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The mission of the Offaly Traveller Movement (OTM) is to empower Travellers and to 
work as a partnership between them and settled people to achieve equality and social jus-
tice for Travellers in the County.  The need for this research was identified by OTM when 
they recognised that most of the studies relating to homelessness were undertaken in ur-
ban settings and did not take in to account rural aspects or the particular needs and cir-
cumstances of marginalised groups such as Travellers. The purpose of this research is to 
increase OTM’s understanding of Traveller homelessness and to bring about positive 
change for Travellers affected by homelessness in rural areas in Ireland. This is the first 
significant piece of research into the experiences of homeless Travellers living in Co. Of-
faly and one of the first pieces of work to explore homelessness among the Traveller 
community in general.  Ending homelessness for Traveller families can be particularly dif-
ficult not least because of widespread racism and discrimination.  Travellers who experi-
ence homelessness often have an additional range of complex and multi-faceted needs 
which include poor literacy and education as well as poor mental and physical health. 
This report is based on in-depth research with members of the Traveller community who 
are currently experiencing, or have recently experienced, an episode of homelessness. Us-
ing a life history approach, the research explored the research participants’ pathways into, 
through and out of homelessness. The research examines how they experience homeless-
ness and the ways that this impacts upon their homeless journeys and their pathways out 
of homelessness. This approach has shown that for those interviewed, the provision of 
affordable, good quality and culturally appropriate accommodation is key to a sustainable 
exit from homelessness. 
Chapter one provides a general introduction and framework for the document. It out-
lines the research methodology used for this research, including information on why qual-
itative life histories were used for this study, as well as information on sample selection. 
Using a qualitative methodology, life history interviews were undertaken with 14 partici-
pants from the Traveller community. The participants were either homeless at the time of 
interview, or had experienced homelessness in the 12 months prior to interview. A pur-
posive sample was used in order to gain insight from people who had experienced a varie-
ty of different homeless situations.  
Aims of the research 
The overarching aim of this research was to explore the experience of homelessness for 
Travellers in Co. Offaly and to describe how Travellers are accounted for within the defi-
nitions of homelessness used at a County level. 
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Research questions 
1. How is homelessness defined in Co. Offaly and what does this mean for Travellers in 

gaining access to services? 
2. Why Travellers are at risk of becoming homeless? 
3. How are Travellers in Co. Offaly experiencing pathways into, through and out of 

homelessness? 
 
Chapter two sets out the context in which this research has taken place. The complexities 
of defining and measuring homelessness are outlined; as are the risk factors associated with 
homelessness; the homeless statistics for Ireland and County Offaly; and the context of 
homeless service provision in the county. Data on the Irish Traveller population is includ-
ed in this chapter as it clearly shows how Travellers are at a high risk of experiencing 
homelessness. Issues of discrimination and assimilation are outlined as these have an im-
pact on Travellers access to secure and appropriate accommodation, including Traveller 
specific accommodation. 
 
The issues associated with defining homelessness are well documented. In Ireland, the 
statutory definition is legally defined through the Housing Act, 1988. The legal definition 
had been criticised for its ambiguity and the way it allows for agencies to broaden or nar-
row the definition as they see fit. Research has shown how many of the differences be-
tween local authorities in their interpretation of the definition of homelessness, as outlined 
in the 1988 Act, is due to their interpretation of whether the person is considered to be in 
accommodation that they ‘can reasonably occupy or remain in occupation of’ (Bergin et al, 
2005:11). This was found to be the case through a discussion with a representative from 
the housing department in Offaly County Council who agreed that the legislation is very 
ambiguous and allows for a lot of discretion when the demand on services is high. Cur-
rently, Offaly County Council is experiencing a high demand on limited homeless services, 
therefore the interpretation of the definition is very narrow with emergency accommoda-
tion being used as an absolute last resort for people who are roofless. For example, people 
who are ‘couch surfing’ or staying with someone temporarily are not considered to be in 
priority need of emergency accommodation as the ambiguous definition of homelessness 
allows for them to be considered to be in accommodation that they can ‘reasonably occu-
py’.1 Under the 1988 Act, local authorities have a duty to conduct assessments of home-
lessness as part of their tri-annual assessments of housing need. These assessments have 
been criticised for understating the numbers of people experiencing homelessness. For 
example, O’Connor (2008) explains how the routine administrative tasks such as complet-
ing forms and attending appointments, which are essential for demonstrating and assessing 
need, ‘can be beyond the capacity of people experiencing homelessness who may have 
other, unmet support needs, related to mental health, learning difficulty or addiction’. 
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At a European level, FEANTSA (the European Federation of National Organisations work-
ing with the Homeless) have developed a typology of homelessness and housing exclusion as 
a means of improving the understanding and measurement of homelessness across Europe. 
The typology includes situations where a person is roofless, houseless, living in insecure ac-
commodation and living in inadequate accommodation. Travellers can be found living in all 
of the living situations outlined by FEANTSA (Department of Environment, Heritage and 
Local Government, 2014; CSO, 2012a; Watson and Parsons, 2005). The understanding of 
homelessness and housing exclusion outlined in the FEANTSA typology, removes the ambi-
guity present in the Irish definition of homelessness as to where Travellers who are living on 
unofficial sites or doubled up in bays (which can result in severe overcrowding on halting 
sites), due to a lack of Traveller specific accommodation, fall in relation to homelessness, 
housing exclusion and related service provision. 
There is no definitive list of reasons why people become homeless.  However, there are vari-
ous risk factors that can contribute to the possibility that someone would find themselves 
out of home. Explanations for homelessness were traditionally divided into two broad cate-
gories: structural and individual. Structural causes locate the issue of homelessness within 
social and economic structures and identify the distribution of wealth and power as a key 
contributing factor to homelessness (Focus Ireland, no date b). Issues such as poverty, un-
employment, cost and restrictions on welfare payments, the shortage of affordable housing, 
poor quality housing, lack of appropriate support services for people leaving state care, and 
lack of appropriate mental health services tend to be cited as the leading structural causes of 
homelessness (Focus Ireland, no date b). Individual causes of homelessness focus on the 
personal characteristics and behaviours of homeless people and suggest that issues such as ill
-mental health, addiction, leaving the parental home due to disagreements, marital or rela-
tionship breakdown, leaving care or an institution, a financial crisis and/or eviction are the 
main causes of homelessness. Like the literature discussing the definition of homelessness, 
the literature on the causes of homelessness is ‘primarily a reflection of who is writing about 
the problem’ (Novac et al, 1996: 4). For example, Hoch, (1986) found that homeless advo-
cates were more likely to focus on economic distress as an explanation for someone becom-
ing homeless, whereas service providers were more likely to focus on social or physical dis-
tress. However, it is generally accepted nowadays that it is a complex interaction between 
these individual characteristics and the wider structural factors that result in someone be-
coming homeless. 
The fact that homelessness is not a ‘point in time’ experience but can be understood as a 
continuum was recognised in The Way Home which is the strategy to address adult home-
lessness in Ireland. This continuum ranges from being at risk of homelessness, through to 
becoming homeless, becoming institutionalised into homelessness and/or becoming en-
trenched in street homelessness.  
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The homeless strategy emphasises the importance of recognising a person’s or households’ 
position on the continuum so that appropriate and effective interventions can be provided 
to ensure individuals or households progress out of homelessness rather than progressing 
through the continuum (Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government, 
2008). This research takes a pathways approach to exploring how homelessness is experi-
enced by the Travellers who participated in the study, focusing on entries to, the experience 
of and exits (or barriers to exits) from homelessness. 
Clapham explains that in using a pathways approach, homelessness is viewed as an ‘episode 
or episodes in a person’s housing career’ (2003: 123). These episodes can be related to each 
other, as well as housing circumstances before and after each episode (Fitzpatrick, 2012: 
365). This approach, takes account of both the structural and individual causes of homeless-
ness by assuming that pathways of homelessness and housing are related to other aspects of 
a person’s life, lifestyle and life transitions, for example, employment and family maturation 
(Mayock and Corr, 2013). As the approach is rooted in social constructivism, a strong em-
phasis is placed on ‘the meanings that people attached to “homelessness and home”, thereby 
illuminating individuals’ perspectives on what it is like to be homeless or housed’ (Mayock 
and Corr, 2013: 13). This approach is also useful in bringing hidden forms of homelessness 
to light, for example, episodes of staying temporarily with friends or relatives (Fitzpatrick, 
2012).  
Traveller homelessness in County Offaly 
Figures provided by Offaly County Council show that out of a total of 141 homeless presen-
tations in the County in 2015, 27 of these, or 19.1 per cent were Travellers.2 Considering the 
fact that Travellers make up 1.3 percent of the population in Co. Offaly as a whole,3 it is 
alarming to see that they account for 19.1 per cent of those presenting as homeless within 
the County. As well as the high proportion of Travellers presenting as homeless in County 
Offaly, the county has a higher proportion of Traveller families living in unofficial sites than 
the proportion nationally. In County Offaly, 13.5 per cent of Travellers live on unofficial 
sites (37 families), whereas the corresponding figure nationally is 4.4 per cent (Department 
of Environment, Heritage and Local Government, 2014).  
Before a person can gain access to homeless services (including emergency accommodation 
provided by voluntary bodies) they must be considered homeless through an assessment by 
the local authority assessment and placement services. Once they have been assessed as 
homeless, they will be offered emergency accommodation if this is available. There is limited 
emergency accommodation available in the midlands region. Only six units are located in 
County Offaly so most people who find themselves homeless are required to travel to anoth-
er county in order to access a bed. Currently beds are available in Tullamore, Athlone, Long-
ford and Mullingar.  
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According to a representative from the Housing Department in Offaly County Council, the 
demand for these beds is very high, therefore availability is always limited. If a person pre-
sents as homeless and is assessed as such, they will be given a bed in emergency accommoda-
tion if there is on available at that time.4 There are no hostels in the region that cater for fam-
ilies so presenting couples with children are separated. Children can be accommodated with 
their mothers, although some facilities will only accept boys up to the age of 14. However, if 
a father with a child presents as homeless, there is no emergency hostel accommodation 
available to accommodate them.  
Travellers are at high risk of experiencing homelessness. Lower levels of educational attain-
ment than the general population, coupled with endemic unemployment (84.3% unemploy-
ment rate in 2011 Census), social welfare reliance, high levels of poverty, high levels of disa-
bility and other health issues, means that Travellers are less able than the wider population to 
source accommodation from their own resources. This leaves them heavily reliant on the 
local authority as a provider of accommodation. The risk of homelessness is strengthened 
still when the issue of ethnic denial and assimilationist accommodation provision are added 
to the pot. The criminalisation of trespass under Section 24 of the Housing Act, 2002 is a 
contributing factor as this affectively makes homeless, Travellers who have a preference to 
live in a trailer/caravan, but have no halting site space available to them. In County Offaly 
the demand for Traveller specific accommodation units/bays is high (illustrated by the num-
ber of families living on unofficial sites) yet the provision of new Traveller specific accom-
modation is limited (only two additional permanent caravan sites were provided in 2015 and 
none are proposed for 2016).5  
Chapter three summarises the findings from the research based on peoples’ pathways into, 
through and out of homelessness. Themes that emerged throughout the interviews are dis-
cussed including issues associated with physical and mental health, the day-to-day experience 
of homelessness and participants’ support networks. This chapter concludes by examining 
how participants perceived the concept of a home and illustrates that Travellers are a hetero-
geneous group of people with hopes, desires and needs that vary widely from person to per-
son. 
Pathway’s into homelessness 
The reasons why people became homeless were varied and complex. For some of the re-
search participants, this was their first episode of homelessness. But for most, they had al-
ready experienced a number of episodes throughout their life. Discussions around the rea-
sons why people first entered homelessness focused on access to good quality and affordable 
accommodation and access to Traveller specific accommodation. Issues such as discrimina-
tion and social welfare reliance meant that the research participants felt that the limited hous-
ing available through the private market was inaccessible to them. 
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For those who did not want to live in standard housing, a lack of safe and secure halting site 
bays was cited a number of times as a reason why someone was living on an unofficial site. 
Others entered homelessness when they left a house to come back out to live in their trailer, 
due to the isolation they felt in standard housing. Therefore, inappropriate housing of peo-
ple who have a preference for a different type of accommodation, appears to be contrib-
uting to repeat episodes of homelessness for some. 
Pathways through homelessness 
The research participants were very open and honest when speaking about their experience 
of being homeless.  Their homeless journeys were varied and complex throughout their life 
histories. People experienced different homeless situations at different periods in their life 
and included periods of living roofless and houseless, as well as in insecure and inadequate 
accommodation. The length of time that people spent homeless varied from person to per-
son and between homeless episodes. The longest periods were experienced by people living 
in unofficial sites and shorter periods included time spent in emergency hostel or B&B ac-
commodation.  
This research found that health was an issue of significant concern to the participants. This 
related to their own health, but also that of their immediate family. Participants described a 
range of health issues that they felt were attributed directly to their living conditions such 
chronic kidney infections (children living on unofficial sites), high blood pressure and de-
pression. Poor mental health was described as a problem affecting the Traveller community 
in general and worries about suicide were raised on a number of occasions. 
The Travellers who took part in this research were currently, or had been recently, living in 
very difficult situations. Some had spent periods sleeping in cars, other had spent times in 
emergency accommodation and almost all had spent some time in over-crowded accommo-
dation. Many had spent considerable time living in unofficial sites without access to basic 
amenities such as water, sewage and mains electricity. They described how many simple 
things about day-to-day life become much more difficult when you are experiencing an epi-
sode of homelessness. Days needed to be well planned so that the participants could factor 
in time to collect water (often from a relative’s place of residence); go the local gym or swim-
ming poor to get washed; travel to use the toilet; go in to town to do the laundry; or do 
shopping each day for perishable foods. The lack of refrigeration was an issue for storing 
food but also for one participant who needed to store insulin in a fridge and instead had to 
store it under the car that he was living in. 
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The strength of families ties among the research participants became apparent throughout 
the research. For almost all of the participants (12 of 14), families were described as a key 
provider of support and played a crucial role in alleviating the burdens of homelessness. 
Two main themes emerged through the discussions on support networks in the interviews: 
the strength and importance of family as a support network and the perceived lack of sup-
port from statutory and voluntary agencies. Some of the participants described how they felt 
forgotten about by statutory and voluntary agencies. The relationship with the local authori-
ty was often viewed as an antagonistic one rather than supportive. Some people resented 
that they could only gain access to voluntary homeless services, such as the Midland Simon 
Community, through the local authority. At the same time, of who wanted to live in stand-
ard housing, accommodation provided by the local authority was the preferred tenure. This 
was due to the lack of security provided through the private rented sector and the difficulties 
people faced in accessing private rented accommodation in the first place. The participants 
felt that discrimination by landlords, the difference between the Housing Assistance Pay-
ment (HAP) and the market rent, and a general shortage in rental properties in the main 
towns, excluded them from the private rental market. 
Pathways out of homelessness 
A number of themes emerged in discussions focusing on pathways of homelessness. The 
main enablers and barriers that were identified are outlined below. This research found that 
for many of the participants, accessing emergency accommodation was an issue. This was 
for a number of reasons including the fact that almost all of the beds were located outside of 
the county; there are no family units in the region resulting in families having to separate; 
and, for the men in the study, the fact that they feared living in another county alone due to 
ongoing feuding between some Travellers. All of the men felt that their name alone could 
leave them open to violence if they moved county. 
Chapter three concludes with some findings around what a home means to the participants 
and their hopes for the future. Although accommodation preference and hopes differed be-
tween participants, they all had one thing in common in that they wished for somewhere to 
live that felt secure. For those who had spent time living in the private rented sector and on 
unofficial sites, the worries about being asked to leave had taken their toll. This led most of 
the participants to state that local authority accommodation – whether standard housing or 
Traveller specific – was their preference as they felt that no one would come ‘knocking on 
your door’ asking you to leave in this tenure. Home ownership was not mentioned once as 
the tenure of choice, which is not really surprising considering the difference in levels of 
homeownership between the Traveller community and the general population at 20.2 per 
cent and 69.7 per cent respectively. 
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Chapter four will present the conclusions and recommendations of the report. A focus on 
the enablers and barriers of exiting homelessness that were discussed by the research partici-
pants are outlined. Most of the people interviewed were still experiencing an episode of 
homelessness at the time of interview. However most had exited homelessness for a period 
at another stage in their lives. The research participants discussed the following as enablers 
to exiting an episode of homelessness: 
· Access to good quality, affordable accommodation.  
· Access to Traveller specific accommodation, designed in consultation with Travellers. 
· Access to a bay on a small halting site in which families are accommodated together. 
· Access to family units of emergency accommodation. 
· The provision of more emergency accommodation within County Offaly. 
· Access to employment opportunities.  
· Further education – however, this was not seen as an enabler on its own as people felt 

that they still face discrimination in accessing employment despite undertaking further 
education. 

· Support to maintain a tenancy for people who have no experience of living in stand-
ard housing. 

· Access to information, advice and assistance on accessing accommodation. 
· Mental health support. 
Unfortunately, a multitude of exit barriers from homelessness were identified by the partici-
pants in the research. Some of these issues have persisted for many years, while others ap-
peared to the participants to be getting worse in more recent times. Fatalistic thinking was 
evident throughout the research with most participants pessimistic about a change in their 
accommodation situation in the near future. The exit barriers included: 
· Lack of culturally appropriate accommodation suitable to for their needs. 
· A lack of desire by the local authority to provide this form of accommodation. 
· Local opposition to Traveller accommodation. 
· A shortage of local authority housing. 
· A lack of affordable accommodation in the private rented sector. 
· The reduced level of Jobseeker’s Allowance for the under 26s. 
· The difference between the HAP payment and the current market rates for rental 

properties. 
· Discrimination among landlords resulting in a reluctance to rent dwellings to Travel-

