed in, been set on fire or are covered in graffiti (Williams, 2018; Davis, 2018). Williams (2018) argues these are people’s homes, therefore the policy should be protecting the health and wellbeing of New Travellers. Although the policy is aiming to protect both those living in neighbouring houses and the van dwelling New Travellers (Bristol City Council and Avon and Somerset Constabulary, no date), it is too soon to suggest how the policy works in practice to protect the health and wellbeing of New Travellers.

The right for an individual to have a home is protected within Article 8 of the Human Rights Act 1998 and is something the majority of western society take for granted (EHRC, 2012; Human Rights Act 1998). However, the ‘Human Rights Review’ demonstrated that the rights of individuals within the Travelling communities were often overlooked (EHRC, 2012). As Williams (2018) asserts, vehicles such as vans and caravans are New Travellers homes. However, police have the power to search a vehicle, or anything in or attached to the vehicle, under the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984, Section 1(2)(a) (Authorised Professional Practice, 2018; West Yorkshire Police, no date). The uniformed police officer must suspect the vehicle and its occupant of carrying stolen or prohibited items, sharp blades or fireworks, therefore, classified as reasonable grounds for a stop and search, under Section 1(3) of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (Authorised Professional Practice, 2018). However, according to Christopher (2003), little evidence is visible regarding New Travellers being responsible for any serious criminal activity. The nature of their crimes were usually victimless crimes, such as trespassing or light damage to the land (Christopher, 2003).
New Travellers are often represented as deviant individuals within society (Becker, 2008; Christopher, 2003), and although officers are subject to remaining equal in their values and beliefs with a need to eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation within the public sector, officers are not permitted to stop and search an individual’s vehicle solely based on the driver or any passengers protected characteristics (Authorised Professional Practice, 2018). However, Fraser (2007, cited in Donnelly-Drummond, 2016) reports higher policing of New Travellers, due to slipping under the radar of government surveillance from having a lack of permanent address, counteracts against the state’s wish to gain knowledge of their citizens whereabouts, in hand, leading to greater resources from the state (Fraser, 2007 cited in Donnelly-Drummond, 2016; Christopher, 2003).
Furthermore, national and local media outlets have both conveyed articles linking individuals from the Travelling community to a rise in crime rates based on guesswork, rather than truth; presenting the nomadic lifestyle as a problem to society (EHRC, 2010). This then has further implications regarding the public opinion on New Travellers (Farid, 2018; Horton, 2017; Higgins, 2016), whereby Hodges (2017) and Williams (2016) argues in a post-truth world, truth or facts are less influential in manipulating public opinion than ideologies that appeal to an individual’s emotions and belief system. However, Higgins (2016) argues that the majority of the public only hears what they want to hear due to actively seeking media sources with a bias they agree with. Contemporarily, there has been a rise in false news and post-truth, with everyone from individuals to state-sponsored entities being able to produce and distribute information that is misguiding the general public, therefore leading to implications that threaten society and democracy (Farid, 2018). For example, the variable political stances between left and right; each has their own version of reality in which their side is the global truth, thinking the other side is gaining their information from bad sources to serve their agenda and feeling for the consensus of individuals they believe warrant similar values (Crispin, 2018; Levy, 2017). Farid (2018) and Hannan (2018) suggest the public should demand more vigorous fact checking and take more responsibility to put pressure on media outlets to rein in the abuse of fake news on their platforms and restore some rationality and order back to the public discourse (Ball 2017 cited in Hannan, 2018). However, Farid (2018) further suggests that some of the responsibility should lie with the legislative bodies and how they could contend with this phenomenon. For example, Malaysia is introducing a law that would punish individuals with a fine or prison sentence if they were to publish fake news. In view of this, Horton (2017) suggests that the manipulation of public attitudes is happening all around and will continue (Horton, 2017).

