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FOI 202000057060 
 
Any internal Scottish Government correspondence (including emails, letters, typed or hand-
written notes, text messages and briefings) regarding the decision for schools to reopen full-
time on 11 August, as announced by the Deputy First Minister on 23 June 2020. I would like 
this information from 01 June 2020 until 23 June 2020 
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Document 1 
 
Hi : Sam 
 
I have attached the reports mentioned. 
 
Regards,  
 
 [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
From: : Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 23 June 2020 12:05 
To: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; 
redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: redacted@gov.scot  
Subject: RE: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
BSU – pls could we get a copy of the report mentioned. 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] (apologies) – can you then check against our current Q&A (there’s 
already a lot in there, so it may be that we don’t need this). 
 
Thanks, 
 
Sam  
 
Sam Anson | Improvement, Attainment and Wellbeing Division| Learning Directorate | 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 23 June 2020 11:58 
Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Covid-19 Director <covid-
19.director@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) 
<Sam.Anson@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Health & Social Care <DGHSC@gov.scot>; Sheppard L (Lesley) (Covid-19) 
<Lesley.Sheppard@gov.scot>;  Head of COVID Analysis 
<HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot>; Halliday (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot; Kleinberg 
D (Daniel) <Daniel.Kleinberg@gov.scot> 
redacted@gov.scot  
Subject: RE: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
Many thanks for sharing this – very helpful and timely. 
 
DFM needs to see this in advance of his statement – do please send on with whatever 
covering text you consider helpful.  
 
Like Graeme, I thought that some of the comments appear to proceed on the assumption 
that physical distancing and blended learning will remain, whereas that is not the planning 
assumption that the DFM will set out. In particular one of the recommendations points to the 
continued application of the existing guidance.  We will need to review that guidance in early 
course, once we have the benefit of the further scientific advice.  As such, I don’t think we’d 
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be expecting for plans to be developed further at this stage on the basis of the existing 
guidance.  
 
I was struck by the material about the resumption of youth work and wider support for 
children and young people over the summer.  I think this is important and something that 
requires further engagement with partners.  
 
There is some very helpful material about the views of children and young people and the 
impact of blended learning on the attainment gap. It may be too late to weave comments into 
the speech, but having this available for Q&A may help.  Sam, Graeme – could you take that 
forward? 
 
Thanks 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
 
 
From: Logan G (Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Director of Learning 
Sent: 23 June 2020 11:46 
To: Covid-19 Director <covid-19.director@gov.scot>; Johnston P (Paul) 
<Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Anson S 
(Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Health & Social Care <DGHSC@gov.scot>; Nicholson J (John) 
<John.Nicholson@gov.scot>; (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot; Sheppard L (Lesley) 
(Covid-19) <Lesley.Sheppard@gov.scot>; Head of COVID Analysis 
<HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot>; Kleinberg D (Daniel) <Daniel.Kleinberg@gov.scot>, 
redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
Hi [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
Thanks for this.  I think it would be helpful for you to forward this to DFM for information at 
this stage. It is good news that Directors of Public Health are ready to support schools in 
whatever steps are taken, although some of their comments are based on the premise of 
part-time attendance at school/ blended learning as part of the strategic framework on re-
opening schools.  
 
It would be good to speak with you over the next day or two (my office please set this up) to 
consider the protocols needed from a public health perspective to support the return to 
schools and handle any suspected cases when they emerge in schools. 
 
Graeme.  
.  
 
From: Foggo R (Richard) <Richard.Foggo@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Covid-19 Director 
Sent: 23 June 2020 11:30 
To: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Health & Social Care <DGHSC@gov.scot>; Nicholson J (John) 
<John.Nicholson@gov.scot>; Sheppard L (Lesley) (Covid-19) 
<Lesley.Sheppard@gov.scot>; Covid-19 Director <covid-19.director@gov.scot>; Kleinberg 
D (Daniel) <Daniel.Kleinberg@gov.scot>, redacted@gov.scot 
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[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
– here is a statement and an situation update from Directors of Public Health and Public 
Health Scotland.  I am happy to take your advice how to handle this including submission to 
Ministers.  Carol is copied in so that these can be considered as part of the evidence base 
for the Education sub-group.  The key thing is that the Directors of Public Health are ready to 
support schools in whatever steps are taken. 
 