lers. 
· Discrimination among employers in accessing the labour market. 
· The location of emergency homeless accommodation. 
· The lack of family units in the region. 
· Mental health difficulties. 
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The main recommendations of this research are: 
Recommendation 1: Travellers living in unofficial sites should be included in local authori-
ty and Census counts of homelessness. 
Recommendation 2: The local authority should take account of the different situations of 
homelessness and housing exclusion that Travellers face in comparison to the general popu-
lation. This should be reflected in the ‘Assessment of Housing Need’ to ensure that home-
less Travellers are included under the ‘homeless’ category where relevant to reflect more ac-
curate homeless numbers.  
Recommendation 3: OTM supports the call for the establishment of a Traveller Accom-
modation Agency, to take over the responsibility from local authorities the provision of ac-
commodation for Travellers, as recommended by the 1995 Task Force on the Travelling 
Community. 
Recommendation 4: The current definition of homelessness set out in the Housing Act, 
1988 is too ambiguous and a more definitive definition of what constitutes homelessness is 
required to ensure agencies do not broaden or narrow the definition as they see fit.  
Recommendation 5: It is recommended that the homeless budget for the midlands in-
crease in line with the growing demand on services in the region.  
Recommendation 6: There are currently only six emergency beds available in county Offa-
ly. It is recommended that these increase to at least 12 units, including the provision of at 
least three family units.  
Recommendation 7: It is recommended that emergency family units are provided within 
the region to ensure families are not separated when they enter emergency hostel accommo-
dation.  
Recommendation 8: The current case load of the Midlands Simon Community Regional 
Support Service (22 people per county) should be increased to better reflect the demand in 
each county. This would require an increase of funding for the service as outlined in recom-
mendation five. 
Recommendation 9: The Homeless Action Team should include more joined up thinking 
with regards to the Traveller Accommodation Programme to ensure that the needs of 
homeless Travellers are considered. More synergy between the Homeless Action Plan and 
the Traveller Accommodation Programme is required. 
Recommendation 10: Further work and consultation is necessary to address the issue of 
culturally appropriate emergency accommodation for Travellers. 
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Recommendation 11: Travellers in County Offaly are currently represented on the Home-
less Action Team by an employee of the local authority. OTM feel strongly that local au-
thority representation of Travellers on the Homeless Action Team is inappropriate consider-
ing the issues discussed in the relationship between Travellers and the local authority. Trav-
ellers cannot expect fair representation and consideration unless they are represented by 
someone from within the Traveller community or from a Traveller organisation. 
Recommendation 12: Traveller specific accommodation should be provided within County 
Offaly as a matter of urgency so that Travellers who have a desire to continue to live their 
traditional way of life are not forced to assimilate into the general population through a 
move to standard housing.  
Recommendation 13: Meaningful consultation should take place with Travellers to ensure 
that the accommodation provided as ‘Traveller specific’ is in fact that and not the local au-
thorities view of what Travellers want or need.  
Recommendation 14: Cross-community committees with representatives from the Travel-
ler community and the local settled community should be developed in areas where Travel-
ler specific accommodation is planned. Local opposition is a huge issue in the provision of 
Traveller accommodation so it is important that people work together in order to address 
the fears or worries of those who oppose the accommodation. 
Recommendation 15: The 37 families currently living on unofficial sites in County Offaly, 
without access to the most basic of amenities such as water and sewage, should be accom-
modated appropriately as a priority. 
Recommendation 16: A locally-based Traveller Homeless Team (including the OTM social 
worker, a representative from the Simon Community, representative from Offaly County 
Council and other relevant stakeholders) should be set up to as a coordinated response to 
tackling the issues faced by Travellers experiencing homelessness.  
Recommendation 17: To avoid mental health risks associated with long term homelessness 
and accommodation instability, the provision of adequate, affordable and culturally appro-
priate accommodation should occur in a timely fashion to Travellers experiencing homeless-
ness. 
Recommendation 18: The desire of some Travellers to maintain close ties with extended 
family is an important part of Traveller culture. This should be enabled through the provi-
sion of Traveller specific accommodation that allows family units to live together in both 
halting site and group housing schemes. This would involve consultation with Travellers in 
the allocation of units so that family ties can be maintained, and to ensure families with trou-
bled histories are not accommodated together. 
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Recommendation 19: OTM echoes the call from other Traveller organisations for the gov-
ernment to develop a National Traveller Employment and Career Development Strategy. 
Recommendation 20: Further research is needed to examine links between Traveller inter-
generational long-term unemployment, social isolation and poor physical and mental health.  
Recommendation 21: Sufficient tenancy support should be provided to people entering 
standard housing for the first time, or for others with a high level of need. This should be a 
culturally appropriate version of the tenancy support offered to people availing of the home-
less ‘housing first’ service which provides a support service built around the needs of each 
individual. 
Recommendation 22: There is a need for significant provision of new social housing by 
the local authority and voluntary housing bodies. The exceptionally high numbers of people 
in need of social housing and the current homeless crisis, along with sharp increases in rent, 
mean that social housing is needed as a matter of urgency. This should be a priority focus of 
central and local government. 
Recommendation 23: The full level of Jobseeker’s Allowance should be paid to the under 
26s as the reduced payment unfairly discriminates against people on the grounds of age.  
Recommendation 24: HAP levels should increase in line with current market rents as the 
financial burden of making up the gap between the HAP and their social welfare payment, is 
proving to be too difficult for some people.  
Recommendation 25: Previous research has examined the issue of addiction among people 
experiencing homeless, showing that homeless people have higher rates of substance use 
than the general population. The issue of addiction did not emerge as a significant theme in 
this research. However, this sample size was small. Therefore, it is recommended that fur-
ther research on Traveller homelessness examines the issue of addiction among homeless 
Travellers and how this impacts on their homeless journeys.  
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Background 
In June 2015 The Offaly Traveller Movement (OTM) was awarded funding from St. Ste-
phen’s Green Trust to undertake research into homelessness among Travellers in County 
Offaly. A research tender was advertised in July 2015 and Niamh Murphy, an independent 
research consultant, was contracted to undertake the research. This report presents the find-
ings of the research undertaken between August 2015 and March 2016.  
The mission of OTM is to empower Travellers and to work as a partnership between them 
and settled people to achieve equality and social justice for Travellers in County Offaly.  The 
need for this research was identified by OTM when they recognised that most of the studies 
relating to homelessness were undertaken in urban settings and did not take in to account 
rural aspects or the particular needs and circumstances of marginalised groups such as Trav-
ellers. The purpose of this research is to increase OTM’s understanding of Traveller home-
lessness and to bring about positive change for Travellers affected by homelessness in rural 
areas in Ireland. This is the first significant piece of research into the experiences of home-
less Travellers living in Co. Offaly and one of the first pieces of work to explore homeless-
ness among the Traveller community in general.  Ending homelessness for Traveller families 
can be particularly difficult not least because of widespread racism and discrimination.  Trav-
ellers who experience homelessness often have an additional range of complex and multi-
faceted needs which include poor literacy and education as well as poor mental and physical 
health. 
 
Aims of the research 
The overarching aim of this research is to explore the experience of homelessness for Trav-
ellers in Co. Offaly and to describe how Travellers are accounted for within the definitions 
of homelessness used at a County level. 
 
Research questions 
1. How is homelessness defined in Co. Offaly and what does this mean for Travellers in 

gaining access to services? 
2. Why Travellers are at risk of becoming homeless? 
3. How are Travellers in Co. Offaly experiencing pathways into, through and out of 

homelessness?  
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Research methodology 
 
A qualitative methodology was used in this research in order to address the issue of home-
lessness among Travelers in County Offaly. Qualitative research is especially good when 
looking for rich data to explore the experience of homelessness; taking account of entries 
into and exits out of homelessness. It is also a good way to explore issues as they relate to 
marginalised groups within society as their views are generally invisible within research based 
on the wider society. 
A pathways approach was used in this study as this method involves a recognition that the 
experience of homelessness is fluid rather than static and can evolve throughout a person’s 
‘housing career’ during which time they may have an episode or multiple episodes of home-
lessness (Clapham, 2003). For the purpose of this study, homelessness will be defined as 
outlined in the Housing Act 1988, to include the interpretation outlined in The Way Home. 
A person is defined as homeless under the Act if: 
 (a) there is no accommodation available which, in the opinion of the authority, he, to-
 gether with any other person who resides normally with him or who might reasonably 
 be expected to reside with him, can reasonably occupy or remain in occupation of; or 
 (b) he is living in a hospital, county home, night shelter or other such institution, and 
 is so  living because he has no accommodation of the kind referred to in paragraph (a) 
  
 and he is, in the opinion of the authority, unable to provide accommodation from his 
 own resources (Government of Ireland, 1988).  
 
According to The Way Home homelessness strategy, this definition is generally interpreted 
as including: 
· people living in temporary or insecure accommodation; 
· people living in emergency bed and breakfast accommodation and hostels or Health 

Service Executive (HSE) accommodation because they have nowhere else available to 
them; 

· rough sleepers and 
· victims of family/domestic violence (Department of Environment, Heritage and Lo-

cal Government, 2008).  
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In using this understanding of homelessness, Travellers who are roofless, living in emergen-
cy accommodation or other types of temporary and insecure accommodation were consid-
ered homeless, for example, unofficial and/or un-serviced sites as they await accommoda-
tion allocation from the local authority, in other words living in accommodation providing 
shelter from the elements but lacking the other characteristics of a ‘home’ and/or intended 
only for a short stay.  
The research consists of ‘life history interviews’ with Travellers who are currently, or have 
recently (during the preceding 12 months), experienced an episode of homelessness. Atkin-
son describes how the life story interview is useful for social research: 
 Life stories can help the researcher become more aware of the range of possible roles 
 and standards that exist within human community. They can define an individual’s 
 place in the social order of things and can explain or confirmed experience through 
 the moral, ethical, or social context of a given situation. They can provide the re-
 searcher with information about the social reality existing outside the story that is de-
 scribed by the story. They also can help explain the story itself as a social construct as 
 well as help explain an individual’s understanding of social events, movements, politi-
 cal causes, or how individual members of a group, generation, or cohort see certain 
 events or movement (2002: 129).  
More specifically to homelessness, life history interviews can illustrate how a person sees 
and understands their experience of homelessness, as well as perceptions around their past, 
present and future (Mayock and Corr, 2013). Other recent studies have used the same meth-
od to examine homelessness and have shown this method to be particularly good at captur-
ing biographical details which are relevant in gaining an understanding of homeless pathways 
(Mayock and Corr, 2013; Mayock and Carr, 2008; Mayock and Vekić, 2006; Mayock and 
O’Sullivan, 2007).  
As the interpretation of the definition of homelessness by the local authority and other ser-
vice providers is key to understanding the access that Travellers have to services, consulta-
tion with some key service providers was undertaken as part of this research. In order that 
the experiences of homeless Travellers and the themes arising from the life history inter-
views can be addressed in the service provider consultation, the interviews with Travellers 
took place before the service provider discussions. 
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Study participants 
 
A purposive sample, which is a form of non-probability sample often used in qualitative re-
search, was used for this study.  The main goal of this kind of sampling is to focus on partic-
ular characteristics of the population of interest which will help to answer the research ques-
tions.  The sample is non-probability and therefore not one that can be generalised to the 
whole population, but as this is not the purpose of qualitative research design, it is not an 
issue or limitation.  The use of purposive sampling meant that respondents could be selected 
that fit the profile, in other words members of the Traveller community in County Offaly 
who are, or have recently been, homeless.  The sample was identified through the research 
assistant who was the accommodation worker with the Offaly Traveller Movement. The re-
search assistant had a good knowledge of the profile of people experiencing homelessness in 
the County and had built up good relationships with many of the Travellers living there. 
Two peer researchers who are members of the Traveller Community were also involved 
with the research and participants were given the option of a peer researcher being present 
at their interview. The issue of relationship and trust has been shown to play an important 
role in involving Travellers in programmes or research and the use of peer researchers was 
invaluable in this regard (see Stakem and York, 2015; All Ireland Traveller Health Study 
Team, 2010; Van Hout, 2011).  
As the special Census report on homelessness shows that similar numbers of Traveller men 
and women were counted as homeless, the survey sample took account of this and similar 
numbers of males and females were invited to participate (CSO, 2012a). To be eligible for 
the study respondents must be: 
1. a member of the Traveller community; 
2. living in County Offaly or have been living in County Offaly directly before a move-

ment to emergency/temporary accommodation outside of the county; 
3. have experienced homelessness (as defined above) within the 12 months prior to in-

terview; and 
4. be aged over 18 years old. 
A cross-section of participants from the Traveller community were invited for interview. 
This included couples were both were present, married persons were one of the couple was 
present, people with children and without, and single people. A total 14 people participated 
in the ten interviews, comprising eight female and six male participants.  
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Their experience of homelessness included living in a car, emergency accommodation, tem-
porary and inadequate accommodation, unofficial sites with no facilities and nowhere else to 
go (due to a lack of provision of Traveller specific accommodation appropriate for their 
needs) dilapidated, unsafe and insecure accommodation, and extremely overcrowded tempo-
rary accommodation. 
A selection of relevant service providers were identified and invited for inclusion in the re-
search. The Traveller interviews make up the bulk of data used in the research. However, 
the service provider consultations were used to clarify issues around service provision and 
access figures on local service availability, as well as demand on services. The interviews with 
representatives from Offaly County Council were used to get an understanding of how the 
statutory definition of homelessness was being interpreted. 
Permission to tape-record the interviews with Travellers was sought from participants so 
that the data could be transcribed, coded and rigorously analysed.  The data was analysed 
using Dedoose online qualitative data analysis (see www.dedoose.com ). This programme 
allows for qualitative data to be entered, coded and examined for trends or recurring themes.  
Unlike quantitative data analysis, qualitative analysis uses the computer programme as a tool 
for efficacy rather than to generate analysis and conclusions. 
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A literature review for this research found little information in relation to homelessness and 
Irish Travellers. Although the issue of homelessness has been widely researched, as have is-
sues associated with Traveller accommodation, library and internet searches for the term 
‘Traveller homelessness’ garnered few returns. This chapter attempts to set out the context 
in which Traveller homelessness can be understood by outlining how homelessness can be 
defined and measured, the risk factors for homelessness and service provision within Coun-
ty Offaly.  Statistics on the Traveller population are discussed in detail to illustrate why Trav-
ellers have an increased risk of homelessness. The current accommodation context for Trav-
ellers nationally and in County Offaly is addressed in the final section. 
 
Defining and measuring homelessness: Ireland and County Offaly 
 
There is no one agreed definition on homelessness, rather there are many definition ranging 
from those that are narrow, which focus on visible homelessness (Amore et al, 2001), to 
broader definitions, which view homelessness as a process rather than a static state and 
therefore take account of homelessness and housing exclusion. People in different situations 
attach significantly different meanings to homelessness. For example, definitions will differ 
depending on whether they are devised or interpreted by social service providers, communi-
ty activists, government officials, civil servants, academics or people experiencing housing 
need (Focus Ireland et al, 2002). Of critical importance are methodologies used in defining 
and measuring homelessness as the results will be dependent on the researcher’s construc-
tion of who is counted as homeless and how they are counted (Novac et al, 1996). As well as 
affecting the numbers enumerated as homeless, Bentley (1995: viii) explains how it can also 
effect the racial and gender composition of the population considered homeless:  
 The definition ranges from the narrow concept of literally living on the streets, to lack 
 of a fixed, regular and adequate night-time address, to those in temporary or potential-
 ly unstable accommodation (doubling up), to those in inadequate, marginal or vulnera-
 ble living/housing circumstances. The definition certainly affects the size of the home
 less population. 
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According to Amore et al (2001: 20), this lack of an agreed and robust definition is problem-
atic as it is necessary for the production of meaningful statistics on the size and characteris-
tics of the homeless population and it is ‘of critical importance for informed policy-making’.  
In Ireland, homelessness is legally defined through the Housing Act, 1988. A person is de-
fined as homeless under the 1988 Act if: 
a) there is no accommodation available which, in the opinion of the authority, he, to-

gether with any other person who resides normally with him or who might reasonably 
be expected to reside with him, can reasonably occupy or remain in occupation of; or 

b) he is living in a hospital, county home, night shelter or other such institution, and is so 
living because he has no accommodation of the kind referred to in paragraph (a) 

 and he is, in the opinion of the authority, unable to provide accommodation from his 
 own resources (Government of Ireland, 1988).  
According to The Way Home (Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Govern-
ment, 2008: 17) homelessness strategy, this definition is generally interpreted as including: 
· people living in temporary or insecure accommodation; 
· people living in emergency bed and breakfast accommodation and hostels or Health 

Service Executive (HSE) accommodation because they have nowhere else available to 
them; 

· rough sleepers and 
· victims of family/domestic violence. 
The legal definition of homelessness as outlined in the 1988 Act has been criticised as being 
too narrow as it does not include people threatened with, or at risk of becoming homeless 
(Lennon, 1998). Many of the agencies working with those who are homeless have adopted a 
broader definition of homelessness, for example, Focus Ireland define homelessness as con-
stituting: 
· Visible homelessness: includes those sleeping rough and/or accommodated in emer-

gency shelters or private emergency accommodation. 
· Hidden homelessness: includes those involuntarily sharing with family or friends and/

or families or individuals living in housing that is woefully inadequate or sub-standard 
· At risk of homelessness: includes those who currently have housing but could possibly 

become homeless due to economic difficulties, too high a rent burden, insecure ten-
ure, leaving state care or physical or mental health difficulties (Focus Ireland, no date 
a).  
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The definition in the 1988 Housing Act has also been criticised for being too ambiguous as 
there is no commonly agreed definition of what constitutes homelessness among local au-
thorities, homeless units and voluntary organisations (Bergin, et al, 2005; Fitzpatrick Associ-
ates Economic Consultants, 2006). Research by Bergin et al for the Simon Communities of 
Ireland found that: 
 The way the Act defines homelessness leaves considerable ambiguity, allowing  
 agencies to widen or narrow the definition of homelessness dependent on their 
 perspective and/or the individual that presents (2005: 1).  
This research showed how many of the differences between local authorities in their inter-
pretation of the definition of homelessness as outlined in the 1988 Act is due to their inter-
pretation of whether the person is considered to be in accommodation that they ‘can reason-
ably occupy or remain in occupation of’ (Bergin et al, 2005: 11). This was found to be the 
case through a discussion with a representative from the housing department in Offaly 
County Council who agreed that the legislation is very ambiguous and allows for a lot of dis-
cretion when the demand on services is high. Currently, Offaly County Council is experienc-
ing a high demand on limited homeless services, therefore the interpretation of the defini-
tion is very narrow with emergency accommodation being used as an absolute last resort for 
people who are roofless.6 For example, people who are ‘couch surfing’ or staying with some-
one temporarily are not considered to be in priority need of emergency accommodation as 
the ambiguous definition of homelessness allows for them to be considered to be in accom-
modation that they can ‘reasonably occupy’.7  
Under the 1988 Act, local authorities have a duty to conduct assessments of homelessness as 
part of their tri-annual assessments of housing need. These assessments have been criticised 
for understating the numbers of people experiencing homelessness. For example, O’Connor 
(2008) explains how the routine administrative tasks such as completing forms and attending 
appointments, which are essential for demonstrating and assessing need, ‘can be beyond the 
capacity of people experiencing homelessness who may have other, unmet support needs, 
related to mental health, learning difficulty or addiction’.  
At a European level, FEANTSA (the European Federation of National Organisations work-
ing with the Homeless), have developed a typology of homelessness and housing exclusion 
as a means of improving our understanding of homelessness and its measurement across 
Europe. The ETHOS typology illustrates the continuum of housing need and was devel-
oped through a review of the existing definitions of homelessness at a European level as 
well as the realities of homelessness which service providers are faced with daily.  
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As such, it is one of the few definitions of homelessness that is conceptually based and has a 
thoroughly explained conceptual foundation (Amore et al, 2011). The categories in ETHOS 
attempt to cover all the living situations across Europe which amount to forms of homeless-
ness (FEANTSA, 2005):  
· roofless (without a shelter of any kind, sleeping rough); 
· houseless (with a place to sleep but temporary in institutions or shelter); 
· living in insecure housing (threatened with severe exclusion due to insecure tenancies, 

eviction, domestic violence); and 
· living in inadequate housing (in caravans on illegal campsites, in unfit housing, in ex-

treme overcrowding). 
Travellers can be found living in all of the living situations outlined by FEANTSA 
(Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government, 2014; CSO, 2012a; Watson 
and Parsons, 2005). This understanding of homelessness and housing exclusion clearly re-
moves the ambiguity present in the Irish definition of homelessness as to where Travellers 
who are living in unofficial sites or doubled up in bays (which can result in severe over-
crowding on halting sites), due to a lack of Traveller specific accommodation, fall in relation 
to homelessness, housing exclusion and related service provision. For this research we con-
sider people living in unofficial sites homeless as they are not in accommodation that they 
can be seen to ‘reasonable occupy’ if they are living under the constant threat of eviction and 
possible confiscation of their trailer. 
 
Causes of homelessness  
 
There is no definitive list of reasons why people become homeless.  However, there are vari-
ous risk factors that can contribute to the possibility that someone would find themselves 
out of home. Explanations for homelessness were traditionally divided into two broad cate-
gories: structural and individual. Structural causes locate the issue of homelessness within 
social and economic structures and identify the distribution of wealth and power as a key 
contributing factor to homelessness (Focus Ireland, no date b). Issues such as poverty, un-
employment, cost and restrictions on welfare payments, the shortage of affordable housing, 
poor quality housing, lack of appropriate support services for people leaving state care, and 
lack of appropriate mental health services tend to be cited as the leading structural causes of 
homelessness (Mayock and Corr, 2013; Focus Ireland, no date b).  
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Individual causes of homelessness focus on the personal characteristics and behaviours of 
homeless people. Issues such as ill-mental health, addiction, leaving the parental home due 
to disagreements, marital or relationship breakdown, leaving care or an institution, a finan-
cial crisis and/or eviction are seen as the main causes of homelessness.  
Like the literature discussing the definition of homelessness, the literature on the causes of 
homelessness is ‘primarily a reflection of who is writing about the problem’ (Novac et al, 
1996). For example, Hoch, (1986) found that homeless advocates were more likely to focus 
on economic distress as an explanation for someone becoming homeless, whereas service 
providers were more likely to focus on social or physical distress. However, it is generally 
accepted nowadays that it is a complex interaction between these individual characteristics 
and the wider structural factors that result in someone becoming homeless (Mayock and 
Corr, 2013; Focus Ireland, no date b).  
For Travellers the structural causes could be widened to include the institutional racism 
faced when accessing services.  For example, the fact that Travellers are often offered ac-
commodation which may not be suitable for their needs rather than culturally appropriate 
accommodation. In other words, offering private rented or standard local authority housing 
to a family who wish to live on a halting site (Norris and Winston, 2005; Offaly Traveller 
Movement, 2012). Another structural issue faced by Travellers are the provisions of the 
Housing (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act, 2002 which made trespass on land a criminal of-
fence and punishable by the confiscation of property – in other words confiscation of a per-
son’s home (Government of Ireland, 2002). This means that Travellers who have no bay on 
an official halting site, and are therefore living on the roadside or in an unofficial site, have 
to live under the constant treat of eviction, up to one-month imprisonment, a Φ3,000 fine or 
having their caravan confiscated. The risk factors for Travellers becoming homeless are out-
lined in more detail below. 
 