Conclusively, due to the non-conventional nomadic lifestyle New Travellers live, they are among the most discriminated group of individuals within the UK (Cromarty, 2018; Donnelly-Drummond, 2016; The Children’s Society, 2010; Van Cleemput, 2000), and continue to face high levels of discrimination, continuing the cycle of inequalities they experience (Cromarty, 2018). The Equality Act 2010 prohibits forms of inequality, such as harassment, discrimination and victimisation against protected characteristics of an individual’s race, whereby New Travellers fall outside of the race definition of protected characteristics and are not protected against discrimination, harassment and victimisation (Cromarty, 2018; Equality Act, 2010). Furthermore, when the government is planning and creating policy and public services, the statistical data used is not reflecting an accurate representation of the marginalised individuals within the Gypsy and Traveller group (Cromarty, 2018; EHRC, 2010; Niner, 2003; Van Cleemput, 2000; ONS, no date), therefore leading to failings within the Equality Act 2010 (Cromarty, 2018).
Therefore, in relation to addressing the three identified failings: the health and wellbeing of New Travellers (EHRC, 2015; Aspinall, 2014; Maslow, 2013; Department of Health, 2013; Atterbury, 2010; Dowler and Spencer, 2009; Parry et al. 2007; Van Cleemput et al. 2006; Van Cleemput, 2000), the discrimination New Travellers face from politicians, the media and the wider society (Cromarty, 2018; Authorised Professional Practice, 2018; Marsh, 2017; BBC, 2017; Donnelly-Drummond, 2016; The Children’s Society, 2010; Atterbury, 2010; Van Cleemput, 2000; Race Relations Amendment Act, 2000), and the unprotected search of New Traveller’s vehicles (Williams, 2018; Authorised Professional Practice, 2018; EHRC, 2012; Human Rights Act, 1998; Police and Criminal Evidence Act, 1984; West Yorkshire Police, no date), contradictions within the Equality Act 2010 are visible (Cromarty, 2018; Equality Act, 2010). This is important due to negative impacts upon their health and wellbeing (Parry et al. 2007; Van Cleemput et al. 2006). Prejudice, discrimination (Cromarty, 2018; Marsh, 2017; Atterbury, 2010), and social deprivation of New Travellers have a detrimental effect on their life expectancy (Cromarty, 2018). The Department of Health (2013) argue an individual’s mental health effects their life expectancy and resilience to health and social factors. Therefore, effecting the subjective and objective wellbeing of New Travellers (Department of Health, 2013).
Throughout the timeline of society, policies have been created as an attempt to control the ‘folk devils’ of society. Furthermore, New Travellers have been treated unfairly by politicians (Cromarty, 2018; Richardson, 2006; Martin, 2002) and authoritative powers to highlight such forms of control (Richardson, 2006); therefore, New Travellers being described as the deviants of society, and used as ‘vote-winning’ tactics when implications are made to crack down them (Cohen, 1980 cited in Richardson, 2006), similarly to other minority groups (Richardson, 2006). Furthermore, increase in fake news further adds to the implications that New Travellers will face within society (Farid, 2018; EHRC, 2010), due to everyone being able to impose their manipulations and ideologies onto the wider public feeding their emotions, beliefs and attitudes (Crispin, 2018; Hodges, 2017; Levy, 2017; Williams, 2016). 
To ensure the health and wellbeing of new travellers are protected (Cromarty, 2018; Parry et al. 2007; Van Cleemput et al. 2006; Martin, 2002), modification to policy needs to counteract the discrimination faced under the Equality Act 2010, due to classification of race (Cromarty, 2018). However due to the transient nature of new travellers (Van Cleemput, 2000), whom escape the surveillance of government state (Fraser, 2007 cited in Donnelly-Drummond, 2016; Christopher, 2003) and governments wanting power and control over citizens (Cromarty, 2018; Richardson, 2006; Martin, 2002), it seems unlikely that policies created by government will ever help to protect this minority when their lifestyle actively resists the wishes of status quo.
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