R 
 
Richard Foggo |Director, Covid Public Health|The Scottish Government|twitter: 
@RichardFoggo|pronouns: he/him 
 
 
 
From: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>  
Sent: 20 June 2020 20:22 
To: Covid-19 Director <covid-19.director@gov.scot>; Griffin J (Joe) <Joe.Griffin@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Health & Social Care <DGHSC@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot; Nicholson J (John) 
<John.Nicholson@gov.scot>; Sheppard L (Lesley) (Covid-19) 
<Lesley.Sheppard@gov.scot>; Paterson G (Gordon) <Gordon.Paterson@gov.scot>; 
Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Halliday R redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
Thanks Richard.  Helpful to be aware.   Either Graeme or I will be happy to discuss further.   
 
Also helpful for Carol to remain fully sighted on this given that she is chairing the education 
advisory group. 
 
My sense from what I’m seeing from schools and authorities is that “strict physical 
distancing” is being seen as the ultimate requirement to which they must adhere – with much 
less focus on anything else.    I don’t think that reflects our science advice to date or the 
guidance that we have issued, but it’s a challenge we’ll need to address in the days ahead.  
 
Paul 
 
 
From: Foggo R (Richard) <Richard.Foggo@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Covid-19 Director 
Sent: 20 June 2020 11:45 
To: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Covid-19 Director <covid-
19.director@gov.scot>; Griffin J (Joe) <Joe.Griffin@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Health & Social Care <DGHSC@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot; Nicholson J (John) 
<John.Nicholson@gov.scot>; Sheppard L (Lesley) (Covid-19) 
<Lesley.Sheppard@gov.scot>; Paterson G (Gordon) <Gordon.Paterson@gov.scot>; 
Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
Paul – thanks.  I have been in discussion with Public Health Scotland and Directors of Public 
Health to get their advice on how they, primarily through their local health protection 
functions, could assist schools to open more fully in August.  The key here is seeing schools 
as higher (but not very high) risk settings and ensuring that we have hygiene, high 
awareness of symptoms, test and protect, etc all lined up.  My sense is that this is as much 
about reassurance for parents and certainly staff, especially those staff who would see 
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themselves as at higher risk, than substantial risk (schools are not meat processing plants or 
nuclear power stations).  That’s picked up in the DFM’s note about dashboards and 
provision of info.  (To note, I would be wary of using routine testing as a means to secure 
reassurance.) I was due to get a note back from them on Monday which I can share and 
perhaps I could discuss that with you or Graeme. 
 
R 
 
Richard Foggo |Director, Covid Public Health|The Scottish Government|twitter: 
@RichardFoggo|pronouns: he/him 
 
 
From: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>  
Sent: 20 June 2020 10:57 
To: Foggo R (Richard) <Richard.Foggo@gov.scot>; Covid-19 Director <covid-
19.director@gov.scot>; Griffin J (Joe) <Joe.Griffin@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Health & Social Care <DGHSC@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot> 
Subject: FW: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
Richard, Joe 
 
Copying the commission below for information – [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] is referenced in 
terms of local data about schools, but want to ensure you are aware of the likely focus on 
local data that would provide information / assurance to parents, teachers and young people 
re the situation in their area.   We’ll need to get some advice to Ministers on this over the 
next week or so, linking in to a possible change to the 2m guidance in schools. 
 