A pathways approach to homelessness 
 
According to Mayock and Corr (2013), there has been a shift within homeless research, 
from a focus on the routes into homelessness towards the exploration of homeless exits, 
which reflects the broader conceptual developments taking place within homeless research. 
Homelessness is increasingly being understood as ‘a complex, multicausal phenomenon and 
as an interaction between individual and structural factors’ (Mayock and Corr, 2013: 13). 
This approach to homelessness is widely known as a pathways approach and it places a 
strong emphasis on identifying what can facilitate or act as a barrier to exiting homelessness 
(Mayock and Corr, 2013).  
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A pathways approach to homelessness takes account of the fact that homelessness is not 
simply a static experience. Rather, housing and household circumstances can change and 
evolve throughout a person’s life and they may be limited in access to, or enabled to gain, a 
suitable home through their economic and social circumstances at any given time 
(Anderson, 2010).  A pathways analysis of homelessness provides a means of framing and 
exploring the diverse experience of homelessness and focuses on ‘routes into, through and 
out of homelessness’, which offers a marked ‘improvement on much of the “cross-
sectional” emphasis in much homelessness research’ (Fitzpatrick, 2012: 365).  
Clapham (2003: 123) explains that in using a pathways approach, homelessness is viewed as 
an ‘episode or episodes in a person’s housing career’. These episodes can be related to each 
other, as well as housing circumstances before and after each episode (Fitzpatrick, 2012: 
365). This approach, takes account of both the structural and individual causes of homeless-
ness by assuming that pathways of homelessness and housing are related to other aspects of 
a person’s life, lifestyle and life transitions, for example, employment and family maturation 
(Mayock and Corr, 2013). As the approach is rooted in social constructivism, a strong em-
phasis is placed on ‘the meanings that people attached to ‘homelessness and ‘home,’, thereby 
illuminating individuals’ perspectives on what it is like to be homeless or housed’ (Mayock 
and Corr, 2013: 13). This approach is also useful in bringing hidden forms of homelessness 
to light, for example, episodes of staying temporarily with friends or relatives (Fitzpatrick, 
2012).  
The fact that homelessness is not a ‘point in time’ experience but can be understood as con-
tinuum was recognised in The Way Home which is the strategy to address adult homeless-
ness in Ireland. This continuum ranges from being at risk of homelessness, through to be-
coming homeless, becoming institutionalised into homelessness and/or becoming en-
trenched in street homelessness. The homeless strategy emphasises the importance of recog-
nising a person’s or household’s position on the continuum so that appropriate and effective 
interventions can be provided to ensure individuals or households progress out of homeless-
ness rather than progressing through the continuum (Department of Environment of Herit-
age and Local Government, 2008). This research takes a pathways approach to exploring 
how homelessness is experienced by the Travellers who participated in the study, focusing 
on entries to, the experience of, and exits (or barriers to exits) from, homelessness. 
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Homeless numbers in Ireland and County Offaly 
 
A census of homelessness was undertaken on census night 2011 (CSO, 2012a). It was the 
first time such an attempt was made at measuring homelessness in this way. Homeless peo-
ple were identified based on where they were that night, rather than by identifying them-
selves as homeless. People were included if they were identified as sleeping rough or they 
were staying at specified homeless accommodation (in which the majority of residents were 
homeless people). Of the 3,808 people enumerated that night as homeless, 163 were Irish 
Travellers. Of these, 88 were female and 75 were male.  In every other ethnicity category – 
besides ‘Black/Black Irish – more males were found to be homeless than females, as is the 
case internationally. Irish Travellers have the highest proportion of females homeless of any 
other category (see table below). Of the 163 homeless Travellers enumerated, 54 per cent 
were female and 46 per cent were male. This compares to 33.3 per cent female and 66.7 per 
cent male in the figures overall. As the Census figures only include people sleeping rough or 
in specified homeless accommodation, the actual number of homeless Travellers is likely to 
be much higher. Through this research we found a strong reluctance among the Travellers 
interviewed to enter emergency homeless accommodation,8 leading us to believe that these 
figures significantly under-represent the real numbers of Travellers experiencing homeless-
ness.  
Traveller women have been shown to represent a very high proportion of admissions to do-
mestic violence refuges. A study by Watson and Parsons (2005) into domestic abuse of 
women and men in Ireland found that in 2003, almost 49 per cent of all admissions to refug-
es were Traveller women (7.6% alone and 40.9% with children). This may account the gen-
der difference between those who are enumerated as homeless in the general population and 
Travellers who were enumerated as homeless. 
Table 1: Homeless persons enumerated on Census night 2011  

Source: Central Statistics Office (2012a) Homeless Persons in Ireland: A Special Census Report. Dublin: Stationery Office. 

  DĂůĞ   &ĞŵĂůĞ   dŽƚĂů   
�ƚŚŶŝĐŝƚǇ EƵŵďĞƌ й EƵŵďĞƌ й EƵŵďĞƌ й 
tŚŝƚĞ�/ƌŝƐŚ ϭ͕ϵϯϰ ϲϴ͘ϲ ϴϴϰ ϯϭ͘ϰ Ϯ͕ϴϭϴ ϳϰ͘ϯ 
/ƌŝƐŚ�dƌĂǀĞůůĞƌ ϳϱ ϰϲ͘Ϭ ϴϴ ϱϰ͘Ϭ ϭϲϯ ϰ͘ϯ 
KƚŚĞƌ�tŚŝƚĞ ϮϬϴ ϳϬ͘ϯ ϴϴ Ϯϵ͘ϳ Ϯϵϲ ϳ͘ϴ 
�ůĂĐŬͬ�ůĂĐŬ�/ƌŝƐŚ ϵϲ ϰϳ͘ϯ ϭϬϳ ϱϮ͘ϳ ϮϬϯ ϱ͘ϰ 
KƚŚĞƌ ϱϰ ϲϬ͘Ϭ ϯϲ ϰϬ͘Ϭ ϵϬ Ϯ͘ϰ 
EŽƚ�ƐƚĂƚĞĚ ϭϲϭ ϳϮ͘ϵ ϲϬ Ϯϳ͘ϭ ϮϮϭ ϱ͘ϴ 
�ůů Ϯ͕ϱϮϴ ϲϲ͘ϳ ϭ͕Ϯϲϯ ϯϯ͘ϯ ϯ͕ϳϵϭ ϭϬϬ 
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Of the 3,791 people enumerated on Census night as homeless, a total of 163 of these identi-
fied as Irish Travellers, accounting for 4.3 per cent of the total homeless population. Figures 
provided by Offaly County Council show that out of a total of 141 homeless presentations 
in the County in 2015, 27 of these, or 19.1 per cent were Travellers.9  This illustrates how 
using the Census figure as a guide underestimates the issue of Traveller homelessness, for 
County Offaly at least, as the proportions vary significantly (4.3 percent of those homeless 
nationally are Travellers, while 19.1 per cent of those presenting in County Offaly are Trav-
ellers). Considering the fact that Travellers make up 1.3 percent of the population in Co. Of-
faly as a whole,10  it is alarming to see that they account for 19.1 per cent of those presenting 
as homeless within the County.11 It is important to remember that these figures only account 
for those that a presenting to the council as homeless. For example, if those on the unoffi-
cial sites were included in the figures, the proportion of Travellers counted as homeless 
would be larger still. 
If the broader ETHOS definition of homelessness and housing exclusion was used to deter-
mine levels of homelessness in Ireland, then a number of Travellers, who fall under the cate-
gory of living in insecure or inadequate accommodation, would be included in the homeless-
ness figures.  In 2014, a total of 445 Traveller families nationally and 37 Traveller families in 
Co. Offaly were counted as living in unofficial camps (Department of Environment, Herit-
age and Local Government, 2014) without many of the amenities you would generally asso-
ciated with a ‘home’ (Offaly Traveller Movement, 2012). For example, sewage facilities, run-
ning water, electricity and refuse collection.  
 
Homeless service provision in County Offaly 
 
The main statutory bodies with responsibility for addressing homelessness and the needs of 
homeless people in Ireland are the HSE and the local authorities. For the HSE this is de-
fined through the Health Act, 1953 and the Child Care Act, 1991. Local authorities’ duties in 
relation to homelessness are outlined in the Housing Act, 1988 and include the direct hous-
ing of people who are homeless; funding voluntary and cooperative bodies to house them; 
the provision of advice and information; and the provision of financial assistance to access 
the private rented market (Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government, 
2008). Before a person can gain access to these homeless services (including emergency ac-
commodation provided by voluntary bodies), they must be considered homeless through an 
assessment by the local authority assessment and placement services. Once they have been 
assessed as homeless, they will be offered emergency accommodation if this is available. 
There is limited emergency accommodation available in the midlands region.  
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Only six units are located in County Offaly so most people who find themselves homeless 
are required to travel to another county in order to access a bed. Currently beds are available 
in Tullamore, Athlone, Longford and Mullingar. According to a representative from the 
Housing Department in Offaly County Council, the demand for these beds is very high, 
therefore availability is always limited. If a person presents as homeless and is assessed as 
such, they will be given a bed in emergency accommodation if there is on available at that 
time.12  
Table 2: Emergency Homeless Accommodation in the Midlands Region and distance from Tullamore, Co. 
Offaly 

 
There are no hostels in the region that cater for families so presenting couples with children 
are separated. Children can be accommodated with their mothers, although some facilities 
will only accept boys up to the age of 14. However, if a father with a child presents as home-
less, there is no emergency hostel accommodation available to accommodate them.  
 
The Traveller population: Ireland and County Offaly 
 
A total of 29,495 people identified themselves as Irish Travellers in the 2011 Census of pop-
ulation, accounting for just over half of one per cent of the Irish population.  This is an in-
crease of 32 per cent on the 2006 Census figure of 22,435 (CSO, 2012b).  

�ĚĚƌĞƐƐ DĂůĞͬ&ĞŵĂůĞ �ŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ�ĨƌŽŵ�dƵůůĂͲŵŽƌĞ 
�ƐƟŵĂƚĞĚ�ƚƌĂǀĞů�ƟŵĞ�;ƚŽ�ĚƌŝǀĞ�ĚŝͲƌĞĐƚͿ 

�ƵƐ�ƌŽƵŶĚ�ƚƌŝƉ�ĐŽƐƚ 
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However, the figures included in the Census are considered to be an under-representation 
and the All Ireland Traveller Heath Study Team (2010) estimated the number to be closer to 
36,224. The number of Travellers enumerated on Census night in Co Offaly was 1,028, 
which consisted of 495 males and 533 females. County Offaly has a higher proportion of 
Travellers than most other counties in the country at 13.4 Travellers per 1,000 of the popu-
lation. Only Longford (19.1) and Galway (16.5) have a higher proportion of Travellers per 
1,000 people. The number of Travellers per 1,000 people for the state as a whole is 6.4 
(CSO, 2012b: 60).  
Despite the fact that the Census figures are considered to under-represent the total number 
of Travellers, the data collected did illustrate how the Traveller population is very different 
from the general population in terms of its structure. For Irish Travellers, the average age 
was 22 years old, compared with an average age of 36 for the general population. When you 
look at population aged nine or under you can see a sharp contrast with the general popula-
tion as 29.1 per cent of Travellers fall in this age category compared with 14.8 for the general 
population. That is almost double the proportion for Travellers in this age range. A similar 
demographic is observable when you look at the percentage of the Traveller population aged 
over 65, which is just 2.5 per cent, compared to 11.7 per cent for the general population 
(CSO, 2012b: 27).  
 
Households 
 
Travellers have a tendency to marry younger than the general population. According to the 
Census 2011, within the 15-29 age range, 33.4 per cent of Irish Travellers were married com-
pared to just 8.2 per cent of the general population. The predominant type of household 
among Travellers were ‘family households’ (85.9% compared to 70% in the general popula-
tion). The general make-up of the family households was different for Travellers than that of 
the general population as there were proportionately more lone-parent households (20.5% 
compared to 11.9%); fewer co-habiting couples without children (2.1% compared to 5%); 
and more households containing more than one family (2.5% compared to 1.1%) (CSO, 
2012b: 30). Traveller households had an average of 4.2 people per household making them 
bigger than the general population, who had just 2.7 people on average. The proportion of 
households with six or more people was much higher for Travellers at 26.4 per cent of 
households, compared with just 4.4 per cent for the State (CSO, 2012b: 31).  
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Education 
 
For many years, Traveller organisations have voiced concerns on the area of Traveller edu-
cation in terms of equality of outcomes, data collection, and lack of interculturalism in the 
curriculum (All Ireland Traveller Health Study Team, 2010: 13). These concerns are validat-
ed by data collected through the 2011 Census. On average, Travellers ceased their full time 
education 4.7 years earlier than those in the general population. By age fifteen, 55 per cent of 
Travellers had ceased education, compared with just 11 per cent for the general population. 
The figures are just as startling when you look at those who continued their education past 
the age of 18. Only 3.1 per cent of Travellers continued past this age, compared to 41.2 per 
cent for the general population. Female Travellers were more likely to stay in education for 
longer, as 15 per cent of females finished their education by the age of 17 compared to 11 
per cent of males. An alarming difference is observable when examining the figures for third 
level completions as only 1 per cent of Travellers completed third level in 2011, compared 
to a figure of 30.7 for the population as a whole. The proportion of those with no formal 
education also shows a stark difference to the general population as 17.7 per cent of Travel-
lers fall into this category, compared to just 1.4 per cent of the population as a whole (CSO, 
2012b: 32).  
Notwithstanding the huge differences between Travellers and the general population in 
terms of educational achievement, among Travellers themselves the Census 2011 shows an 
improvement since the 2002 Census. In 2011, 21.8 per cent of Travellers whose education 
had ceased, were educated to lower second level compared with just 15.2 per cent in 2002. 
The figures for those who completed upper secondary level more than doubled and show an 
increase from 3.6 per cent in 2002 to 8.2 per cent in 2011 (CSO, 2012b: 32).  
 
Economic status 
 
Poverty levels for Travellers are high due to a number of factors including exceptionally high 
levels of unemployment and the resultant dependency on social welfare (Norris and Win-
ston, 2005). Research into Traveller specific economic activities illustrates how income gen-
eration, rather than waged employment is emphasised (All Ireland Traveller Health Study 
Team, 2010). However, opportunities for self-employment have become more difficult to 
come by as the ‘Traveller economy’ has faced a decline in recent times due to increasing reg-
ulation and enforcement in areas such as recycling, waste disposal and horse trading (Norris 
and Winston, 2005: 804).  
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Some of the barriers that Travellers face in accessing the labour market include level of edu-
cational attainment, lack of employed role models and discrimination (All Ireland Traveller 
Health Study Team, 2010). A report by the Traveller Health Unit (2007: 18) identified a 
number of other factors that contribute the low level of labour market participation among 
Travellers, including: 
· a lack of recognition of Traveller culture; 
· a lack of outreach or specific efforts to recruit Travellers, and poor tailoring of recruit-

ment documentation to meet the needs of Travellers; 
· a lack of additional support for Travellers, for example, childcare supports; 
· a lack of progression options as a result of participating on (particularly) labour market 

programmes; and 
· loss, or fear of loss, of welfare and secondary benefits. 
 
The vast majority of Travellers are unemployed and the Census figures show an increase 
between 2002 and 2011. In 2011, 84.3 per cent of Travellers were enumerated as unem-
ployed (up from 74.9% in 2002). This compares to a figure of 19 per cent unemployment in 
the general population (CSO, 2012c: 15). When broken down by sex, the figures are 86.6 per 
cent for males compared to 22.3 per cent for the general population and 81.2 per cent for 
females as compared to 15 per cent for the population as a whole (CSO, 2012b: 33; CSO, 
2012c: 15).  
 
Health and disability 
 
Health, both physical and mental, is another area where Travellers fare worse than the gen-
eral population. Both the Census 2011 and the All Ireland Traveller Health Study have 
shown how self-rated health deteriorates more rapidly with age among Travellers than other 
population groups. According to the Census 2011, self-assessed health was rated as either 
good or very good by 86.6 per cent of Travellers (compared to 90.2 per cent for the general 
population). For those in the 30-49 age range, 23.7 percent indicated fair, bad or very bad 
health compared to seven per cent for the general population. For the 50-69 age range, this 
figure had increased to 48.9 per cent compared to 18.5 per cent for the population as a 
whole (CSO, 2012b: 35). The All Ireland Traveller Health Study Team (2010: 62) had similar 
findings in that those from the Republic of Ireland rating their health as fair or poor, ac-
counted for 9.5 per cent of respondents under the age of 30; 16.7 per cent aged 30-44 years; 
35.6 per cent aged 45-64; and 49.2 per cent aged over 65.  
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Despite the positive overall self-rated health among Travellers, the All Ireland Traveller 
Health Study found that they actually have substantially higher rates of ill-health affecting 
them daily than is evident in the comparison populations:13   
 [Travellers] have a higher burden of chronic disease, and higher measures of risk 
 factors such as smoking, high blood pressure, cholesterol, and dietary consumption of 
 fried foods. Fewer Travellers drink alcohol than do the general population, but those 
 who do drink, drink more frequently. They have similar rates of injury than the 
 comparator populations, but have higher rates of non-accidental injury. Breastfeeding 
 rates are extremely low (2010: 78). 
As a result of these health differences, the life expectancy for Travellers is considerably less 
than the general population. Whereas females in the general population have a life expectan-
cy of 81.6 years, the figure for female Travellers is just 70.1 (11.5 year deficit). For males the 
deficit is even wider as the male general population have a life expectancy of 76.8 years, 
while the corresponding figure for Travellers is just 61.7, amounting to a 15.1 year deficit 
(All Ireland Traveller Health Study Team, 2010: 94). According to the All Ireland Traveller 
Health Study Team, the premature mortality among Travellers – especially the younger men 
– ‘reflects the high rates of suicide and accident related mortality’ (All Ireland Traveller 
Health Study Team, 2010: 161).  
When Travellers were asked about disabilities, very similar figures were found through the 
Census 2011 and the All Ireland Traveller Health Study. The Census 2011 (CSO, 2012b: 34) 
found that 17.5 per cent of Travellers had one or more disability (compared with 13% for 
the general population), while the All Ireland Traveller Health Study (2010: 63) found that 
17.8 per cent of people reported a limiting or long-term illness or disability. A study based 
on the AITHS found that Travellers have a lower health expectancy14  than that of the gen-
eral population and are likely to spend a higher proportion of their life in poor health and 
with a disability (Abdalla et al, 2013).  
 
Traveller ethnicity 
 
In Northern Ireland and Great Britain, Travellers are officially recognised as a minority eth-
nic group. However, the Government of Ireland (2004: 90) has explicitly stated that Travel-
lers do not, in their view, constitute a separate ethnic group: 
 The Government’s view is that Travellers do not constitute a distinct group from the 
 population as a whole in terms of race, colour, descent or national and ethnic origin.  
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They based this on an argument that support for the recognition of a distinct Traveller eth-
nicity is controversial within academic research. In response to this, the Equality Authority 
undertook a review of the main academic literature on Traveller ethnicity and concluded that 
since the 1970s, academic work on Travellers has increasingly identified them as a distinct 
ethnic group, most notable through anthropological and socio-linguistic research. As well as 
this, they identified some historical evidence that identifies Travellers as a distinguishable 
group in earlier centuries, although very little historical work has been carried out to date 
(Equality Authority, 2006). The Equality Authority also examined in detail the ‘academic 
controversy’ referred to by the government: 
 In particular we have argued that the arguments set out in McLoughlin (1994) do not 
 convincingly challenge the wider body of anthropological and other academic work 
 that supports the case for recognising Travellers as an ethnic group. In conclusion it is 
 important to note that McLoughlin’s article, which was published over ten years ago, 
 appears to be the only significant contribution in the academic literature arguing ex-
 plicitly against the recognition of Travellers as an ethnic group and this, rather than 
 the coherence of its arguments, may explain why it continues to be referred to in this 
 context (2006: 63). 
Despite the government’s refusal to recognise Travellers as a distinct ethnic group, McVeigh 
argues that Traveller ethnicity has arguably been accepted as a de facto reality in both the 
voluntary and statutory sectors. McVeigh cites examples such as major government initia-
tives in terms of Traveller Health which present Traveller ethnicity as a given; the govern-
ment partnership initiative ‘Citizen Traveller’ which defined its work as supporting Travel-
lers as an ethnic group; and the previous and current President of Ireland (at the time of 
publication of the research in 2007) who routinely spoke of Travellers as an ethnic group. As 
well as this, the Minister for Justice who set up the National Consultative Committee on 
Racism and Interculturalism (NCCRI) named Travellers among other ethnic groups when 
speaking about the objectives of the committee. The National Action Plan Against Racism 
(2005) integrates Travellers across its analysis and recommendations and the Census in 2006 
and 2011 include a question asking for the ethnic or cultural background of the respondent 
and specifically names Irish Travellers as a possible response (McVeigh, 2007). This has lead 
McVeigh to conclude that: 
 …we find the Republic of Ireland in a deeply anomalous situation in which the 
 current President, the current Taoiseach, the Departments of Health and the National 
 Action Plan Against Racism say that Travellers are an ethnic group that experiences 
 racism while the Department of Justice, Equality and Law Reform say that they are 
 not an ethnic group. Moreover, we find the Government position in direct contradict-
 tion to the position of its own Equality Authority.’ (McVeigh, 2007: 100). 
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So what are the features of Traveller Community that warrant recognition as a distinct eth-
nic group? In their examination of the literature, the Equality Authority showed how the 
understanding of ethnicity, as set out in the seminal work of Fredrik Barth (1969) and other 
anthropologists, has been applied to Travellers, highlighting:  
· biological self-perpetuation as Travellers typically marry within their own community 

and group membership is determined by descent; 
· shared fundamental cultural values in relation to self-employment, occupational flexi-

bility, priority of social obligations based on kinship, nomadism and distinctive pollu-
tion beliefs; 

· a field of communication and interaction in that Travellers have their own language; 
· a distinguishable category as Travellers have a name for themselves as a group and 

know who belongs and does not belong to it, just as non-Travellers have names for 
Travellers as a group and know to whom these names apply (Equality Authority, 2006: 
63).  

