Segregation in education: case study

The Petrovi family live in the 7th District of Focia, in a neighbourhood called New Life.  All of the residents in New Life are of Roma ethnic origin.  There are seven State schools in the 7th District, although only one school in the New Life neighbourhood, the 45th School, where all of the students are Roma.  

The Petrovi family are unsatisfied with the quality of education at the 45th School.  Like many other pupils at the school, their oldest son (in 9th grade) can hardly read and write.  Their second child, in 4th grade, cannot read and write.  Their youngest child is due to start school in September.  Taking into consideration the low quality of education at the 45th school, the Petrovi family decide to send their youngest child to the 46th School.  This is a State school just outside of the New Life neighbourhood but within the 7th District of Focia, and it has a good reputation for the quality of education it provides.

On 21 May, Mrs Petrova went to the 46th School to enroll her child there.  Mr Dimov, Deputy Director at the school, told her that it was too early to enroll students and that she should return to the school at the beginning of September.  However, Mrs Petrova again visited the school on 2 July but was barred entry by the school guard and was told that the school had broken up for summer holidays and that she should return on 10 September, when the school year restarted.  On 4 August Mrs Petrova again visited the school.  She spoke to Mr Dimov, Deputy Director, who told her that she could not enroll her child at the 46th School as she lives in the New Life neighbourhood and that her child should therefore be enrolled to the 45th  School.   Not content with this, Mrs Petrova met the Director of the 46th School, Ms Ancheva, on 5 August.  Ms Ancheva told her that all of the places in 1st grade classes were already full.  However if Mrs Petrova came back to the school at the beginning of September there might be a free place for her son, if another child did not take up her or his place. 

Suggested questions

· Has Mrs Petrova’s youngest child been subjected to direct or indirect discrimination?

· If so, is this within the scope of the EU Race Equality Directive?

· What would she need to prove and how might she do this?

· Is there enough evidence from the facts of the case to shift the burden of proof?

· Have Mrs Petrova’s two oldest children suffered direct or indirect discrimination?

· If so, is this within the scope of the EU Race Equality Directive?

· What would she need to prove and how might she do this?

· The government argues that their policy is to allocate pupils to their nearest school, for ease and safety in travelling to school and for the best possible parent/teacher relationship.  That is why Mrs Petrova’s children are allocated places at the 45th school.  Is this a legitimate objective and a proportionate requirement under the EU Race Equality Directive?