Paul 
 
 
 
From: Johnston P (Paul) 
Sent: 20 June 2020 10:27 
To: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; 
Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot> 
Cc: McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>; First Minister 
<firstminister@gov.scot>; Munro D (Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>;  Halliday R 
(Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; Drought A 
(Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; 
Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Chief Scientific Adviser for Scotland 
<ChiefScientificAdviser@gov.scot>; Thomson KAL (Ken) (Director-General) 
<Ken.Thomson@gov.scot>; Gorman G (Gayle) 
<Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot>; Permanent Secretary 
<PermanentSecretary@gov.scot>; Director of Advanced Learning and Science 
<DirectorofAdvancedLearningandScience@gov.scot>, redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
Thank you for this commission from the FM and DFM.  Graeme and I have discussed it 
today.   We will be having a number of calls with colleagues over the weekend, and I 



6 
 

suggest it would be helpful to have a catch up call with the DFM on Sunday evening to take 
stock of progress and be clear about priorities and timescales next week.  
 
I suggest a call at 6pm tomorrow if that suits the DFM.  As a minimum, it would be helpful to 
have Graeme, Gayle and Colin. If other colleagues on the cc list would wish to attend then 
helpful if they could let you know.  Could you set up the call? 
 
DFM was sent a note from [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] yesterday evening with a number of 
questions that we would propose to put to the education advisory group on Sunday. Could 
we have clearance of those questions by Sunday morning please? 
 
The education group is planning a meeting early next week so that it can discuss the 
questions and feed into the meeting of the C19 Advisory Group taking place later in the 
week. 
 
My expectation is that we will be in a position to provide advice on all of the issues below by 
next Friday, and in some cases earlier.  
 
I’m adding [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] to the copy list. [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] will be able to 
support the development of work on presenting local COVID levels. 
 
I note the final questions about summer schools and tutoring and confirm we will provide 
advice on these issues. 
 
Paul 
 
 
 
From: Craig R (Rachel) <Rachel.Craig@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Deputy First Minister and 
Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
Sent: 19 June 2020 18:30 
To: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot> 
Cc: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>;First Minister 
<firstminister@gov.scot>; K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; Munro D Halliday R 
(Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; Drought A 
(Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
Paul, Graeme  
 
FM and DFM have been speaking around how to take forward work around the potential for 
returning schools to normal, as soon as possible (from 11 Aug), and what is required to bring 
the issue of schools opening into the three week review space around other covid 
regulations. 

 
This is not instead of the work underway to support delivery of ambitious blended learning 
models, but a separate stream alongside it.   Both are alive to the fact that blended models 
may be needed at any point should covid flare up again. 

 
You will be aware of the commission to the CMO advisory group, which aims to report by the 
26th June, on the issue of physical distancing including in schools  

 
What FM and DFM wish to see is: 
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- What evidence is relevant for assessing the position of schools at the review points (9th 

July, 30th July etc) 
- -     What physical adjustments would be required in schools if there was to be essentially a 

return to 100% - eg expanding handwashing facilities, changing eating arrangements etc 
- What additional mitigations would be required in and around schools – eg a testing 

regime for teachers, temperature checks etc  
- If / How we make available information on local levels of Covid to build parent confidence 

(the surveillance dashboard work under way under Richard Foggo and Roger Halliday 
may provide this) 

- What would be required to get teachers back 
 
FM is also keen on summer school options which I know has already been commissioned, 
and weekend/evening tutoring opportunities in the coming schools year whether with 
teachers, university students etc. 
 
FM and DFM would like to see this as soon as possible but, given the volume and 
range of work you currently have to contend with, perhaps you could advise when 
this could practically come back to us? 
 
Thank you very much in advance.  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
Schools reopening during COVID-19:  
a view from Public Health Scotland and the Scottish Directors of Public Health  
 
 
Situation  
 
The Scottish Government Coronavirus (COVID-19): strategic framework for reopening 
schools, early learning and childcare provision1 sets out a plan to restart school education 
for almost all children and young people in Scotland on 11th August 2020. This will consist of 
a blended model of in-school, in-community and in-home learning. Implementation of the 
plan for children to return to schools and other settings is dependent on both scientific and 
medical advice that it is safe to proceed and implementation of corresponding public health 
measures. This documents sets out the balance of factors to achieve the ambition of 
restoring education in a safe environment for children’s, staff and community health, and 
putting forward mitigating measures to maximise safety. 
 