According to Berthoud an essential ingredient of the social boundary which separates the 
‘us’ of one ethnic community from the ‘them’ of another and distinguishes it from other so-
cial categorisations such as gender or class is ‘heritage’. Your ethnicity comes directly from 
your parents, who in turn got it from their parents. Words such as ‘inherit’ and ‘heritage’ 
imply nothing about ‘whether the mechanism of transmission is social or genetic’ (Berthoud, 
1998: 54).  
In the context of the evidence to suggest that Travellers are a distinct ethnic minority, 
McVeigh (2007: 101) argues that the government’s position on Traveller ethnicity can be 
viewed as ‘ethnicity denial’. This denial of ethnicity, which ‘forms part of a long and prob-
lematic discourse on “Gypsies” and ethnicity across Europe’, directly suggests a denial of the 
ability of Irish Travellers to experience racism due to their status as Travellers (McVeigh, 
2007: 103). And if they are defined as a group which cannot experience racial discrimination, 
then it is impossible for them to receive the protections afforded by anti-racial discrimina-
tion legislation and the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimina-
tion (McVeigh, 2007). McVeigh argues that a denial of ethnicity by a Government should be 
backed up by rigorous examination and is a matter worthy of more than placement in a 
footnote:15  
 Ethnicity denial represents a specific intervention by a state to deny and/or withdraw 
 protection afforded by EU and other international law – legislation represented as 
 central to both equality and social cohesion. It follows, therefore that the denial or 
 removal of recognition of ethnicity for a particular group should be conducted under 
 rigorous scrutiny and supported by the most robust argument.  
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 It is not, therefore, sufficient to argue that, “it is far from clear that they constitute a 
 different ethnic group”. A State which denies or removes the protection afforded by 
 ethnic status should be  absolutely clear that the group does not constitute a different 
 ethnic group before it  takes this profoundly disempowering step (McVeigh, 2007: 
 104).  
This ethnic denial has come in for criticism by the UN committee for the Elimination of 
Racial Discrimination (CERD), who have expressed concern at the State’s ‘persistent refusal’ 
to recognise Travellers as a distinct ethnic group despite their recommendations that they do 
so in light of the fact that Travellers satisfy internationally recognised criteria for such a 
group (Mulcahy, 2011: 310). According to Kruckenberg, it is possible to argue that this de-
bate is merely one of terminology and that differences in wording do not guarantee differ-
ences in practice, experience, or recognition of exclusion. However, ‘language is meaningful 
– how Travellers are identified in policy and legislative texts affects their treatment, the way 
settled people view them, how they view themselves, and particularly, their ability to seek 
redress under international law’ (Kruckenberg, 2008: 310).  
 
Discrimination and assimilation 
 
An article written by Meav-Ann Wren in 1980 argued that Travellers experienced ‘blatant 
discrimination’ from the settled population, including those in positions of power. In the 
article entitled ‘The Travelling People – Racialism in Ireland’, Wren argued that: 
 ...[Travellers] non-conformism to the Irish norm specifically to the norm of ubanized 
 affluent Ireland is used to justify refusing them jobs, health care, education and hous-
 ing. Irish attitudes to travellers are not unlike the attitudes of the Boston Irish in their 
 opposition to bussing, or the attitudes of the white minority in South Africa. For the 
 attitudes are those of racialism (Wren in Hederman and Kearney, 1982: 756).  
Despite the fact that this article was written 35 years ago, it could easily be written about the 
discrimination Travellers still experience today. According to Hayes, Travellers have been 
‘Othered’ in Irish society for a long time.  In an analysis of the ‘Tinker Questionnaire’ (1952, 
Irish Folklore Commission), Hayes shows that this identity, as constructed by the settled 
community, was primarily a negative one that defined Travellers ‘in terms of reductive es-
sentialism based on a series of mostly negative stereotypes, including licentiousness, secrecy, 
dishonesty, and violence’ (Hayes, 2006: 137).  Hayes argues that many of the general charac-
teristics that were ascribed to the Irish by those that ‘othered’ them, for example, nomadism, 
beggary, backwardness, superstition, anarchy, sexual profligacy, and violence, were simply 
transferred onto a new ‘other’ –  Travellers – following the achievement of Independence 
(2006: 138).  
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This ‘othering’ of Irish Travellers can be viewed alongside the ‘othering’ of groups such as 
Jews in Europe and linked to the formation of the new nation-state and to the new mediat-
ing preoccupation of previously colonised peoples with the question of their own self-
definition’(Hayes, 2006: 140). 
Mulcahy argues that the ‘problem’ of mobility is a defining feature of settled peoples’ views 
on Travellers: 
 Despite the common characterization of late-modern society in terms of mobility, flu-
 idity and ‘liquidity’, this is applied in highly contrasting ways. On the one hand, it 
 involves an appreciation and facilitation of the globalized economy and the mobility of 
 capital and corporate executives, and the vast tourism industry. On the other, it 
 involves deep concern over their ‘problem’ of mobility as represented and practised by 
 illegal immigrants, global criminal networks and other ‘disreputable’ individuals and 
 groups’ (Mulcahy, 2011: 307).  
As a result of their mobility and thus their rejection of the norms of sedentary society and 
the territorial governance requirements of the nation state, Travellers were viewed as ‘out of 
step’ with the mores and practices that define modern society: sedentarism and predictabil-
ity, wage-labour and private property, restraint and self-control, respectability and law-
abidingness (Mulcahy, 2011). As a consequence of this, much policy related to Travellers 
after 1922 was assimilationist in that it focused on containing the mobility of Travellers 
(Mulcahy, 2011) and ‘absorbing’ them into the general population to solve the Traveller 
‘problem’ (McVeigh, 2008: 92). According to McVeigh, the state policy of ‘Anti-
Travellerism’ continues to the present day and can be seen under four key intervention: 
· the criminalisation of trespass under Section 24 of the Housing Act 2002; 
· the winding up of Citizen Traveller (almost immediately after they came out against 

the housing act); 
· the removal of discrimination cases involving licensed premises from the Equality Tri-

bunal to the District Court; and 
· the ongoing denial of Traveller ethnicity by the Irish Government (McVeigh, 2008: 

92). 
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McVeigh argues that, this hostility towards Irish Travellers does take place in other states. 
However, only in Ireland: 
 …has this generated a discrete and integrated culture and politics – and associated 
 state intervention. The state in Ireland, north and south, has routinely insisted that the 
 existence of Irish travellers (or "tinkers” or “itinerants”) – rather than anti-Traveller 
 racism – is ‘the problem’. The state has also been gradually implementing a 
 ‘satisfactory solution of the problem’– settlement and absorption’ (2008: 93). 
McVeigh acknowledges that the state discourse has changed since the publication of the Re-
port of the Task Force on the Travelling Committee, 1995 from ‘problem’ to ‘respect’. 
However, he argues that intentions can be ‘just as brutal and sometimes even more engaged 
when the state begins to act ‘in the interests of Travellers’’ (McVeigh, 2008: 93). Norris and 
Winston found that although the discourse and state policy goals with regards to Traveller 
accommodation have moved from assimilationism, through integrationism and on to ‘weak’ 
multi-culturalism, the opposite is in fact true when outcomes are examined. They identified a 
significant ‘implementation deficit’ in relation to housing and accommodation policy as it 
applies to Travellers, manifest in two ways. Firstly, as the actual output of accommodation 
has generally failed to meet targets set by central government and has failed to reduce the 
numbers of Travellers living on unofficial sites. Secondly, the type of accommodation pro-
vided has often been at variance with that recommended by central government (Norris and 
Winston, 2005: 815):  
 This implementation deficit is related to a number of long-standing barriers to the 
 implementation of policy in this area (specifically, the opposition of local politicians 
 and the general public and the practices of local authority staff), some of which have 
 shifted focus in recent years, coupled with the emergence of the planning system as a 
 very significant barrier to expediting the supply of halting sites in the last two decades. 
 Thus, the assimilationist Commission report effected multicultural outcomes (halting 
 sites), while the multiculturalist Task Force resulted in assimilationist outcomes 
 (standard housing). 
 
Traveller homelessness: a multitude of risk factors 
 
The preceding sections clearly show how Travellers are at high risk of experiencing home-
lessness. Lower levels of educational attainment than the general population, coupled with 
endemic unemployment, social welfare reliance, high levels of poverty, high levels of disabil-
ity and other health issues, as well as local opposition to Traveller accommodation, means 
that Travellers are less able than the wider population to source accommodation from their 
own resources. 
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This leaves them heavily reliant on the local authority as a provider of accommodation. The 
risk of homelessness is strengthened still when the issue of ethnic denial and assimilationist 
accommodation provision are added to the pot. The criminalisation of trespass under Sec-
tion 24 of the Housing Act 2002 is a contributing factor as this affectively makes homeless 
Travellers who have a preference to live in a trailer/caravan, yet have no halting site space 
available to them. In County Offaly the demand for Traveller specific accommodation 
units/bays is high (illustrated by the number of families living on unofficial sites) yet the 
provision of new Traveller specific accommodation is limited (only two additional perma-
nent caravan sites – site for individual caravans – were provided in 2015 and none are pro-
posed for 2016).16  
The next section will outline the current policy context for Traveller accommodation, as well 
as data on the types of accommodation that Travellers are accessing in recent years, through 
their own means or with Local authority assistance, both nationally and in County Offaly.  
 
Traveller accommodation 
 
Since the Task Force on the Traveller Comminute published its report in 1995 there have 
been a number of policy developments in the provision of accommodation for Travellers. 
This includes the establishment of the Traveller Accommodation Unit in the Department of 
Environment, and the Local and National Traveller Accommodation Consultative Commit-
tees (LTACC and NTACC) under the Housing (Traveller Accommodation) Act, 1998. The 
NTACC and LTACCs were developed to provide an arena for consultation with Travellers 
and Traveller groups with regard to the provision of Traveller accommodation. The 1998 
Act provided for the development of five year Traveller Accommodation Programmes 
(TAP) to be reviewed on a three-yearly basis. However, many local authorities have failed to 
adopt or implement these programmes (Coates et al, 2008). The NTACC has no power to 
influence the implementation of the TAPs. The report on Local Authority Service Indicators 
(2013), published by the Local Authority management agency, presents data on Traveller 
families actually accommodated as a percentage of the targets set in the local TAP. The most 
recent report (2013) shows that the figure for Offaly County Council is just 13.8 per cent 
(accommodation provided as a percentage of targets set), leaving them the second lowest of 
33 local authorities (Local Government Management Agency, 2013). The figures for 2012 
were better at 57.9 per cent. However, it is still well below the targets set out in the TAP 
(Local Government Management Agency, 2012). This implementation deficit is evident 
throughout the country and has led to repeated calls for the establishment of a specific Trav-
eller Accommodation Agency, which was recommended by the Task Force in 1995.  
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However, to date, the provision of Traveller accommodation has remained the responsibility 
of the local authorities. 
Despite the problems with implementation of the TAPs, the inclusion of Traveller consulta-
tion in issues of accommodation can be viewed as a positive policy development. Unfortu-
nately, there were some legislative changes over the past two decades that have had more of 
a marginalising effect on Travellers including the Housing (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act, 
2002 which made trespass on land with an object (such as a caravan) illegal. The Act has 
‘effectively curtailed Travellers’ freedom to move as guaranteed in a number of different 
policy documents’ (Coates et al, 2008: 52).  
Some of the issues with the provision of Traveller Accommodation have been outlined by 
the European Commission against Racism and Intolerance (ECRI) in its reports on Ireland. 
The lack of progression was noted in its report published in 2013, in which it stated con-
cerns around the lack of provision of Traveller specific accommodation: 
 ECRI regrets to note, that while the 1998 Traveller Accommodation Act placed an 
 obligation on local authorities to produce multi-annual Traveller accommodation 
 programmes, with the aim of improving the rate of provision of accommodation for 
 Travellers, in practice many local authorities failed to provide adequate accommoda-
 tion for Travellers. It is particularly disturbing that resistance from local residents, re
 sorting in some cases to physical destruction of new halting sites or homes, coupled 
 with lack of political will on the part of local authorities and lack of incentives and 
 sanctions for non-implementation of the Act, hamper significantly the pace of  
 improvement of Traveller accommodation (pg. 22). 
The following tables give some indication of the recent accommodation situation of Travel-
lers both at a national level and within the county of Offaly. 
Table 3: Number of Traveller families by accommodation type 2012-2014, National  
  ϮϬϭϮ   ϮϬϭϯ   ϮϬϭϰ   ϮϬϭϮ-ϮϬϭϰ 
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�ĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞĚ�ďǇͬǁŝƚŚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ ϱ͕ϱϱϵ ϱϲ͘Ϯ ϱ͕ϱϳϰ ϱϲ͘ϯ ϱ͕ϳϴϮ ϱϲ͘ϱ нϮϮϯ�;нϰйͿ 
ƵŶŽĸĐŝĂů�ƐŝƚĞƐ ϯϯϬ ϯ͘ϯ ϯϲϭ ϯ͘ϲ ϰϰϱ ϰ͘ϰ нϭϭϱ�;нϯϱйͿ 
KǁŶ�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ�;ĞƐƟŵĂƚĞͿ ϱϴϬ ϱ͘ϵ ϱϴϰ ϱ͘ϵ ϲϬϬ ϱ͘ϵ нϮϬ�;нϯ͘ϰйͿ 
WƌŝǀĂƚĞ�ƌĞŶƚĞĚ�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂͲƟŽŶ�;ĞƐƟŵĂƚĞͿ Ϯ͕ϴϭϴ Ϯϴ͘ϱ Ϯ͕ϳϭϳ Ϯϳ͘ϰ Ϯ͕ϲϳϮ Ϯϲ͘ϭ -ϭϰϲ ;-ϱ͘ϭйͿ 
^ŚĂƌŝŶŐ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ ϲϬϰ ϲ͘ϭ ϲϲϯ ϲ͘ϳ ϳϮϳ ϳ͘ϭ нϭϮϯ�;нϮϬйͿ 
dŽƚĂů ϵ͕ϴϵϭ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ ϵ͕ϴϵϵ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ ϭϬ͕ϮϮϲ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ нϯϯϱ�;ϯ͘ϰйͿ 
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Table three shows that the number of Traveller families accommodated with local authority 
assistance increased nationally from 5,559 families in 2012 to 5,782 families in 2014 account-
ing for an increase of four per cent over this time. The trend for those in private rented ac-
commodation for this time period shows a decrease of 5.1 per cent. The most noticeable 
trends over this time show that the number of families in unofficial sites increased by 35 per 
cent (from 330 to 445 families) and the numbers sharing accommodation rose from 604 to 
727, which is an increase of 20 per cent. Overall, the number of Traveller families increased 
by 3.4 per cent between 2012 and 2014. 
Table 4: Number of Traveller families by accommodation type 2012-2014, Offaly 

Source: DECLG Annual Count 2014 
 
The figures for County Offaly are somewhat different. The number of families in accommo-
dation with local authority assistance rose from 144 to 168 accounting for an increase of 
16.6 per cent. The increase in the numbers on unofficial sites is nowhere near as startling as 
the national figure increasing just 2.7 per cent. However, it is important to note here that the 
proportion of Traveller families living on unofficial sites is a lot higher in County Offaly 
than it is nationally, as can be seen in table five (4.4% nationally, compared to 13.5% in 
County Offaly). The trend from 2012 to 2014 shows that the numbers in private rented ac-
commodation has fallen by 26 per cent from 77 to 57. Although the figures show a decrease 
of 20 per cent of families sharing housing, the numbers in this category are quite low falling 
from ten in 2012 to eight in 2014. 
 
 
 

  ϮϬϭϮ   ϮϬϭϯ   ϮϬϭϰ   ϮϬϭϮ-ϮϬϭϰ 
^ƉĞĐŝĮĐ�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƟŽŶ�ƚǇƉĞ EŽ͘ й EŽ͘ й EŽ͘ й dƌĞŶĚ�ŽǀĞƌ�ƟŵĞ 
�ĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞĚ�ďǇͬǁŝƚŚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ ϭϰϰ ϱϮ͘ϵ ϭϰϵ ϱϯ͘ϴ ϭϲϴ ϲϭ͘ϯ нϮϰ�;нϭϲ͘ϲйͿ 
hŶŽĸĐŝĂů�ƐŝƚĞƐ ϯϲ ϭϯ͘Ϯ ϯϲ ϭϯ͘Ϭ ϯϳ ϭϯ͘ϱ нϭ�;нϮ͘ϳйͿ 
KǁŶ�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ�;ĞƐƟŵĂƚĞͿ ϱ ϭ͘ϴ ϰ ϭ͘ϰ ϰ ϭ͘ϱ -ϭ�;-ϮϬйͿ 
WƌŝǀĂƚĞ�ƌĞŶƚĞĚ�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂͲƟŽŶ�;ĞƐƟŵĂƚĞͿ ϳϳ Ϯϴ͘ϯ ϴϯ ϯϬ͘Ϭ ϱϳ ϮϬ͘ϴ -ϮϬ ;-ϮϲйͿ 
^ŚĂƌŝŶŐ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ ϭϬ ϯ͘ϳ ϱ ϭ͘ϴ ϴ Ϯ͘ϵ -Ϯ�;-ϮϬйͿ 
dŽƚĂů ϮϳϮ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ Ϯϳϳ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ Ϯϳϰ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ нϮ�;нϬ͘ϳйͿ 
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Table 5: Number of Traveller families by accommodation type 2014, National and in County Offaly 

Source: DECLG Annual Count 2014 
The figures for the accommodation situation of Travellers in County Offaly was different in 
a number of ways from the national picture. In 2014, 4.4 per cent of Traveller families na-
tionally were living in unofficial sites, compared to 13.5 per cent in County Offaly. A total of 
5.9 per cent of Traveller families nationally provided accommodation from their own re-
sources in 2014, compared to just 1.5 per cent in County Offaly. Of those who were living 
in private rented accommodation, the proportion was 26.1 per cent nationally and 20.8 per 
cent in County Offaly. Finally, 7.1 per cent of Traveller families nationally were in shared 
housing, compared to just 2.9 per cent in County Offaly. 
Table 6: Number of Traveller families in local authority and local authority assisted accommodation 2012-
2014, National 

Source: DECLG Annual Count 2014 

  EĂƟŽŶĂů   KīĂůǇ   
^ƉĞĐŝĮĐ�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƟŽŶ�ƚǇƉĞ EŽ͘ й EŽ͘ й 
�ĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞĚ�ďǇͬǁŝƚŚ�ůŽͲĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ ϱ͕ϳϴϮ ϱϲ͘ϱ ϭϲϴ ϲϭ͘ϯ 
ƵŶŽĸĐŝĂů�ƐŝƚĞƐ ϰϰϱ ϰ͘ϰ ϯϳ ϭϯ͘ϱ 
KǁŶ�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ�;ĞƐƟŵĂƚĞͿ ϲϬϬ ϱ͘ϵ ϰ ϭ͘ϱ 
WƌŝǀĂƚĞ�ƌĞŶƚĞĚ�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂͲƟŽŶ�;ĞƐƟŵĂƚĞͿ Ϯ͕ϲϳϮ Ϯϲ͘ϭ ϱϳ ϮϬ͘ϴ 
^ŚĂƌŝŶŐ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ ϳϮϳ ϳ͘ϭ ϴ Ϯ͘ϵ 
dŽƚĂů ϭϬ͕ϮϮϲ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ Ϯϳϰ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ 

    ϮϬϭϮ   ϮϬϭϯ   ϮϬϭϰ   ϮϬϭϮ-ϮϬϭϰ 
  ^ƉĞĐŝĮĐ�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂͲƟŽŶ�ƚǇƉĞ EŽ͘ й EŽ͘ й EŽ͘ й dƌĞŶĚ�ŽǀĞƌ�ƟŵĞ 
^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌͲŝƚǇ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ ϯ͕ϮϲϬ ϱϴ͘ϲ ϯ͕Ϯϳϵ ϱϴ͘ϴ ϯ͕ϰϭϴ ϱϵ͘ϭ нϭϱϴ�;нϰ͘ϴйͿ 
  WƌŝǀĂƚĞ�ŚŽƵƐĞƐ�;ǁŝƚŚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ĂƐƐŝƐͲƚĂŶĐĞͿ 

ϱϭϭ ϵ͘Ϯ ϰϵϰ ϴ͘ϵ ϱϬϰ ϴ͘ϳ -ϳ ;-ϭ͘ϰйͿ 
hŶŬŶŽǁŶ WƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ�ďǇ�ǀŽůƵŶƚĂƌǇ�ďŽĚŝĞƐ�;ǁŝƚŚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵͲƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞͿ 

ϭϱϲ Ϯ͘ϴ ϭϲϮ Ϯ͘ϵ ϭϴϯ ϯ͘Ϯ нϮϳ�;нϭϳ͘ϯйͿ 
dƌĂǀĞůůĞƌ�ƐƉĞͲĐŝĮĐ >ŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ŐƌŽƵƉ�ƐĐŚĞŵĞ ϳϮϮ ϭϯ͘Ϭ ϳϮϴ ϭϯ͘ϭ ϳϯϮ ϭϮ͘ϳ нϭϬ�;нϭ͘ϰйͿ 
  >ŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ŚĂůƟŶŐ�ƐŝƚĞƐ ϵϭϬ ϭϲ͘ϰ ϵϭϭ ϭϲ͘ϯ ϵϰϱ ϭϲ͘ϯ нϯϱ�;нϯ͘ϴйͿ 
  dŽƚĂů ϱ͕ϱϱϵ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ ϱ͕ϱϳϰ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ ϱ͕ϳϴϮ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ нϮϮϯ�;нϰйͿ 
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Table three, four and five presented data on families living in all types of housing. Tables six, 
seven and eight look in more detail at those who are living in local authority owned and local 
authority assisted accommodation. The trends nationally from 2012 to 2014 show that the 
number of Travellers in standard local authority housing has increased from 3,260 to 3,418, 
accounting for an increase of 4.8 per cent. The numbers in private housing with local au-
thority assistance have fallen slightly by 1.4 per cent from 511 to 504. The most noticeable 
increase is the numbers of Traveller families in accommodation provided by voluntary bod-
ies which has increased by 17.3 per cent from 156 in 2012 to 183 in 2014. The percentages 
of families accommodated in Traveller specific accommodation have increased slightly by 
1.4 per cent in local authority group housing schemes and 3.8 per cent in local authority 
halting sites. 
Table 7: Number of Traveller families in local authority and local authority assisted accommodation 2012-
2014, Offaly 

Source: DECLG Annual Count 2014 
There are some differences between the trends associated with living in local authority 
owned and local authority assisted accommodation in Co. Offaly and nationally. However, it 
is important to be aware that the Co. Offaly trends are based on much smaller numbers than 
the national ones. For example, the percentage increase for Traveller families accommodated 
in housing provided by voluntary bodies is 66.6 per cent, but this is based on an increase 
from six to ten families over the time period. Nevertheless, it is interesting to see that the 
number of families accommodated in standard local authority housing has increased from 81 
to 98 (+21%) between 2012 and 2014. Only one more family was accommodated in local 
authority halting site accommodation in 2014 than in 2012 (increasing from 32 to 33). The 
number of families accommodated in local authority group housing remained the same at 
four. 