Background  
 
Education is a critical determinant of health and health inequalities, with educational 
attainment providing opportunities for participation in the labour market, a way out of poverty 
and a means to address social inequalities in health outcomes. Given the critical role of 
education for current and future health and wellbeing of Scotland’s children, whole system 
action to return and maintain children in early learning and childcare and education is vital.  
 
The key considerations underpinning the Scottish Government Framework for reopening 
schools are:  
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1. Scientific and medical advice confirming that it can be done so in a manner that is 

consistent with wider efforts to control the COVID 19 reproduction rate and protects 
the health of staff and pupils alike. 

 
2. Comprehensive implementation of complementary public health measures, including 

adherence to 'test, trace, isolate and support' (TTIS) practices, the use of PPE where 
appropriate for all staff, and a range of other hygiene measures.  

 
This paper provides an assessment highlighting some of the issues to be considered in 
relation to the decision to reopen Scottish schools.  
 
Assessment  
 
This rapid assessment provides an overview of key issues to support discussion and 
decision making around the reopening of schools and the role of public health. Due to time 
constraints, it is not a comprehensive review of literature covering all potential issues and no 
critical appraisal of the included evidence has been conducted.  
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1. What we know about the impact of Covid19 on Children and Young People 

Current evidence is mixed and continues to develop about the susceptibility to infection in 
children and young people. The most recent update from the Office of National Statistics 
indicates that is not possible to say with confidence that there is any difference in infection 
rates between different age groups among the community2.  Emerging modelling evidence 
suggests that susceptibility to infections among the under 20s is markedly lower than adults 
and that interventions aimed at children, including school closures, might have a relatively 
small impact on reducing SARS-CoV-2 transmission3. Data from the Netherlands supports 
this position4  

Children are likely to experience milder illness related to COVID-19, with severe illness 
requiring hospitalisation and intensive care and mortality rare5. There are reports of a multi-
systemic inflammatory condition associated with Covid-19 in children, a rare outcome but 
one subject to further research.   

On balance, the risks to children (without underlying clinical vulnerability) associated with 
returning to school are limited. However, it is essential that those with duties of care toward 
children take a precautionary, safety first, and that education authorities and school 
management (in association with public health advice) monitor closely the situation in 
schools so that policy makers, head teachers and management can address emerging 
issues rapidly. 

2. What are the wider impacts on child health, wellbeing and learning of COVID-19 
and associated control measures?   

It is clear that the wider impacts on child health, wellbeing and learning have the potential to 
be significant. Children and young people are likely to experience worry, anxiety and fear, 
and in response may make increased demands on their parents or caregivers, who may be 
under undue pressure themselves6 (WHO, 2020).  
 
School closures have formed a key part of global control measures to contain the spread of 
Covid-19, affecting 90% of students worldwide7.  In addition to disrupted learning, closures 
of schools and community activities result in loss of access to opportunities for physical 

                                            
 
 
 
5World Health Organization (2020) Multisystem inflammatory syndrome in children and 
adolescents temporally related to COVID-19  https://www.who.int/news-
room/commentaries/detail/multisystem-inflammatory-syndrome-in-children-and-adolescents-
with-covid-19  
6 World Health Organization (2020) Mental health and psychological resilience during the 
COVID-19 pandemic. https://www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/health-
emergencies/coronavirus-covid-19/news/news/2020/3/mental-health-and-psychological-
resilience-during-the-covid-19-pandemic  
7 UNESCO (2020) Protecting and Transforming Education for Shared Futures and Common 
Humanity 
A Joint Statement on the COVID-19 Crisis 
https://en.unesco.org/futuresofeducation/news/international-commission-releases-joint-
statement-education-and-covid-19-crisis 
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activity, play and social support key to children’s mental wellbeing and development. 
Cognition, learning and behaviour can all be affected by grief and by exposure to such 
stressful and traumatic circumstances8. School staff, community organisations and parents 
are both likely to need support and training to monitor and support children’s mental health 
and wellbeing.  
 
Building on Scotland’s work to reduce childhood adversity and create secure, nurturing 
spaces and trauma-informed workforces and services will be critical. Emotionally supportive 
environments that provide opportunities for pupils and staff to support and promote their 
social and emotional wellbeing will be fundamental. Opportunities for children and young 
people to play and maximise opportunities for safe social connection in the context of 
infection control measures and physical distancing are essential. 
 
The economic impact of the pandemic will increase the number of children and families living 
in poverty, experiencing loss of employment, food insecurity and housing instability key 
drivers for childhood health and attainment inequality. These impacts are likely to continue 
into the medium to long term9. We may anticipate repeated interruptions to learning if there 
are further outbreaks and associated return to enhanced infection control measures and 
restrictions on movement. 
 

Learning at home 
The Children’s Parliament ‘How are you doing survey’ (8-14 year olds) reports that children 
are increasingly bored and worried about doing school work and learning at home10, and that 
there is a need for more support for children’s learning at home using a blended model.   
 
Unexpected temporary school closures and reduced instruction time are likely to reduce 
educational achievement in the long term, with children from disadvantaged backgrounds 
more likely to be affected11. A recent report from Australia suggests that remote learning is 
less effective than in school learning widening the attainment gap at triple the rate of regular 
schooling12.  
 
Many households have less access to resources to support education and online learning, 
such as limited data access or lack of access to IT equipment. The additional costs of 

                                            
8 Müller and Greenberg (2020) Education in times of crisis: The potential implications of 
school closures for teachers and students https://my.chartered.college/wp-
content/uploads/2020/05/CCTReport070520_FINAL.pdf  
9 Andrew et al. (2020) How are mothers and fathers balancing work and family under 
lockdown? https://www.ifs.org.uk/uploads/BN290-Mothers-and-fathers-balancing-work-and-
life-under-lockdown.pdf  
10 Children’s Parliament (2020) How are you doing? Survey Report: A report on Children’s 
Parliament 
national wellbeing survey for children.https://www.childrensparliament.org.uk/wp-
content/uploads/How_are_you_doing_Results_April_May_2020_Childrens_Parliament-
Updated.pdf  
11 Eyles et al.(2020) Covid-19 school shutdowns: What will they do to our children's 
education? http://cep.lse.ac.uk/pubs/download/cepcovid-19-001.pdf  
12 Sonneman and Goss (2020) COVID catch-up: Helping disadvantaged students 
Close the equity gap https://grattan.edu.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/COVID-Catch-up-
Grattan-School-Education-Report.pdf  
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remote learning have been have been higher for our low income families13 impacting on 
parent’s ability to support their children’s education at home. Affluent families in England 
report more access to resources to support learning and more time spent on educational 
activities14.  Sustained and enhanced support will be needed for children and their families 
living in poverty or other disadvantaged circumstances so that they thrive on return to 
school.  
 
The Scottish Government has committed to extend funding for the Scottish Attainment 
Challenge at current levels beyond the lifetime of this parliament and into 2021/22. Over 
£250 million in Pupil Equity Funding (PEF) will be made available to schools over 2020/21 
and 2021/2215. . Local authorities/schools will have the flexibility to redirect Attainment 
Scotland Funding to help mitigate the impacts of school closures on our most disadvantaged 
families.  
 
Prioritising the physical, mental and emotional wellbeing of children and young people is 
essential with a particular focus on mitigating the potential for lifelong impact of disruption to 
development and education and increased poverty. Further collaboration between Scottish 
Government, local authorities, public health the education and community sector at local and 
national levels could support the most effective use of these funds to benefit the most 
children and reduce inequity. Therefore, whilst schools will continue to manage PEF monies 
its use must extend to wider community learning and family support.  
 
3. What do we know about the impact on parents? 
 
Lockdown has resulted in enormous pressures on parent’s time and financial situations. A 
recent Institute of Fiscal Studies survey highlights that parents in England were providing 
childcare for nine hours of the day16, combining this frequently with other activities, including 
work.  This pressure has been higher for women, who are more likely to have lost their job, 
been furloughed and carrying a higher burden of household responsibilities. The IFS survey 
suggests women are combining work with childcare and home education responsibilities at a 
higher level than their partners (47% of their work hours vs 30% for men).  
 