    ϮϬϭϮ   ϮϬϭϯ   ϮϬϭϰ   ϮϬϭϮ-ϮϬϭϰ 
  ^ƉĞĐŝĮĐ�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂͲƟŽŶ�ƚǇƉĞ EŽ͘ й EŽ͘ й EŽ͘ й dƌĞŶĚ�ŽǀĞƌ�ƟŵĞ 
^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝͲƚǇ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ ϴϭ ϱϲ͘ϯ ϴϯ ϱϱ͘ϳ ϵϴ ϱϴ͘ϯ нϭϳ�;нϮϭйͿ 
  WƌŝǀĂƚĞ�ŚŽƵƐĞƐ�;ǁŝƚŚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ĂƐƐŝƐͲƚĂŶĐĞͿ 

Ϯϭ ϭϰ͘ϲ Ϯϭ ϭϰ͘ϭ Ϯϯ ϭϯ͘ϳ нϮ�;нϵ͘ϱйͿ 
hŶŬŶŽǁŶ WƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ�ďǇ�ǀŽůƵŶƚĂƌǇ�ďŽĚŝĞƐ�;ǁŝƚŚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵͲƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞͿ 

ϲ ϰ͘Ϯ ϲ ϰ͘Ϭ ϭϬ ϲ͘Ϭ нϰ�;нϲϲ͘ϲйͿ 
dƌĂǀĞůůĞƌ�ƐƉĞͲĐŝĮĐ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ >ŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ŐƌŽƵƉ�ƐĐŚĞŵĞ ϰ Ϯ͘ϴ ϰ Ϯ͘ϳ ϰ Ϯ͘ϰ Ϭ 
  >ŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ŚĂůƟŶŐ�ƐŝƚĞƐ ϯϮ ϮϮ͘Ϯ ϯϱ Ϯϯ͘ϱ ϯϯ ϭϵ͘ϲ нϭ�;нϯ͘ϮйͿ 
  dŽƚĂů ϭϰϰ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ ϭϰϵ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ ϭϲϴ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ нϮϰ�;нϭϲ͘ϳйͿ 
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Table 8: Number of Traveller families in local authority and local authority assisted accommodation 2014, 
National and County Offaly 

Source: DECLG Annual Count 2014 
When you compare the national and County Offaly figures for 2014 you can see that nation-
ally, the proportion of families living in standard local authority housing is 59.1 per cent. The 
corresponding figure for County Offaly is 58.3 per cent. Those living in private housing with 
local authority assistance account for 8.7 per cent nationally. The proportion is higher in 
County Offaly at 13.7 per cent. Again County Offaly has a higher proportion when you look 
at the figures for those in housing provided by voluntary bodies which accounts for 3.2 per 
cent nationally and six per cent in County Offaly, and those in halting sites at 16.3 per cent 
and 19.6 per cent respectively. However, the situation is reversed when you examine the fig-
ures for local authority group housing schemes as the proportion is 12.7 per cent nationally, 
compared to just 2.4 per cent in County Offaly. 
The figures show that a large proportion of Travelers are accommodated in standard hous-
ing, both local authority and private rented. The proportions of Travellers living in Traveller 
specific accommodation provided by the local authority is quite low at 29 per cent nationally 
and 22 per cent in County Offaly. The number of Traveller families living in unofficial sites 
and in shared housing accounts for 11.5 per cent nationally and 16.4 per cent in County Of-
faly. Both of these living situations have potential to lead to problems of overcrowding and 
poor living conditions. 

    EĂƟŽŶĂů   KīĂůǇ   
  ^ƉĞĐŝĮĐ�ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƟŽŶ�ƚǇƉĞ EŽ͘ й EŽ͘ й 
^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ ϯ͕ϰϭϴ ϱϵ͘ϭ ϵϴ ϱϴ͘ϯ 
  WƌŝǀĂƚĞ�ŚŽƵƐĞƐ�;ǁŝƚŚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞͿ ϱϬϰ ϴ͘ϳ Ϯϯ ϭϯ͘ϳ 
hŶŬŶŽǁŶ WƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ�ďǇ�ǀŽůƵŶƚĂƌǇ�ďŽĚͲŝĞƐ�;ǁŝƚŚ�ůŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞͿ 

ϭϴϯ ϯ͘Ϯ ϭϬ ϲ͘Ϭ 

dƌĂǀĞůůĞƌ�ƐƉĞͲĐŝĮĐ�ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ >ŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ŐƌŽƵƉ�ƐĐŚĞŵĞ ϳϯϮ ϭϮ͘ϳ ϰ Ϯ͘ϰ 
  >ŽĐĂů�ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ�ŚĂůƟŶŐ�ƐŝƚĞƐ ϵϰϱ ϭϲ͘ϯ ϯϯ ϭϵ͘ϲ 
  dŽƚĂů ϱ͕ϳϴϮ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ ϭϲϴ ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ 
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This chapter will outline the main findings of the research, paying particular attention to the 
participants’ pathways into, through and out of homelessness. 
 
Current living situations 
 
The current living situations of the participants in this study varied widely. Although all of 
the participants had experienced homelessness in the year previous to the research, not all 
were homeless at the time of the research. Of those who were housed since their experience 
of homelessness, issues of overcrowding were evident in their current living situations. For 
example, one family of five, which included both male and female children, was living in a 
two-bedroom house provided as temporary accommodation through the local authority. As 
one of the children had just reached the teenage years, the family were quite uncomfortable 
that this child had to share a room with a sibling of the opposite sex who was just a few 
years younger. Another family, which included a male and female teenager, were living in a 
similar situation. Again they were living in a two-bedroom house and one of the siblings was 
sleeping in one of the bedrooms upstairs, while the other was sleeping on the couch in the 
sitting room. Another sibling and her spouse were currently homeless so they slept on the 
floor of this house when they had nowhere else to go:  
 Interviewee: this is a daughter that got married there...so now where are they going to  sleep tonight, I 
 don’t know?  That’s my story and basically I am overcrowded because  I can’t double up with the 
 young one and the young fella, the young fella needs his own room. This is only a two-bedroom 
 house, with three people in it. Now I have all my stuff…I’ve all my stuff all in boxes, all [son’s] 
 clothes is all in cases, so it’s just basically, it’s just too small.  
 Interviewer: and what ages are your children? 
 Interviewee: [son] is [late teens] and [daughter is early teens]. So I mean you couldn’t  put them to-
 gether, do you know what I mean? It’s not fair for him to be thrown there, with a throw over him, 
 he’s freezing . 
One of the interviewee was in a local authority property after a few months sleeping in a car. 
This participant was very happy with the location and condition of his current property. 
However, his three children come to stay with him every weekend and have to sleep on the 
floor as it is a one-bedroom property. 
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One of the couples and two individuals interviewed were living on unofficial sites. One fam-
ily had recently lost their trailer in a fire and were staying in a borrowed caravan at the time 
of the interview. As the caravan that they had a loan of was small, one of their teenage chil-
dren had to sleep in the car. Another family comprised two parents and two children living 
in a trailer with two beds. A single woman interviewed lived on an unofficial site with her 
parents. All of these interviewees were living without basic amenities such as running water, 
sewage facilities and mains electricity (they used generators for periods throughout the day). 
The people living in the unofficial sites all cited a lack of alternative Traveller specific ac-
commodation as the reason why they were living there. All had been offered, or had lived in, 
standard housing at some point but found that it was not suitable for their needs as Travel-
lers. 
Two recently married young couples were interviewed, both of whom were expecting their 
first child. One of these couples were living separately in each of their parental homes which 
were located in different towns. One of the participants described how the family home was 
already seriously overcrowded before he moved back home and his wife explained how she 
is currently living in a situation that puts her family home at risk as her parents are in breach 
of their tenancy agreement as long as she is staying there. The other recently married couple 
were living in a trailer out the back garden of the wife’s parents house. This couple had both 
grown up in a house and it was their first experience of living in a trailer: 
 Interviewee 1: I know they would say well you’re Travellers, you would be used to it, this, that and the 
 other, but it’s not necessarily like that… 
 Interviewee 2: you are used to it if you were reared like that. 
 Interviewee 1: if you were reared in a trailer, good and well you would get used to it like, you would be 
 used to it from an infant. But we’re reared in a house and then you actually have to go from our house 
 to a trailer because you can’t afford accommodation it’s a lot harder like, do you know what I mean 
 like? Especially then when you are trying to keep it warm, like when the child comes please God, like 
 how are we supposed to keep it warm when the heater doesn’t work, you know? Like it’s very hard 
 and then you can’t have an oil heater because the fumes is very dangerous, you know what I mean?  
Another participant was living in a temporary structure on an overcrowded un-serviced site 
(privately owned by a family member) which was prone to flooding. The final interviewee 
was living with his wife and children in private rented accommodation affected by plumbing 
issues and flooding. This participant has been issued a notice to quit. However, with no-
where else to go, has stayed in the property, despite the fact that the kitchen and one bed-
room are not in use due to a broken water talk which has flooded parts of the house. 



�ϰϳ 

 

 

 
Pathways into homelessness 
 
The reasons why people became homeless were varied and complex. For a small number, 
this episode was their first, while most had experienced homelessness on a number of occa-
sions throughout their life. One participant, who had multiple experiences of homelessness 
as a child, became homeless when he got married and himself and his wife were unable to 
access private rented accommodation. The landlord at the property they were living in im-
mediately after their wedding, gave them just a few hours to leave when he found out that 
they were both living there as he said that it was too small for the two of them due to fire 
regulations. They have been unable to find a property since. 
The formation or breakdown of families had a major impact on homelessness for a number 
of other participants as well, as they found it very difficult to access accommodation, wheth-
er that was in the private rented sector, standard local authority housing or Traveller specific 
accommodation. This issue of housing accessibility for Travellers was echoed in a consulta-
tion with a key representative of the midlands Simon Community which provides the re-
gional homeless support service. This representative felt that accommodation in the region 
is in short supply generally. However, the support workers in Simon feel that it takes them 
even longer to access private rented accommodation for Travellers than other homeless 
people.18 Many of the research participants feel that this lack of access to private rented ac-
commodation is due to discrimination by landlords. 
Some participants entered homelessness when they left council housing and entered the un-
official site. These participants were generally older than those who had a desire to live in 
standard housing and had grown up travelling the country themselves. Although they all 
found life without basic amenities very tough, for some of these participants standard hous-
ing was a worse alternative as it was so far removed from what they considered a home: 
 Well I am 11 years here, where I am now and all my family, a good few of the boys were out here 
 before I came out and I suppose just to say, I came from the side of the road and I did take a house at 
 one stage. I didn’t like it and it was only ever temporary, for five years. I found it very hard to cope 
 with mental illness and that, I struggled for a long, long time. And I suppose I just came to the stage 
 where I just couldn’t take any more so when I came out here 11 years ago, I was on a lot of  
 medication and I would have had been on medication for a long time, still struggling to sleep fully at 
 night, still have problems up and down, but nothing like what I suffered when I was in the house…
 But I am 11 years here now, living in a caravan.  
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Of the 14 participants, nine spoke of multiple moves throughout their life. On some occa-
sions these moves were by choice as they travelled from place to place. However, the desire 
to travel was not a constant for any of the participants and many spoke of a wish to become 
more settled – either in a standard home or more permanent Traveller specific accommoda-
tion – when they found that their living conditions became too tough to deal with. For ex-
ample, if they had a number of young children and living on the roadside became more diffi-
cult or as they found it more challenging to find places to park trailers. A number of the old-
er participants reminisced about the past and discussed how they feel it is more difficult to 
travel nowadays than it was in the past, as there are less places that you can park your trailer 
and the public and authorities are more hostile. 
On many occasions, the need to move was not by choice and instead was caused by in-
creased rents, overcrowding, being issued a notice to quit from a landlord, poor living condi-
tions, fear of violence, a court order, or the breakdown of a relationship. One participant, 
who is currently living in overcrowded accommodation, describes how the family has lived 
in six different places over the past seven years: 
 We were in [estate 1] for two and a half year. The reason why we left that, he put up the rent. It was 
 Φ750 a month. We went into [estate 2]. We were a year and a half [there], when he sold the house to 
 one of his friends or cousins…We went back down to stay in the official halting site, we stayed in a 
 caravan. The council promised me that time that if I left it, I wouldn’t go for them, but they promised 
 me if I left it that I would get a council house within three to four weeks. That two year ago, two and 
 a half year ago, still no further on. Then we were a year and a half in [estate 3], she had the house up 
 for sale, she sold the house so we have to get out of it and we had no place to go so we  we r e  in  a 
 B&B…for two weeks, two weeks wasn’t it? Yeah two weeks we were in that and then we came in 
 here. They said this was only temporary, we are here since last [year] we moved in here, we  are here 
 since. 
Such instability and/or lack of tenure security was the main reason most people interviewed 
had a preference for local authority provided accommodation (Traveller specific and stand-
ard housing), as they viewed it as more stable than the private rented sector or living on un-
official sites. 
Pathways through homelessness: the experience of the participants 
 
As discussed above, the participants’ homeless journeys were varied and complex through-
out their life histories. A number of different homeless situations were experienced by the 
participants, which are outlined in Table nine below. 
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Table 9: ETHOS typology of Homelessness and Housing Exclusion, including living situations experienced 
by research participants  

Source: FEANTSA (2005) ‘Ethos Typology on Homelessness and Housing Exclusion’. 
*based on children over 10 of opposite sex sharing a room, as well as size of living space 

  Operational Category Living Situation Generic definition No. 
Conceptual Category 

Roofless 

1 People living rough 1.1 Public space or external space Living in the streets or public spaces, without a shelter that can be defined as living quarters 2 

2 People in emer-gency accommo-dation 
2.1 Night shelter People with no usual place of residence who make use of overnight shelter, low threshold shelter 

0 

Houseless 

3 People in accom-modation for the homeless 
3.1   3.2   3.3 

Homeless hostel   Temporary hostel   Transitional supported ac-commodation 

Where the period of stay is intended to be short term 3 

4 People in Wom-en’s shelter 4.1 Women’s shelter accommo-dation Women accommodated due to experience of domestic violence and where the period of stay is intended to be short term 
1 

5 People in accom-modation for immigrants 
5.1      5.2 

Temporary accommodation/ reception centres   Migrant workers’ accommo-dation 

Immigrants in reception or short term accom-modation due to their immigrant status 0 

6 People due to be released from institutions 
6.1   6.2     6.3 

Penal institutions   Medical institutions    Children’s institutions/ homes 

No housing available prior to release   Stay longer than needed due to a lack of hous-ing   No housing identified (e.g. by 18th birthday) 

1 

7 People receiving longer term sup-port (due to homelessness) 

7.1      7.2 

Residential care for older homeless people   Supported accommodation for formerly homeless people 

Long stay accommodation with care for for-merly homeless people (normally more than one year) 
0 

Insecure 

8 People living in insecure accom-modation 
8.1       8.2     8.3 

Temporarily with family or friends     No legal (sub)tenancy     Illegal occupation of land 

Living in conventional housing but not the usual or place of residence due to lack of housing   Occupation of dwelling with no legal tenancy, Illegal occupation of a dwelling   Occupation of land with no legal rights 

9 

9 People living under the threat of eviction 
9.1     9.2 

Legal orders enforced (rented)   Repossession orders (owned) 

Where orders for eviction are operative    Where mortgagee has the legal order to re-possess 

0 

10 People living under threat of violence 
10.1 Police recorded incidents Where police action is taken to ensure place of safety for victims of domestic violence 0 

Inadequate 

11 People living in temporary/ non-conventional structures 

11.1   11.2   11.3 

Mobile home   Non-conventional building   Temporary structure 

Not intended as place of usual residence   Makeshift shelter, shack or shanty   Semi-permanent structure, hut or cabin 

3 

12 People living in unfit housing 12.1 Occupied dwelling unfit for habitation   
Defined as unfit for habitation by national legislation or building regulations 2 

13 People living in extreme over-crowding 
13.1 Highest national norm of overcrowding Defined as exceeding national density stand-ard for floor-space or useable rooms 6* 
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Table nine is based on the ETHOS typology of homelessness and housing exclusion. It is 
used here as a way to show the different ways that the participants in this research have ex-
perienced homelessness and housing exclusion. The last column includes a count of one per 
person interviewed if they spoke about experiencing homelessness in a given way. For exam-
ple, some participants spoke about living on a number of unofficial sites (which would in-
clude them in the typology under the illegal occupation of land) on a number of different 
occasions. However, the table is meant to show the different ways that the participants have 
experienced homelessness, rather than the number of times they have experienced each 
type. Were people spoke of multiple experiences in different ways, for example leaving pris-
on and using temporary accommodation, a count of one was included in each section. 
The table shows the range of homeless situations that the research participants experienced, 
including roofless, houseless, insecure and inadequate accommodation. This typology pro-
vides a useful tool through which to understand pathways through homelessness and illus-
trates how homelessness is a fluid experience as people move from one category or living 
situation to another. This was typical for the participants in this study. For example, one par-
ticipant described a move from an institution (houseless) into emergency homeless accom-
modation (roofless) and on to living in unfit housing (inadequate). Another participant had 
experienced multiple moves throughout his life which included sleeping in a car as a child 
(roofless), living on unofficial sites (insecure) and living in extremely overcrowded condi-
tions (inadequate). 
 