Single parents are facing even higher pressure, with women again facing a more significant 
burden, with the loss of formal and informal childcare provision and the impact on their ability 
to work. One Parent Families Scotland has highlighted key issues that single parents have 
reported. Financial concerns include benefits and sanctioning, economic uncertainty, debt 
and increased poverty. Other problems include having sole caretaker responsibility, lack of 
support for learning and childcare, loneliness, isolation and mental health issues, alongside 

                                            
13 Child Poverty Action Group https://cpag.org.uk/policy-and-campaigns/report/cost-learning-
lockdown-family-experiences-school-closures  
14 Andrew et al (2020) Learning during the lockdown: real-time data on children’s 
experiences during home learning https://www.ifs.org.uk/publications/14848  
15 The Scottish Government https://www.gov.scot/news/pupil-equity-funding 
16 Andrew et al. (2020) How are mothers and fathers balancing work and family under 
lockdown? https://www.ifs.org.uk/publications/14860  
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challenges accessing food, healthcare, pressures on family relationships and problems with 
contact with non-resident parents17. 
 
As schools reopen, services such as out of school care and childcare may remain limited, 
restoration of these to pre-COVID-19 levels will reduce the pressure on parents to work and 
provide childcare. Encouraging employers to enable staff with children to work from home 
unless being at the workplace is essential to their job will would allow parents to provide 
blended learning support and childcare care while reducing their social contact and the 
consequent risk of exposure and onward transmission.  
 
4. What do we know about the impact on education staff and their views on the 

reopening of schools?  
 
In May 2020, the Educational Institute of Scotland (EIS) surveyed its members to ask them 
about the challenges of delivering education remotely as well as in school hubs. The survey 
also asked about teacher wellbeing, and what would be required to return to school and the 
implementation of a blended learning approach. Over 26,000 members responded (60% of 
the membership).18   
 
Overall most were happy about the management of the transition to online and remote 
learning. Members feel reasonably confident about managing the next academic year of 
teaching with social distancing measures still in place and the increased use of online 
learning. Most were not involved in any aspect of school hubs (65%), of those that had they 
felt that they have been successful in the delivery of childcare and learning opportunities.  A 
majority of staff felt it had been challenging to maintain a separation of the working day from 
home life while working remotely (61%).  
 
90% of respondents said that greater clarity over how the next academic year of teaching 
will be delivered would be the most critical element to building confidence, followed by 
having time to prepare, and support from their school and local authority. Some highlighted 
the challenges of social distancing, even with smaller class sizes, and the need to access 
PPE for all staff working in schools. 
 
Approximately 70% of the responding members agreed that challenging home 
circumstances was a pivotal barrier to home learning19. Other barriers were poor or no 
internet connection (57%), no access to technology at home (64%) and not enough one-to-
one support of the kind they would normally be given by support staff (70%). Around 30% of 
members regarded poor mental or physical health as a challenge, this was higher for those 
working in special education.   60% of members felt that remote schooling was not meeting 
the social and emotional needs of children. Meeting the needs of children with additional 
support needs are highlighted as particularly challenging. 
 
A vital issue for EIS Members is their caring responsibilities, managing these on return to 
school and the expectations on staff who have these.  54% of respondents said that they 

                                            
17 One Parent Families Scotland Response to COVID-19 https://opfs.org.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2020/05/Response_to_COVID-19_OPFS.pdf  
Scobie et al. (2013) Briefing on Play. 
http://www.healthscotland.com/uploads/documents/22389-BriefingOnPlay.pdf   
18 The Educational Institute of Scotland (2020) Teaching During the Covid-19 Shutdown 
https://www.eis.org.uk/Content/images/corona/SurveyResults.pdf  
19 illness, financial problems, limited access to food, limited space for learning, addiction, relationship 
tensions, domestic abuse etc. 
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had a caring responsibility for their children, another family member or someone else. 20% 
report physical or mental health conditions that would prevent their return to schools and 
30% childcare issues. Balancing their caring responsibilities and blended learning is going to 
present a challenge to many education staff. 
 