Length of homeless episodes 
 
The length of time that each homeless episode lasted varied from person to person, as well 
as between episodes. Some people experienced long term homelessness, while others were 
experiencing their first ever episode of homelessness at the time of the interview. For some 
of those who had spent considerable time travelling, the constant threat of being moved on, 
or having your trailer confiscated meant that they never really felt that they were not home-
less. One participant who is living in a cabin on land owned by a family member for the past 
three years described how she has always felt homeless and her adult children are now expe-
riencing the same issues in accessing appropriate and secure accommodation: 
 Interviewer: so in all that time, was there a time that you felt yourself that you were homeless…? 
 Interviewee: like I’ve always felt like that, homeless. Like I have my daughters, my oldest children 
 now they’re married and they have children of their own and my older son… but now they are grown 
 up and they have their own children, so and like they’re still homeless, they are still.  
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Another participant described how she has lived on an unofficial site with her family for al-
most 20 years without basic amenities: 
 There was Travellers there before we came, we’re there since 96, December 96 we are there since…So 
 we’re there and we have no facilities like. We used to have a skip and they took it because they said 
 that they had no funds, we used to have portaloos, back eight or nine year ago, they took away them 
because  they said they had no money to keep emptying them...  
This participant explained how her family have been in this situation for such a long time as 
they have never been offered accommodation suitable for their needs. Rather they were of-
fered standard housing or a place on a large halting site, which the family were reluctant to 
live on. This experience was typical of those living on the unofficial sites. The participants 
who were living in this situation all expressed a desire to live in Traveller specific accommo-
dation. However, all felt that the larger halting sites, that some had been offered a bay on, 
are not really Traveller specific as they would never choose to live with that many other peo-
ple who were not immediate or extended family or friends:  
 Interviewer: so what kind of sites were you offered? 
 Interviewee: just a bay in the permanent site. That didn’t suit like, it didn’t suit us cause it’s not what 
 we want so what’s the point in going down there and then a local authority house, a council house in 
 an estate and we don’t want that. 
 Interviewer so what is it about the bay… What is available doesn’t suit your needs at all? 
 Interviewee: well that particular bay like, the site is too big. There are 16 bays in it, do you know 
 what I mean?...so whereas if you had a four bay or six bay site, it would be only your own family, do 
 you know what I mean, you might be able to whatever manage it…16 bays is way too big, eight tops, 
 six. Even at 10 you are pushing it...it is a very, very good site now like do you know what I mean... 
 It’s a good site like but, just to me, I would be able to live in it because it’s too big for me like, I’m 
 saying just me and my family. Whereas if you have four, six, even 10 you would be pushing it you 
 know what I mean? Because 10 is a lot to live with… I’d say four, six is plenty . 
Travellers who took part in research examining why Travellers leave Traveller specific ac-
commodation made similar suggestions around the size of halting sites. They suggested that 
smaller halting sites accommodating a small number of compatible families would work bet-
ter. They recommended that these sites have room for some expansion to accommodate 
growing families and that they be developed in consultation between the local authority and 
Traveller families (KW Research and Associates, 2014).  
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For some participants, it was the feeling of security, the feeling that no one would come and 
move them on, that would end the feeling of homelessness that they have felt for many 
years:  
 Interviewee 1: that you know that six months, a year, two years down the road, that you don’t have to 
 leave it, that it’s yours for life. 
 Interviewer: and what it is about that that you really want? Is it the feeling of security or? 
 Interviewee 1: security for the childer, that they know right this is it, this is our home we don’t have to 
 move out of it again 
 Interviewee 2: that you are not, you’re not, you’re not thinking every night when you’re going to bed, 
 who is going to knock on the door in morning, how long more we going to be left here? When is 
 [landlord] going to approach us and say ‘[name] you have six weeks to go’ or whatever, do you know? 
 Just something that’s, that you can lie down, that you have no worries going to bed at night like. Do 
 you know?  
 
Physical health 
 
A range of physical and mental health issues were mentioned by study participant, that they 
experienced themselves and/or were experienced by other family members. These include 
health problems that they felt were directly attributed to their homeless status or living con-
ditions, such as chronic kidney infections (on site with no toilets), stress and depression. 
One participant discussed the frustration and stress that he is experiencing over his accom-
modation situation and how he feels this is effecting his health: 
 I never had blood pressure in my life, never in my life. Now the last year and a half, ever since the 
 time we have to leave [the rented house], I’m taking blood pressure tablets. I’ve never had blood pres-
 sure tablets, I never, I never had to take a tablet in my life. I’m taking blood pressure tablets… They 
 are just driving me nuts. There are enough, if they came out and said right because so-and-so, so-and-
 so, so-and-so, whatever, you might be able to try and sort it out. But they won’t give you no reason at 
 all. 
 



�ϱϯ 

 

 

 
For those on the unofficial sites, the lack on any facilities was cited as both a cause of poor 
health and a barrier to improving health status. For example, a number of participants spoke 
about the frequency at which the children on the site got ill, as well as frequent accidents on 
the sites:  
 Interviewee: yeah I was saying [daughter] got dysentery…yeah like the Third World condition, she got 
 dysentery and the whooping cough as well… She ended up in Cherry Orchard Hospital in Dublin 
 and she was there for weeks, she was very sick with it, we didn’t think she was going to make it, she 
 was very sick. 
 Interviewer  1: what age was she then? 
 Interviewee: she was three 
 Interviewer 2: so have you had many incidents of illnesses over the years? 
 Interviewee: oh, we have had a lot of illnesses over the years like and the children have had a lot of 
 accidents over the years, with falls and cuts and broken bones. 
 Interviewer 2: accident that you think are a direct result of where you were living? 
 Interviewee: yeah, yeah, yeah, it’s been very bad over the years.  
One of the participants described the stress and anxiety he experienced as a child during an 
episode of homelessness were his family had limited access to electricity. His mother had a 
serious sleeping disorder that required the use of an oxygen machine while sleeping:  
 Interviewee: My mother is on a breathing machine because she has a sleeping disorder so in the, in the 
 night-time if she would knock it off, she goes into her, what’s it, a coma. And with the sleeping 
 disorder it cut’s your oxygen from your throat to your brain, so that leads to a heart attack or a 
 stroke. So every night we had to be up in time, within a 10 minute space to knock on the generator 
 and to get her out of a coma every single night for two year 
 Interviewer: so you couldn’t leave the machine on because… 
 Interviewee: no we couldn’t leave it because the generator couldn’t be on. It could go on fire with the 
 electric and all that. We only had to put it on a certain amount of days, with one of us being there. 
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A lack of refrigeration to store medication was an issue for another participant. He explained 
how he had to store insulin outside during the months he spent sleeping rough as he had 
nowhere else to keep it. During this time, he found it very difficult to control his diabetes as 
he had little control over his diet as he had no cooking facilities and little money so ate most 
of his meals from takeaways: 
 Interviewee: I was getting sick over it I was. And I was in the hospital…and I got a letter from the 
 doctor there for the council as well, he was a great help with the house as well he was. And he was 
 explaining the story more proper, he told the council if they didn’t house me, I was going to have the 
 loss of limbs and all like because I am a diabetic and that’s basically what comes out of it when you 
 are living rough, you will lose limbs and all like that, as worse you’re getting.  
 Interviewer: because of diet and medication? 
 Interviewee: I hadn’t got a place to keep my medication. 
 Interviewer: would you need to keep that in the fridge? 
 Interviewee: Oh in the fridge yeah. And that was a problem with the hostel as well, I couldn’t leave 
 that out of my hands either cause I don’t know who is in the hostel. If it goes missing I was into 
 trouble over it…  
 Interviewer: [you said]… your diet is so important when you have diabetes, how did you find  
 managing this when you were in the car? You were saying you have to eat a lot of takeaway and stuff, 
 did that affect the diabetes?  
 Interviewee: it did, affected it big time it did. I went to about 18 stone weight  
 Interviewer: you found that you put on a lot of weight? 
 Interviewee: put on a lot of weight out of it. I wasn’t doing proper exercise, I wasn’t proper dieting, 
 basically the diabetes went out of control, it went out of control it did. Because you need a place for to 
 sort all that out you know? When you have that illness you need to buy fresh food, all that sort of 
 thing. 
 
Mental health 
 
The issue of mental health came up in most of the interviews and the findings would indi-
cate that it is an issue of serious concern in relation to the Travellers involved in this study 
and their wider network of family and friends. People spoke about their own mental health 
issues, those of spouses, children (young and adult), siblings and the wider community. 
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Feelings of isolation and loneliness were common among those who moved to standard 
housing after spending most of their life in a trailer. The sense of identity, community and 
belonging that they gained from a more traditional Traveller lifestyle, was such that the diffi-
culties of living in the unofficial site were outweighed by the alternative which they saw as 
surrendering their Traveller culture and identity. One participant explained how this isola-
tion affected her mental state, leading to a deterioration of her mental health: 
 Interviewee: …. At that stage my mental illness was quite serious. 
 Interviewer: so what was it for you about the house? 
 Interviewee: because the four walls. I just couldn’t cope, I didn’t see my own community. I wasn’t 
 living in my own community. It was all settled community that was around me, do you know what I 
 mean? And we as Travellers are so used to people coming in and out the door and no one, I felt 
 lonely. Here if I felt lonely I could go down to [neighbour 1] or go down to [neighbour 2] or go into 
 any caravan here and they feel the same with me. I mightn’t see [neighbour 2] down the road for three 
 months, I mightn’t see [neighbour 1] down the road for three months, but suddenly all of a sudden 
 they could have a down day and they would come up and come in here for an hour, I’d go down and go 
 in there for an hour. And its grand if I never talk to them, to be able to see the people coming in and 
 out, that’s what keeps you sane, you know? That you see the people coming in and out and that’s the 
 type of culture that the Travellers live in. That’s what we need to have, do you know? We need to be 
 able to live in our own community, do you know our own way. And it is hard, I have to say, it is 
 hard. There is no running water, there is no electricity and there is no toilets. But like they’ve took 
 everything else from us. They can’t take this from us. Do you know what I mean? They really can’t 
 take this window. 
In some cases, participants spoke about mental health issues as something that effected mul-
tiple members of the family. A woman, who herself was dealing with depression, spoke 
about how two of her children were suffering from depression and one of them with anxiety 
as well. This woman was worried that her youngest child would get depressed as well. She 
felt that because they all had poor mental health, this was preventing any one from getting 
better: 
 Interviewee: The three of us is here, all hospital cases depression... She goes out the door like and she is 
 wondering where is she going to sleep tonight?... 
 Interviewer: so how she coping with her situation? 
 Interviewee: not really, she’s not. For one she has no home, for two she suffers with depression and 
 with no home this makes her depression worse. And you have no home and her being depressed is 
 making me depressed. And you’ve to look at me depressed is making you more depressed so we’re all 
 depressed, if  you look at it that way. 
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Another participant, who was being treated with medication for depression, explained why 
she thought mental health issues were so prevalent among Travellers. To her, the issues are 
related to the increasing pressures that Travellers find themselves facing in trying to access 
secure and appropriate accommodation: 
 ...there is an awful lot of that going, depression now… The Travellers are under pressure, they took 
 everything away from the Travellers. Took their, their livelihood and took everything from them, know 
 what I mean? And they are trying harder and harder to take everything from them. Sure they have 
 the camps gone now like and they shove you into houses and that it. We won’t have sites, they won’t 
 build sites. They will shove you into houses and whatever. And you mightn’t want to go into one but 
 you have no other choice, you know what I mean?...I think years ago was better for Travellers. They 
 are taking everything away from Travellers now…they get depressed over it, they get depressed over it 
 like do you know what I mean, too much pressure, too much pressure on top of people. Here like, we 
 were supposed to be gone out of here in January, we’ve nowhere to go. Now we  know if we go out that 
 gap we are going to be touring around the country, we will be left nowhere so that’s an awful lot of 
 pressure too like, you know what I mean. It’s an awful lot of pressure when you have no place to go, 
 do you know what I mean like?  
The issue of uncertainty, lack of accommodation security and the stress that this caused was 
raised time and time again throughout the interviews and was a central theme to emerge 
from the research.  
 
Suicide 
 
Suicide is a serious issue for the Traveller community and one that has directly affected a 
number of the participants in this study. Some of the participants felt that it was becoming 
more of an issue recently as they feel that life as a Traveller has become more difficult: 
 Interviewee 1: sure look with hanging, look with hanging alone in the Traveller’s community. 
 Interviewee 2: that’s only lately now.  
 Interviewee 1: that’s only for the last 10 or 12 years, do you know what I mean? She lost a sister…
 hung herself, mother of two childer, do you know what I mean?  
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Two of those interviewed spoke about how suicide was something that they had contem-
plated themselves. For one participant, this moved past ideation, to an attempted suicide a 
number of years ago when everything seemed to get too much to cope with: 
 [A number of] years ago I tried to commit suicide. And in that shit hole of a place… I just went 
 down a road…I went down the road and I thought I couldn’t come back with everything, with the 
 house, family issues, everything, everything like the whole weight is on your back so I just took a load 
 of drugs and threw myself…with a rope around my neck…so after that then I went up and got my 
 head sorted and took weeks, a couple of months so I just sat down and realised like I had to cop on 
 for the sake of the kids. 
 
Day-to-day life 
 
The Travellers who took part in this research were currently, or recently had been, living in 
very difficult situations. Some had spent periods sleeping in cars, other had spent times in 
emergency accommodation, almost all had spent some time in over-crowded accommoda-
tion and many had spent considerable time living in unofficial sites without access to basic 
amenities such as water, sewage and mains electricity. They described how many simple 
things about day-to-day life become much more difficult when you are experiencing an epi-
sode of homelessness. For example, one participant described all the tasks she needed to 
undertake every day due to the lack of facilities: 
 Interviewee: well we have to get a sup of water here every day. I have a generator running our own bit 
 of electricity. My kids go to school every day and they come up at 3:30, [husband] will pick them up 
 today now. But I picked them up at 3:30 every day in the secondary school there and they go into the 
 caravan there and they can do their homework or whatever, into the girls caravan there, they do their 
 homework and, for an hour… 
 Interviewer: but like, doesn’t a lot from here use the swimming facilities to shower? 
 Interviewee: we use the, yeah, well for to shower, well for to- shower we use the local gym... But em, we 
 go to the local gym to use the shower and it is a tenner for a week, and three times or whatever week, 
 that’s the way it works here. And they go to the local swimming pool…but they are doing up the 
 swimming pool there now. And we use the church, parish church in, our parish priest tell the truth of 
 him now, he’s very, very supportive of us...but he has a toilet in the side of the church we use that quite 
 a lot, we use the toilets at the town shopping centre or when I go into work, I can use the toilets. 
 That’s the only way. Other than that, if you want to walk down the field there, walk across the 
 quarry the far side, that’s the only toilets you have to use. 
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The other participants who had spent time living on unofficial sites described similar situa-
tions with regard to water and sewage. Toilets were a particular issue for those sleeping 
rough or in unofficial sites and participants spoke about the need to get children up and into 
the car to drive to the nearest town to use a bathroom. 
As well as this, people spoke about the storage of food as an issue. This was an issue for 
people who had lived on unofficial sites, in emergency accommodation, in unfit accommo-
dation and had spent time sleeping in a car. For example, two participant spoke about the 
need to shop on a daily basis for food as they had limited refrigeration facilities (it only 
worked when the generator was turned on). They felt that this significantly increased their 
food bill as they could not buy perishable items in bulk, but rather had to buy smaller, and 
often more expensive items. Another participant spoke about how he could only eat take 
away food during an episode of homelessness as he was sleeping in his car at the time and 
had nowhere to cook or store food. One family described how they relied on family so that 
they could prepare food during the time that they lived in emergency B&B accommodation: 
 Interviewee 1: There was nowhere to make food. We couldn’t stay there all day, there was nowhere to 
 make food. To make food we had to go to either my mother’s house or my aunt or my sister’s house. 
 Interviewee 2: [We] had to be gone by 9 o’clock in the morning 
 Interviewee 1: and they wouldn’t let us back in until six. 
 Interviewee 2: six in the evening. And if we wanted breakfast for the kids in the morning before they 
 go to school we’d have to give them an extra Φ15 for to give the kids breakfast before they go to school. 
 Interviewee 1: per child, per adult, an extra Φ15 
 Interviewer per person? 
 Interviewee 1: yeah. 
For those relying on family for temporary accommodation, the feeling of being a burden or 
living ‘on-top’ of people was mentioned a number of times. A male participant who was liv-
ing with his wife in a small trailer out her parents’ back garden described how he felt uncom-
fortable with the situation: 
 When we are out here, it’s hard, come in here to have a shower, come in here use their water, come in 
 here and use their sink to wash our delft you know? People like to have their own comfort, they like to 
 be able to come and use the toilet…it’s just, it’s still not nice like no matter, no matter what, you’re 
 living up on top of people. You are homeless, basically like you’re relying on someone to actually let 
 you stay out the back out the back of their house in your trailer. You’re relying on them to let you use 
 their shower and let you use their sink to wash your delft and use their toilet.  
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For a number of the research participants, day-to-day life during an episode of homelessness 
became mainly about finding accommodation. This was usually through local estate agents, 
the county council, online (using websites such as daft.ie), or finding out about vacant prop-
erties through other Travellers. Children were involved nine of the ten cases and people 
spoke about the desire to provide adequate and secure accommodation for their children 
throughout the research interviews. For some this made the need to find accommodation 
the main focus of their life during the homeless episodes. For example, the two couples ex-
pecting their first child felt an urgent need to find accommodation before their babies were 
born. Both of these couples described their stresses and worries about how they would cope 
with a new baby if they couldn’t find somewhere to live. The fact that both of these couples 
were under 26 years old and therefore in receipt of the reduced level of Jobseeker’s Allow-
ance, exacerbated their worries as they were not hopeful of being able to afford a property 
on their income of Φ200 per week. 
 
Support networks 
 
The strength of families ties among the research participants became apparent throughout 
the research. For almost all of the participants (12 of 14), families were described as a key 
provider of support and played a crucial role in alleviating the burdens of homelessness. 
Two main themes emerged through the discussions on support networks in the interviews: 
the strength and importance of family as a support network and the perceived lack of sup-
port from statutory and voluntary agencies.  
 
Family support 
 
The support that families were providing to the study participants ranged from practical sup-
port with their day to day living, to emotional support in dealing with stresses during home-
less episodes. The practical support included things like providing a place to get water for 
those living in unofficial sites, somewhere to get showered or use the bathroom. For some, 
homes of other family members provided a place to prepare food or do other household 
tasks like washing clothes. Some people lived in situations where large number of their fami-
ly were in the same circumstances, either living on the unofficial site with them or on anoth-
er one located elsewhere. One of the interviewees explained how they tried to work together 
to lessen the burden of their living conditions through doing their food shopping together 
to reduce cost, minding each other’s children when mothers needed help or taking it in turns 
to do tasks such as the laundry: 
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 I have nowhere to put clothes. I have to pay to get them washed and dried, yeah. That’s the only way 
 we can do it here like you know. And usually like if the girls are going over, we say that anybody was 
 going over they would bring my two bags over, or if I was going I would bring her two bags, [sister’s] 
 two bags or [sister-in-law’s] two bags you know. Usually we take turns at going like, you know like 
 the kind of spare the costs like as much as you can like you know. 
While appreciating the support from families, some participants explained how they had to 
rely a lot on parents and siblings during homeless episodes, which they felt was unfair on 
their family. One interviewee explained how her parents’ tenancy was at risk because she 
was staying at their home without agreement from the landlord, which made the property 
overcrowded. Another described how she felt generally ok about the amount of support she 
received from family but that her husband found it quite difficult as they were so heavily 
reliant on her parents while they were homeless:  
 They would never give out about it, because they are my mother and father, they wouldn’t give out 
 about it because it’s me like or him, but it’s not the same for me and for him because I wouldn’t feel 
 comfortable up in his house at all if I had to keep running in…cause he’d feel like that where I 
 wouldn’t because they’re my mother and father I can do what I want you know that sort of way? But 
 he wouldn’t because it’s not his mother and father.  
Family was described as an important provider of emotional support for some. When asked 
who they would turn to when they needed support or someone to talk to, most people said 
that it was their family that they would turn to. This was generally immediate family such as 
mothers and fathers, siblings, grown-up children and spouses.  
For some people who were experiencing mental health issues, family was their only support. 
Three participants spoke about support from their GP but the level of contact here was lim-
ited. None of the participants were accessing mental health services, despite the fact that 
some had described quite serious bouts of depression and even suicidal ideation and at-
tempts. Two of the participants spoke about their children accessing mental health services. 
  
Statutory and voluntary organisation support 
 
Many of the participants felt that there was very little statutory and voluntary support availa-
ble to them. Conversations around statutory housing support tended to focus around peo-
ples’ frustrations with not being able to access accommodation, whether that was standard 
housing or Traveller specific accommodation. The communications with the local authority 
were often viewed as points of conflict in which you must fight for access to housing: 
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 Like we know what to expect, and what not to expect. Like we don’t expect to put in that and then 
 after Christmas to get a house, no things don’t work like that. It’s common sense like. But when you 
 put in it, you are going to have to fight for a house because if you sit down, like if you sit down or sit 
 on your arse like, do you know for a week or two weeks or for a month and not go up and fight, while 
 they’re gonna say well sure you’re not bothered about getting a house, like you’re sitting, you haven’t 
 been up here in the last six months and then all of a sudden then because you’re being [evicted] or you 
 automatically want a house like, so you kind of have to keep fighting. If you leave it say for three 
 weeks, every two weeks go up and just say, look any word or, you have to show them that you’re 
 willing to fight for a house, that you really want one like, you just have to show them. Because if you 
 don’t, if you sit back and just relax it’s not gonna work for you.  
People living on the unofficial sites described an additional frustration at feeling forgotten 
about by both the statutory and voluntary service providers: 
 That they are not seeing the homelessness in us, you know what I mean? Like if the [charity] are not 
 seeing it, they are the first priority of homelessness. Now we know there is people going in crisis, we 
 know there is people with big mortgages and that, but for God’s sake like, in 11 years that not one of 
 them stepped there inside that gate to see is there a family in there that needs anything from us. Like 
 it might be small or whatever, do you know?  
A conversation with a representative from the local authority confirmed that the poverty 
charity referred to in this exchange do not go in to any of the unofficial sites anymore. How-
ever, she explained that people can apply to the charity for support if they wish to.19 
Privately accessing accommodation was very problematic for those interviewed, whether 
they were looking for standard housing or Traveller specific accommodation. Therefore, 
they were heavily reliant on the local authority as their accommodation provider. Because 
some participants viewed their relationship with the local authority as somewhat antagonis-
tic, they were frustrated that they could not access other homeless services unless they were 
referred by the local authority, for example the homeless support service offered by the Mid-
land Simon Community or emergency accommodation. Our finding that the Travellers in-
terviewed are very disillusioned with the local authority is not unique. A mixed methods 
study by the National Traveller Accommodation Consultative Committee and Housing 
Agency found that there was a lot of disillusion with, and distrust of, the local authority 
among Travellers (KW research and Associates, 2014). This was due to issues such as having 
to wait very long times for responses about particular sites only to be told that there was no 
funding available and the closure of sites and relocation which left families feeling isolated 
and vulnerable. The attitude of some local authority staff was also considered an issue as you 
can find both staff members that have a reasonable open attitude towards Travellers, or a 
particular family, and those that have a very negative attitude.  
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Most of the participants in this research voiced similar concerns about staff attitudes and 
how they changed depending on the staff member. The frequent staff changes in the hous-
ing department of the local authority was viewed as an issue. For example, one woman ex-
plained how her family is completely worn down by the process as she feels their hopes are 
constantly raised and then dashed again. For her, the problem is that you spend time work-
ing with a particular staff member and you feel like you have made some progress, and then 
the staff in the housing department change and you have to start all over again: 
 Interviewee: And you keep telling them the same thing every time over and over again, you get sick of 
 telling them the same thing. And then they go in, you don’t see them for a long time again. And, may
 be back 10 year ago, maybe 12 year ago we had different families living with us so we kind of got 
 meetings going with the council and we went to view group housing in [town] and everything was going 
 ahead, everyone was happy but then there was a stop put to it and nothing happened and then that 
 family got up and left. 
 Interviewer: so do you know why there was a stop, do you know where that came from? 
 Interviewee: em, they said they had no money or something, or the fella that was promising us every
 thing  got up and went. 
 Interviewer: so this was a person in the council, a change of staff was it? 
 Interviewee: yeah. And then em, kind of things died down again for a while, do you know? And then 
 maybe a year or two after again someone comes around and says ‘well I’ll do something on your case 
 for your case for ya’ and the same thing over again, you know that way?  
The research participants in the KW Research and Associates study (2014) felt that local au-
thority staff (including the Traveller Accommodation Officer, Senior Housing Officer and 
the local authority Social Worker) had a lot of power and discretion which could be used 
either positively or negatively depending on the staff members’ attitude towards Travellers. 
Again, this was an issue that the participants in our research voiced concerns over as the is-
sue of ‘why’ some people were allocated housing or bays and other were not was raised time 
and time again. 
Those that accessed the support of the Midland Simon Community regional support service 
were very positive about the experience and found the process beneficial: 
 Interviewee It was just mostly, the people that were mostly helping me was…[OTM worker]…she 
 gave me good help as well and the Simon gave me good help as well. 
 Interviewer: what kind of help did you get from Simon? 
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 Interviewee: will they were really doing everything and anything for me, try and get me a place. They 
 actually got me this house you might as well say, they tried to put me in a homeless [emergency 
 accommodation], I wouldn’t go into the homeless I already explained that them, but eventually they 
 did get me this house, it was the best help I got…  
Consultation with both the county council and the Midland Simon Community confirmed 
that a significant proportion of the people that they are providing homeless support to are 
Travelers. However, the case load that the support service in Simon can manage at any one 
time is capped at 22 people per county. Both representatives explained how there is high 
demand for the service, which is always full. A problem they are facing at present is moving 
people on from the service as there is such a shortage of accommodation at present.20 
Some people were heavily reliant on the Offaly Traveller Movement as a provider of sup-
port. A number of the participants said OTM is the first organisation they turn to if they 
need help or support from a service provider: 
 …Can ring [OTM worker], and say this is happening, that is happening, whatever and she’ll give 
 me advice and [other worker] is the same. I feel that there is no one else that we can turn around to…  
As mentioned in the previous section, when asked about service provider support with re-
gard to mental health issues, GPs were the only provider of support outside of the family for 
the research participants.  
 
Pathways out of homelessness: A multitude of exit barriers 
 
Affordability 
 
Many of those interviewed were still experiencing an episode of homelessness at the time of 
the interview. However, some of these people had previous episodes of homelessness and 
spoke about ways which they had exited homelessness on previous occasions. For some 
people, the main barrier to exiting homelessness was a lack of affordable accommodation. 
The two young married couples interviewed, and one young male who was married with 
children but interviewed alone, all wanted to live in standard housing, be that private rented 
or local authority housing. However, none of them could access accommodation in the 
months preceding their interview. The reasons for this were multiple. All spoke about dis-
crimination as a barrier, a lack of available properties and affordability: 
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 Interviewee 1: there are a few houses up that they are looking for 800 and all these kind of things, 
 we’re only on 200 a week. So that kind of like, you have to think like, can you afford it? There’s a 
 lot of things that comes with a house like, there’s the rent, there’s the shopping and electric, everything 
 is with it. So...we are looking for a place to take the HAP and all this so 
 Interviewer: and can you find many places that are willing to take the HAP? 
 Interviewee 2: no 
 Interviewee 1: a good few places won’t. Saying that they have to be working people. 
The reduced level of Jobseeker’s Allowance payment for people under 26 assumes that 
young people can remain living at home and therefore need lower levels of income. Howev-
er, Travellers have traditionally married younger than their settled peers and are more likely 
to be setting up their own home as a married couple under the age of 26. The young couples 
in this research were all in their late teens or early 20s and reliant of social welfare as their 
source of income, which meant that they had a joint income of Φ200 per week as they had 
no dependents at the time of interview. 
The gap between the Housing Assistance Payment (HAP) and the market rent was seen as 
an issue in this research. The maximum HAP available, for example, to a family of two 
adults and three children in Φ540 per month. However, searches on Daft.ie and consultation 
with the social worker in Offaly county council would indicate that the average monthly rent 
for a house suitable for a family of this size (three bedroom) is closer to Φ700-Φ750.21 For a 
family dependent on social welfare payments as their main source of income, this is a sizea-
ble gap that would preclude them from renting housing on the private market. Very few of 
the respondents believed that their financial situation was likely to change through employ-
ment, with fatalistic thinking evident in relation to employment opportunities. The AITH 
study team (2010) had similar findings in the qualitative section of their research. 
 
Availability of suitable accommodation 
 
The lack of available accommodation was cited by most participants as a barrier to exiting 
homelessness. This was also considered an issue by the service providers consulted. The 
shortage of available accommodation was discussed by those who were looking for standard 
housing (mainly private rented) and those who had a preference for Traveller specific ac-
commodation. Some of the participants who had a preference for local authority housing 
felt that there were a lot of vacant local authority properties in the town and they took a long 
time to be re-let.  
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However, it is worth nothing that Offaly County Council actually have one of the fastest 
turn-around times in terms of re-letting vacant properties averaging 14 weeks, compared to 
the national average of 27.3 weeks (2013 figures).22 Consultation with representatives from 
the council indicated that they see the issue of housing supply as the biggest barrier to peo-
ple trying to exit homelessness. 
When those who stated a preference to live in Traveller specific accommodation spoke 
about a shortage of appropriate accommodation and they felt that there was no desire or will 
to build accommodation that would be suitable to their needs as Travellers: 
 …and like we had meetings with the council, they keep telling us that there is nothing available only 
 private house or like standard house in like a council house or bay in the site and like there is waiting 
 lists for all of them. 
Another interviewee who was living on an unofficial site had stated that he would be happy 
to live in a house as the conditions were so bad on the site. When probed a bit further on 
this, he admitted that he was just settling for a house as he did not believe that the council 
would provide appropriate Traveller specific housing for his family (group housing in this 
case). The issue of people settling for standard housing when they really wanted Traveller 
specific housing was raised a number of times throughout the research and was discussed as 
a potential reason why people often give up their tenancies after a period in local authority 
or voluntary housing association standard housing. 
 
Discrimination 
 
One couple described how they feel that their surname prevents many landlords from rent-
ing properties to them. They felt that people are more open to letting them view the proper-
ty when they use the wife’s maiden name which is not a recognisable Traveller surname: 
 Interviewee 1: we would like to get like a house or something, we have nowhere to go like. We ring up 
 people and saying [surname], they say there is a waiting list, if it comes up again we will call you. But 
 if you say [wife’s maiden name], when can you come view it. 
 Interviewer: so you can notice a difference depending on the name you use? 
 Interviewee 2: yeah, they don’t like me for some reason. 
This issue of discrimination came up in all the interviews with people who were trying to 
access the private rented market. As mentioned in a previous section, support workers in the 
Midland Simon community feel that this is an issue as well when they try to support Travel-
lers to access this type of accommodation.23  
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One of the men in the study described how a landlord found out that he was a Traveller and 
decided he would not rent the man a property as a result of this: 
 We went about a house up here…It was 700 a month. So we scraped up the deposit and I went up 
 to meet him and he said yeah no bother. And I brought up a rent supplement form with me just in 
 case he did…He was happy to give it to me…We filled in the application form, I gave him Φ700 
 deposit. So he was supposed to give me the keys on the Friday. He…text me Thursday night, sorry 
 [name], can’t make it tomorrow, tomorrow evening, see you Saturday morning…Three men got out of 
 the car, this man and two other men…He said [name], he says, I can’t give you the house. Why? 
 Didn’t I give you a deposit says I? Didn’t I give you the application form says I? And you filled in 
 your half, says I. I filled in my half. I’m bringing it into the dole office now to get their half filled in. 
 He says no. He said I’ve done a bit of homework on you he said and I found out you were a  
 Traveller…I’ve done a bit of homework on you he says that you are a member of the Travelling 
 community, Gypsy he called me, that’s what he said. I said what difference is that going to make? 
 Says I, I can get references for you, says I, of houses we have already, already been in. Says I, you can 
 ring the county council, they will tell you about me as well. No he said, I’m not having it’. 
 
Emergency accommodation 
 
There was a reluctance to enter emergency hostel accommodation for most of the partici-
pants. The fact that most of the hostel accommodation was located outside of the county 
was cited as a big issue. There were only six beds available in Tullamore and none of the par-
ticipants had been offered one of these. There were no family units that could house couples 
and their children together and they could be offered accommodation in different counties. 
All of the men in the study who had been offered hostel accommodation stated that they 
would fear living in the counties were the emergency accommodation was located due to 
ongoing feuding. Although they all stated that they were not directly involved, the men 
feared that their surname was enough to put them in serious danger if they moved there: 
 Interviewee:…I went up to [local authority staff], I said…I’m getting kicked out of my house, ‘why 
 don’t you go to [county]?’ She goes, I can get you a place up there. Now I’d get to stay in a hostel and 
 my wife and kids would stay in another place, in [the county], a [surname] in [county]! I’d be 
 chopped up. Like there’s Travellers, there’s, this is the other thing as well, there’s Travellers that are 
 arguing with other travellers and that’s an issue as well like do you know what I mean?  
 Interviewer: about where you are placed? 
 Interviewee: where you get, yeah. Like if they had me up to [county] there, if I want to die I’ll find 
 another way… Do you know what I mean? If I go up there by myself, it’s stupid like. 
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Consultation with housing staff in the county council confirmed that this reluctance to enter 
hostel accommodation is not limited to the participants in our study. It is their experience 
that the Travellers that come to Offaly County Council will generally try to find anywhere 
else to stay other than a hostel, for example staying with their families in overcrowded con-
ditions.24  
 
Sustainable exits from homelessness for those on unofficial sites 
 
For those on unofficial halting sites, an enabler of an exit from homelessness in the past was 
the allocation of a place on a halting site or in standard housing. However, for the reasons 
discussed in the preceding sections, these accommodation options were unsustainable for 
the participants. In order to facilitate sustainable exits from homelessness, the importance of 
consultation with the families was stressed on a number of occasions. For example, one par-
ticipant described how she felt issues that have arisen in the past on halting sites could be 
dealt with to prevent repeat episodes of homelessness: 
 Interviewee: Ways that I would run a halting site is, if the families are one family grouping going in, 
 because or maybe two or three people that get on very well with one another do you know? Listen to 
 the families that want to go in together, that’s what it is all about. It’s not about 20 or 60 bay site, 
 halting site, because it doesn’t work, it doesn’t work. The smaller halting site and group housing is, 
 the better it works…It’s only when you put those people in, maybe 50 or 60 people living on top of 
 one another do you know, that things get out of hand like. And you could have an odd strange person 
 that the council might decide that there is a bay empty, we will put that person in without discussing it 
 with the family that’s in there. So you might have to get up and go, you couldn’t live like that like, do 
 you know? You wouldn’t be able to live like that like.  
 Interviewer: That’s really important? 
 Interviewee: yeah that’s very important, very important. That they listen to the family that’s there. It’s 
 like putting you into a group housing scheme or anywhere tomorrow morning and saying to themselves 
 we are going to put this one up here now, we’re going to put that one up there now. Well we don’t care 
 what she says because she is in a house now, we are putting this person in now because there is no
 where else to put them. So they would rather do that then talk to the family before they cause hassle 
 like do you know? That’s not good.  
As discussed earlier, some Travellers leave tenancies because they find that they are unsuita-
ble to their needs and conflict with their identity as Travellers. The provision of Traveller 
specific accommodation is of vital importance so that people are not pushed into a situation 
of repeat homelessness due to a lack of culturally appropriate accommodation.  
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Hopes for the future and the meaning of a home 
 
Travellers are not a homogenous group and their hopes and desires with regards to accom-
modation vary widely. For some of the participants, home is a house they can call their own:  
 Interviewer: so for you then what would it be that you would call home?  
 Interviewee 1: a warm roof over our heads, a house like. 
 Interviewee 2: a house that we can call ours, not say well that we are living in like my mother and 
 father’s cause still at the end of the day it’s my mother and father’s but you are still not, it is still not 
 ours the get me? The trailer is ours but when you have your own home you can make, you can do what 
 you want with it. Where a trailer you can’t, you might put your few bits of crystal that you get around, 
 but you won’t do nothing major with it like. Were a house you can do what you want and you can call 
 it yours because you are paying the bills. So it’s different like. 
 Interviewee 1:...You move into the, to a house you would struggle to go and by a telly and chairs and 
 tables and you know? But still it is, if I had a house and I had no chairs or table at least I could call 
 it my home, you know, even if I had no telly, I could say look my bedroom is upstairs, I have a bed, I 
 have filled in the press. Once I have food in the press and a bed and a proper roof over my head I can 
 call it a home, you know?  
Whereas for others, home is living surrounded by your family and other Travellers: 
 Interviewee: it would be nice now, it would be nice if they did build group housing. 
 Interviewer: so if that was an option, would you still prefer house or what if you could have group 
 housing? 
 Interviewee: oh I would go for a house or group housing, it makes no difference the house would be a 
 house love to me, to be honest. I’d sooner have a house or a group… I’d be the happiest man… 
 Interviewer: so you would be happy, either one of these would feel like a home? 
 Interviewee: yeah, yeah I’d sooner have the group housing now hand on my heart, I’d sooner have a 
 group house now. 
 Interviewer: that would feel like home to you? 
 Interviewee: the group house, ah Jesus yeah.  
 Interviewer: so what is it about that then that would make you feel like this is home? 
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 Interviewee: well at least you have other Travelling people beside you who you can get on with… And 
 it wouldn’t be 15 or 16 or 17 houses… It would be a small group, do you know what I mean, you 
 could get, even eight people, eight families who you could get on with… It’s 25 families down here, you 
 know what I mean? And every one of them is very close to one another but for me, to move in with 
 another 25 families in a group house, no way, no way. 
Another participant described freedom and control as core to her feelings about ‘home’. 
 Interviewer: what is home mean to you? When you say ‘home’ what are the kind of feelings you get? 
 Interviewee: well the feeling, the feeling I get about home is a caravan. A caravan on a halting site, 
 that’s my feeling of home, do you know? And I have, I mean, I don’t mean a county council halting 
 site, I mean a proper Travellers designed halting site, I don’t mean four walls put up… Something 
 that you feel freedom in yourself, that you have the control over, that you are able to manage and that 
 you are able to do your own things in, you know? And you would be able to take care of it yourself 
 and not have other people coming in to do it for you, because we are not invalids, we are able to look 
 after ourselves and take care of our own that they need to trust that in us, do you know what I mean 
 so? Like the real reality would be Traveller designed accommodation, it has to be Traveller  
 appropriate and having the bit of control over it. 
One thing that almost all the participants had in common was their desire for somewhere to 
live that felt secure. For those who had a preference for standard housing this meant local 
authority rented housing. The private rented sector was not viewed as a tenure through 
which this security could be provided as participants cited the worry of the landlords serving 
a notice to quit:  
 But when I was in the rented accommodation, I knew, the private rented accommodation, the landlord 
 could come to the door at any minute and say well listen you have to go out now, I have different 
 tenant, or you’ve to go out now I’m selling, that was always in my mind, always. 
Consultation with representatives from Offaly County Council confirmed that landlords 
serving tenants a notice to quit was currently an issue in the county and accounted for a 
large proportion of those who are presenting to the local authority as homeless.25 
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This security was related to security of tenure, but also the security of living with your family 
to provide you with support: 
 The Traveller community never, they never put elderly people in nursing homes or anything like that 
 now, they look after them their self, mind them their self. And I suppose it would be nice to think that 
 my grandchildren, if I was alive…which I don’t think I will but, if it was a real reality and it was 
 alive then, I would like to think that my grandchildren would be able to take care of me, come in and 
 out and be able to visit and do a few things for you. And I would be nice to have your family around 
 you, to do that like, giving you that extra bit of security in your old age like do you know? That’s if, 
 if we get to see it like do you know?  
Home ownership was not mentioned once throughout the study as a hope for the future. 
This is not really that surprising given that the Census 2011 found that home ownership 
among those enumerated stood at 69.7 per cent for the general population and just 20.2 per 
cent for the Traveller population (Central Statistics Office, 2012b: 36). Considering the dif-
ferences in numbers enumerated and the estimates of Traveller population through the 
AITHS, it is possible that the proportion of Traveller who own their own homes is even 
lower than stated here. 
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Traveller homelessness in County Offaly 
 
This research has shown that Traveller homeless is a matter for extreme concern in County 
Offaly. Using a pathways approach to homelessness, this research has examined how the 
study’s participants have experienced homelessness at different times in their lives and in 
different ways. It has helped to bring to light episodes of hidden homelessness such as stay-
ing temporarily with family or friends, or staying in halting sites without a lease (doubling up 
on bays), when there is no alternative Traveller specific accommodation available. 
The issues associated with defining and measuring homelessness are well documented and 
they are evident through this research. For example, we can say that a large proportion of 
those presenting as homeless (19.1% in 2015) are Travellers. However, we do not know the 
actual number of Travellers experiencing homelessness as the data on those presenting only 
includes people who actually go to the county council seeking assistance. Unless people liv-
ing in severely overcrowded accommodation, living on unofficial halting sites or temporarily 
with family of friends actually come to the local authority and present as homeless, they 
would not be included in these figures. Even if they do present, they must be deemed to be 
in accommodation which they cannot ‘reasonably occupy or remain in occupation of’ in or-
der to be assessed as homeless. Research has shown how the statutory definition of home-
lessness is very ambiguous and can be interpreted in a broad or narrow sense. For example, 
in the broad sense by recognising the different ways that people can experience homeless-
ness or narrowly by including only those who are, or about to become, roofless. Corre-
spondence with the county council in Offaly illustrated how a narrow interpretation is being 
used at present, in an attempt to ration resources. 
Traveller face a multitude of risk factors for becoming homeless. These include lower levels 
of educational attainment than the population generally, as well as endemic unemployment, 
social welfare reliance, high levels of poverty and high levels of disability and other health 
issues (including mental health issues). The state denial of Traveller ethnicity and assimila-
tionist accommodation provision are additional factors to consider. When addressing the 
causes of homelessness, it is generally accepted that both individual characteristics and struc-
tural factors play a part in someone becoming homeless.  
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Although many of these factors are similar for Travellers and the settled population,26 it is 
important to note the additional structural factors which Travellers face including institu-
tional racism and the provisions of the Housing (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act, 2002 which 
made trespass on land a criminal offence and punishable by the confiscation of a person’s 
home. These factors are especially problematic when there is an apparent lack of desire to 
build more Traveller specific halting sites within the county as is evidenced by the removal 
of the halting site proposed in an early version of the TAP 2014-2018, to be replaced by 
group housing and standard housing.27  The fact that 37 Traveller families were living on un-
official sites in the county in 2014, is an indication of the high demand for Traveller specific 
housing within the county, including halting sites. Local opposition to Traveller accommo-
dation continues to be a major issue which needs to be addressed. The level of difficulty 
faced by local authorities in providing Traveller specific accommodation was illustrated by 
the opposition to the relocation of the Travellers made roofless by the Carrickmines halting 
site fire in 2015 which saw ten people die. Even though those who were to be relocated 
were grieving families, including an elderly couple who lost a son, a daughter-in-law and 
three grandchildren, local residents blockaded the council land where the families were to be 
located on a temporary emergency site (Holland, 2015).  
A major issue for Traveller currently living in the private rented sector is the issuing of a 
‘notice to quit’ by landlords. This is evidenced through consultation with the local authority 
which confirmed that many of the Travellers approaching them with accommodation issues 
were in this situation. Access to adequate and affordable accommodation is an issue for the 
population in general at present so people who are issued a notice to quit can find them-
selves homeless. As well as this, Travellers often face discrimination by landlords in access-
ing accommodation where it is available. Anecdotally, some participants felt that landlords 
were not always selling up or making the property available to a family member. Rather, they 
suggested that they wanted to get the family out of the property so that they could rent it to 
someone else. More research into this issue would be useful to see if this is in fact the case. 
Recommendation 1: Travellers living in unofficial sites should be included in local authori-
ty and Census counts of homelessness due to the current legislative context, which means 
that they are not in accommodation which they can ‘remain in occupation of’ and they live 
under the constant threat of eviction and confiscation of their trailer/caravan, imprisonment 
and/or a Φ3,000 fine. 
Recommendation 2: The local authority should take account of the different situations of 
homelessness and housing exclusion that Travellers face in comparison to the general popu-
lation. This should be reflected in the ‘Assessment of Housing Need’ to ensure that home-
less Travellers are included under the ‘homeless’ category where relevant to reflect more ac-
curate homeless numbers.  
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Recommendation 3: OTM supports the call for the establishment of a Traveller Accom-
modation Agency, to take over the responsibility from local authorities the provision of ac-
commodation for Travellers, as recommended by the 1995 Task Force on the Travelling 
Community. 
Recommendation 4: The current definition of homelessness set out in the Housing Act, 
1988 is too ambiguous and a more definitive definition of what constitutes homelessness is 
required to ensure agencies do not broaden or narrow the definition as they see fit. The new 
statutory definition should be devised based on empirical research to ensure it includes a 
range of homelessness situations and not just rough sleeping and emergency accommoda-
tion, as well as including the more hidden forms of homelessness experienced by Travellers. 
 
Homeless service provision 
 
Consultation with service providers in the midlands region would indicate that services avail-
able to homeless people in County Offaly are oversubscribed. Currently, the homeless budg-
et for the midlands accounts for just 1.5 per cent of the national homeless budget at 
Φ800,000. This is despite the fact that the numbers of people presenting homeless in County 
Offaly alone has increased from around 30 people in 2011 to around 150 in 2015. At the 
time of interview with a county council housing department representative (February 2016), 
the figures were already on course to increase for 2016. 
There are three major issues with current homeless service provision that were identified 
through this research. The first is the location of emergency accommodation, which was a 
serious issue for the participants. For some it was the distance from extended family and for 
others it was the distance from their husband or wife and children (if they had been offered 
accommodation in different counties). The men in the study were worried for their safety if 
they moved to another county on their own. For them, the risk of getting caught up in a 
feud outweighed the lack of accommodation they faced in County Offaly. One participant 
chose to stay in his car for several months without facilities to refrigerate his medication, 
rather than move to one of the counties were the emergency hostel was located as he feared 
for his safety due to his surname. 
The second issue is the fact that there are no emergency beds in the region that cater for 
families. Therefore, couples are separated and could be sent to different counties if there is 
no bed available for either the husband or wife (with or without children) in the same coun-
ty.  If a man presents to the local authority with children, there are no emergency beds avail-
able to accommodate them.  
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Although B&B accommodation is used on occasion as emergency accommodation for fami-
lies, the councils budget to provide this is limited and it is only supposed to be used in ex-
ceptional circumstances for a maximum of three nights.  
The third issue identified was the reluctance of Travellers to enter in to emergency accom-
modation even where a bed was available. This was evidenced through the interviews as 
some people described being offered a hostel bed almost as an insult, and through the con-
sultation with service providers. A number of the participants and the service providers con-
sulted described how some Travellers would try to find any other alternative to having to 
access this kind of accommodation, resulting in people living in some pretty dire circum-
stances.  
Recommendation 5: It is recommended that the homeless budget for the midlands in-
crease in line with the growing demand on services in the region. The numbers presenting as 
homeless in Co. Offaly have increased from 30-150 in the past few years, representing an 
increase of 400 per cent. At a regional and national level, figures should be collated to calcu-
late the increase across the counties. The budget should increase in line with the number of 
homeless people presenting in each county and be reflective of the demand on services. 
OTM recognises that budgets are tight throughout the country and call on the Government 
to focus on restoring services that have been cut during the recent recession. 
Recommendation 6: There are currently only six emergency beds available in county Offa-
ly. It is recommended that these increase to a minimum of 12 units, including the provision 
of at least three family units. The importance of family in Traveller culture meant that, at 
least for the participants in this research, emergency homeless accommodation was not con-
sidered an option if it meant that families would be separated or where a person would have 
to go to another county for a bed.  
Recommendation 7: It is recommended that emergency family units are provided within 
the region to ensure families are not separated when they enter emergency hostel accommo-
dation. This would also ensure that there is emergency accommodation available if a man 
presents with a child/children as currently there is are no units if this situation arises. Analy-
sis of local authority data across the region would be necessary to count the numbers of 
families presenting as homeless and calculate the level of need for these types of units. How-
ever, it is recommended that at least three such units be provided in County Offaly. 
Recommendation 8: The current case load of the Midlands Simon Community Regional 
Support Service (22 people per county) should be increased to better reflect the demand in 
each county. This would require an increase of funding for the service as outlined in recom-
mendation five. 
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Recommendation 9: The Homeless Action Team should include more joined up thinking 
with regards to the Traveller Accommodation Programme to ensure that the needs of 
homeless Travellers are considered, as they account for a high proportion of those who are 
experiencing homelessness within the county. More synergy between the Homeless Action 
Plan and the Traveller Accommodation Programme is required as it is not sufficient to con-
clude that Travellers are adequately provided for with regard to homelessness under the 
TAP. For example, to consider culturally appropriate emergency homeless accommodation. 
Recommendation 10: Further work and consultation is necessary to address the issue of 
culturally appropriate emergency accommodation for Travellers. 
Recommendation 11: Travellers in County Offaly are currently represented on the Home-
less Action Team by an employee of the local authority. OTM feel strongly that local au-
thority representation of Travellers on the Homeless Action Team is inappropriate consider-
ing the issues discussed in the relationship between Travellers and the local authority. Trav-
ellers cannot expect fair representation and consideration unless they are represented by 
someone from within the Traveller community or from a Traveller organisation. 
 
Traveller specific accommodation 
 
Like other research using a pathways approach to homelessness, this research has shown 
that for most of the participants, their experience of homelessness has been episodic in na-
ture and has illustrated a variety of reasons why people enter homelessness at different times 
throughout their life. For a number of the participants in this research experiencing repeat 
episodes of homelessness, at least some of the entries to homelessness are due to placement 
in culturally inappropriate accommodation. For example, one woman spoke about leaving a 
local authority house as her mental health deteriorated due to the isolation she felt having 
spent her whole life in a trailer. The issue of Travellers leaving social housing is worth more 
research as it was mentioned a few times throughout the study. It appears that some people 
are accepting tenancies in standard housing as they feel there is no other option and condi-
tions have got so bad for them in their current living situation. However, their acceptance of 
housing is likely, for some at least, to have more to do with a desire to leave an unofficial 
site without any amenities or a halting site where they are experiencing difficulties, than it 
has with a desire to settled in standard housing. Therefore, ensuring people are accommo-
dated in the way that truly takes cognisance of their preference, could reduce the issue of 
repeat homelessness for some at least. 
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However, it is important to be aware that this is just one of the reasons why people entered 
homelessness. The issues effecting the general population with regard to homelessness, for 
example poor mental health, poverty, unemployment and social welfare reliance, also played 
a significant role.  
Recommendation 12: Traveller specific accommodation should be provided within County 
Offaly as a matter of urgency so that Travellers who have a desire to continue to live their 
traditional way of life are not forced to assimilate into the general population through a 
move to standard housing. The plans set out in the current TAP are insufficient to meet the 
level of need within the county and therefore need to be revised as a matter of urgency. The 
continued growth of young families and the high number of people living on unofficial sites 
indicates a much higher demand for Traveller specific accommodation than is planned for in 
the Co. Offaly TAP 2014-2018. 
Recommendation 13: Meaningful consultation should take place with Travellers to ensure 
that the accommodation provided as ‘Traveller specific’ is in fact that and not the local au-
thorities view of what Travellers want or need. It is recommended that the Croghan Road 
and Millbrook estate halting sites in Birr, Co. Offaly are used as examples of best practice in 
the development of successful traveller specific accommodation. 
Recommendation 14: Cross-community committees with representatives from the Travel-
ler community and the local settled community should be developed in areas where Travel-
ler specific accommodation is planned. This will provide a forum in which Travellers and 
the settled population can interact and engage in order to alleviate fears around the provi-
sion of Traveller specific accommodation. Local opposition is a huge issue in the provision 
of Traveller accommodation so it is important that people work together in order to address 
the fears or worries of those who oppose the accommodation. 
 
Health 
 
The issues of poor physical and mental health were addressed repeatedly throughout the re-
search. The differences in health status between Travellers and the general population are 
well documented through the AITHS. Our research found that for the people we inter-
viewed, their own health, that of their spouses and their children were all matters for con-
cern. For those living on the unofficial sites, problems such as repeat kidney infections 
among children were discussed, as were other more serious illness and infections. Some 
spoke about children having accidents on the sites and worries about children getting 
knocked down by a car when living on the roadside. One participant, who is currently living 
in unfit housing, described how his child who had a serious health condition was unable to 
sleep in his room anymore as the damp and mould was so bad there.  
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The research participants spoke about health issues affecting the adults in the family as well, 
including heart issues, diabetes and stress related illness. A worrying number of the partici-
pants spoke about suffering from depression for a prolonged period of time and more spoke 
about mental health issues experienced by other family members. The AITHS found that 
statistically, Traveller males are 6.6 times more likely to commit suicide than their counter-
parts in the general population. Although not statistically significant, Traveller females ap-
pear to be more likely to commit suicide as well. These findings resonate with our research 
which found that the issue of suicide is one that has directly affected many of our research 
participants. The people in our study spoke about their familial support networks as key to 
alleviating some of the pressures associated with homelessness and depression. However, it 
is important to ensure that an over reliance on this familial support does not prevent treat-
ment seeking behaviour for issues of ill-mental health. 
Another issue discussed by the participants focused on how episodes of homelessness af-
fected the ways they could treat their health conditions. For example, one participant spoke 
about the problem of storing insulin when sleeping in a car. Another two people spoke 
about the worsening of their mothers’ health conditions due to an inability to use breathing 
apparatus when living on an unofficial site (except when the generator was in use). This has 
resulted in repeat hospital admissions for both women. It is crucial that people are facilitated 
to exit episodes of homelessness as quickly as possible so that they do not spend significant 
periods of time living in these conditions putting their health at serious risk. 
Recommendation 15: The 37 families currently living on unofficial sites in County Offaly, 
without access to the most basic of amenities such as water and sewage, should be accom-
modated as a priority. It is important that these families are not simply offered standard 
housing, rather they should have the option of culturally appropriate accommodation that 
allows them to continue to live their Traveller way of life.  
Recommendation 16: A locally-based Traveller Homeless Team (including the OTM social 
worker, a representative from the Simon Community, representative from Offaly County 
Council and other relevant stakeholders) should be set up to as a coordinated response to 
tackling the issues faced by Travellers experiencing homelessness. These issues include social 
isolation, disruption of service provision (when movement out of the county is required to 
access emergency accommodation) and continuity of care, which are contributing risk fac-
tors for mental ill health. 
Recommendation 17: To avoid mental health risks associated with long term homelessness 
and accommodation instability, the provision of adequate, affordable and culturally appro-
priate accommodation should occur in a timely fashion to Travellers experiencing homeless-
ness. 
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Support networks 
 
For almost all of the research participants, strong family bonds were apparent through the 
research. Many of the participants spoke about the different ways that their families have 
helped them through an episode of homelessness, both in emotional and more practical 
ways. Emotionally, families were the only form of support for some of the participants. In 
terms of practical support, family members’ homes were providing a location for day-to-day 
tasks such as cooking and cleaning. In terms of alleviating homelessness, the most signifi-
cant support offered by families was an offer of somewhere to stay. This included parking 
trailers on a family members land, parking a trailer in the parents back garden, staying tem-
porarily in over-crowded conditions with family members (including couch surfing) and 
loaning of trailers. Most of the participants were very positive about the support they re-
ceived from their families. For some, these family ties are a key element of what it means to 
be a Traveller and the accommodation that they have a preference for enables this close-knit 
family unit which can include extended as well as immediate family. 
People were less positive when it came to support received from statutory and voluntary 
agencies. People felt that there are very limited services in the midlands when you are home-
less and some spoke about feeling like they had been forgotten about by both the state and 
charities. The local authority was discussed many times throughout the interviews. However, 
very often this relationship was seen as antagonistic rather than as a support. Those who had 
used the Midlands Simon Community homeless services were positive about their experi-
ence, but disliked that they had to go through the local authority to access it in the first 
place. 
Recommendation 18: The desire of some Travellers to maintain close ties with extended 
family is an important part of Traveller culture. This should be enabled through the provi-
sion of Traveller specific accommodation that allows family units to live together in both 
halting site and group housing schemes. This would involve consultation with Travellers in 
the allocation of units so that family ties can be maintained, and to ensure families with trou-
bled histories are not accommodated together. This was cited a number of times throughout 
the research as a reason for leaving Traveller specific accommodation and therefore it is pos-
sible that this consultation could help to address the issue fop repeat homelessness for some 
Travellers. 
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Enablers to exiting homelessness 
 
Most of the people interviewed were still experiencing an episode of homelessness at the 
time of interview. However many had exited homelessness for a period at another stage in 
their lives. The research participants discussed the following as enablers to exiting an epi-
sode of homelessness: 
· Access to good quality, affordable accommodation.  
· Access to Traveller specific accommodation, designed in consultation with Travellers. 
· Access to a bay on a small halting site in which families are accommodated together. 
· Access to family units of emergency accommodation. 
· The provision of more emergency accommodation within County Offaly. 
· Access to employment opportunities.  
· Further education – however, this was not seen as an enabler on its own as people felt 

that they still face discrimination in accessing employment despite undertaking further 
education. 

· Support to maintain a tenancy for people who have no experience of living in stand-
ard housing. 

· Access to information, advice and assistance on accessing accommodation. 
· Mental health support. 
 
Recommendation 19: According to Census 2011, 84 per cent of Travellers were unem-
ployed. The links between unemployment, poverty, social exclusion and homelessness are 
well documented. Employment can provide greater self-esteem, social relationships, support 
networks and prevent isolation. As such, OTM echoes the call from other Traveller organi-
sations for the government to develop a National Traveller Employment and Career Devel-
opment Strategy. 
Recommendation 20: Further research is needed to examine links between Traveller inter-
generational long-term unemployment, social isolation and poor physical and mental health.  
Recommendation 21: Sufficient tenancy support should be provided to people entering 
standard housing for the first time, or for others with a high level of need. This should be a 
culturally appropriate version of the tenancy support offered to people availing of the home-
less ‘housing first’ service which provides a support service built around the needs of each 
individual  
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Barriers to exiting homelessness 
 
Unfortunately, a multitude of exit barriers from homelessness were identified by the partici-
pants in the research. Some of these issues have persisted for many years, while others ap-
peared to the participants to be getting worse in more recent times. Fatalistic thinking was 
evident throughout the research with most participants pessimistic about a change in their 
accommodation situation in the near future. The exit barriers included: 
· Lack of culturally appropriate accommodation suitable for their needs. 
· A lack of desire by the local authority to provide this form of accommodation. 
· Local opposition to Traveller accommodation. 
· A shortage of local authority housing. 
· A lack of affordable accommodation in the private rented sector. 
· The reduced level of Jobseeker’s Allowance for the under 26s. 
· The difference between the HAP payment and the current market rates for rental 

properties. 
· Discrimination among landlords resulting in a reluctance to rent dwellings to Travel-

lers. 
· Discrimination among employers in accessing the labour market. 
· The location of emergency homeless accommodation. 
· The lack of family emergency accommodation units in the region. 
· Mental health difficulties. 
 
The reliance on the private market to provide accommodation for the most vulnerable peo-
ple in our society is not working. Rather, local authorities need to increase their capacity as 
direct providers of social housing in order to cater for those most in need. Along with the 
increased provision of standard social housing, local authorities need to increase their provi-
sion Traveller specific accommodation, planned and designed in consultation with Travel-
lers. 
Recommendation 22: The private rental market has proved to be insufficient in meeting 
the needs of the most vulnerable in our society. The policy of using the market as a means 
to provide accommodation in place of local authority built social housing has failed and as 
such, there is a need for significant provision of new social housing by the local authority 
and voluntary housing bodies. The exceptionally high numbers of people in need of social 
housing and the current homeless crisis, along with sharp increases in rent, mean that social 
housing is needed as a matter of urgency. This should be a priority focus of central and local 
government. 
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Recommendation 23: The full level of Jobseeker’s Allowance should be paid to the under 
26s as the reduced payment unfairly discriminates against people on the grounds of age. It 
assumes people are in a position to remain living in the family home, which is not the case 
for many young Travellers that have married long before they reach 26. 
Recommendation 24: HAP levels should increase in line with current market rents as the 
financial burden of making up the gap between the HAP and social welfare payments, is 
proving to be too difficult for some people. HAP levels should be reviewed bi-annually as 
the pace at which rents are rising currently means that HAP levels would need to increase at 
least once yearly to stay anywhere close to market rent levels. 
Recommendation 25: Previous research has examined the issue of addiction among people 
experiencing homeless, showing that homeless people have higher rates of substance use 
than the general population. The issue of addiction did not emerge as a significant theme in 
this research. However, this sample size was small. Therefore, it is recommended that fur-
ther research on Traveller homelessness examines the issue of addiction among homeless 
Travellers and how this impacts on their homeless journeys.  
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1. Discussion with Offaly County Council Housing Department representative, 1st Feb-

ruary 2016, Offaly County Council.  
2. Figures provided by the Housing Section of Offaly County Council, 25th February 

2015. 
3. Figures from the Small Area Population Statistics interactive tables. Available from 

http://census.cso.ie/sapmap/ (Accessed 25th February 2015). 
4. Discussion with Offaly County Council Housing Department representative, 1st Feb-

ruary 2016, Offaly County Council. 
5. Data received from Offaly County Council, 24th February 2016. 
6. People whose only other option would be to sleep rough.  
7. Discussion with Offaly County Council Housing Department representative, 1st Feb-

ruary 2016, Offaly County Council.  
8. The reasons for this are discussed in Chapter 3.  
9. Figures provided by the Housing Section of Offaly County Council, 25th February 

2015. 
10. Figures from the Small Area Population Statistics interactive tables. Available from 

http://census.Central Statistics Office.ie/sapmap/ (Accessed 25th February 2015). 
11. It is important to note that these figures represent the numbers presenting as home-

less and not necessarily the numbers that the County Council assessed as being home-
less. However, given the narrow definition of homelessness being used by the County 
Council at present, it is highly likely that that the number of those assessed as home-
less significantly under-represent the issue within the county. Neither figure provides a 
satisfactory measure of homelessness within the county and the figures are used for 
indicative purposes only.  

12. Discussion with Offaly County Council Housing Department representative, 1st Feb-
ruary 2016, Offaly County Council.  

13. The study used a number of other health data sources from the Republic of Ireland 
and Northern Ireland to compare their data to. 

14. Health expectancy is a generic term encompassing a wide range of measures that vary 
by the underlying definition of health used in their construction. 
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15. McVeigh is referring to the fact that the Irish Government’s case against the recogni-

tion of Irish Traveller ethnicity is outlined in a footnote in their response to the first 
CERD report in 2004.  

16. Data received from Offaly County Council, 24th February 2016.  
17. Trend is calculated as follows: 2014 figure – 2012 figure /2012 figure *100 = % trend 

over period 2012-2014.  
18. Discussion with CEO Midlands Simon Community, 2nd March 2016.  
19. Discussion with Offaly County Council Housing Department representative, 1st Feb-

ruary 2016, Offaly County Council.  
20. Discussions with Offaly County Council Housing Department representative, 1st Feb-

ruary 2016, Offaly County Council and Midland Simon CEO, 2nd March 2016.  
21. Discussion with Offaly County Council Housing Department representative, 1st Feb-

ruary 2016, Offaly County Council. Daft.ie property searched in February and March 
2016. 

22. Figures calculated using Service Indicators in Local Authorities 2013. Available from: 
http://www.lgma.ie/en/serviceindicators/2004to2013 .  

23. Discussion with CEO Midlands Simon Community, 2nd March 2016.  
24. Discussions with Offaly County Council Housing Department representatives, 1st 

February 2016, Offaly County Council.  
25. Discussion with representatives from Offaly County Council, 1st February 2016.  
26. It is worth noting that addiction was only mentioned once as an issue in this research. 

However, this could be due to the small sample size for the research or a reluctance to 
speak about something which is still considered taboo within the Traveller communi-
ty.   

27. Minutes of Offaly County Council monthly meeting, 27th January 2014.  
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