The EIS has articulated three conditions to be met before schools can reopen: 
1. Established capacity to “test trace and isolate”; 
2. Significant operational changes in place to ensure implementation of all health guidelines 

(for example effective social distancing, enhanced hygiene routines, and ongoing risk 
assessments in place); and 

3. Transparent and shared evidence that the spread of infection is under control and that 
schools and educational establishments are safe places to work. 

 
95% of the members responding to the survey (over 20, 000) agreed or strongly agreed with 
these conditions.  
 
The National Association of Schoolmasters/Union of Women Teachers (NASUWT) is 
currently surveying teacher’s experiences regarding school reopening.  
 
We should not underestimate the challenges that our colleagues in education are facing in 
delivering their education role when schools reopen. They face a context of both a potentially 
reduced workforce (due to care and health issues) and adoption of the public health 
measures that will be required for schools to reopen safely.   
 
Prioritisation of education staff for key worker places for childcare may enable them to 
manage the blended approach.  Anecdotal and social media evidence around parental views 
suggest rising concern about children being out of school.  Collaboration with public health at 
local and national levels in the plans for schools to reopen and support for operational 
changes and public health measures will be vital. 
 
5. Public Health Measures to support the reopening of schools,  ELC settings and 

youth work in Scotland 
 

Comprehensive public health measures will continue to be required to minimise the spread 
of covid19, monitor cases in the education setting and detect the spread of any outbreaks. 
Key measures which schools and other settings can put into place include: 
 

1. Physical distancing and small, consistent groups 
2. Ensuring appropriate measures are put in place for those who are clinically 

vulnerable and extremely clinically vulnerable (pupils and staff) 
3. Ensuring that those who are symptomatic or diagnosed with COVID-19 and those 

isolating following exposure are following current guidance on remaining at home 
4. Environmental and respiratory hygiene measures, including cleaning and personal 

hygiene.  
 

Wide-ranging guidance for education authorities and schools has been produced by the 
Scottish Government20 to support a safe, phased reopening of schools. The guidance is non-
statutory but aims to promote national consistence. This should be applied in conjunction 
with the latest Health Protection Scotland guidance, the Strategic Framework for Reopening 
Schools and ELC and the framework document Coronavirus (COVID19) - a framework for 
decision making alongside advice from the Chief Medical Officer for Scotland. 

                                            
20 with key partners supporting the Education Recovery Group, including Scottish Futures Trust, 
education authorities, trade unions and parent representatives 
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All schools should be aware of the Test and Protect (Test, Trace, Isolate and Support) 
strategy and the associated requirements.  Education and community staff may have a 
central role to play in not only meeting the learning needs of children but also in providing an 
effective support mechanism to ensure that barriers to education do not impact on ability to 
isolate.  
 
The surveillance structure will be supportive in assisting local communities to stay safe.  
 
Pupils and staff who are clinically vulnerable must follow current Scottish Government 
guidance to keep themselves safe and are supported to do so. Children and young people 
living with a clinically vulnerable adult or child should have an individual risk assessment 
conducted and support measures put in place to support their education. 
 
The current default position for physical distancing in schools and community settings is that 
individuals (or, in some limited circumstances, small groups with consistent membership) 
should be supported to stay 2m apart wherever practicable and appropriate.  If the number 
of cases of Covid-19 continues to decline and evidence about the susceptibility of children 
and young people to infection evolves, these requirements may be amended or lessened, 
enabling more children to return to education fulltime more quickly.  Changes to public health 
measures including physical distancing will require clear and timely communication to 
education authorities, unions and education staff. We recognise that the evidence and risk 
assessments in this matter for policy and practice are under active consideration. 
 
In parallel to reopening indoor learning, enhanced use of the outdoor environment and other 
community facilities would enable more children to benefit from more hours in formal 
education and play. Collaborative work with other suitably skilled professionals, for example, 
youth work organisations and organisations providing play opportunities could enrich the 
learning experiences of children, provide increased staffing capacity and enhance emotional 
support to children and young people.  
 
Increased use of outdoor learning by adapting the model of outdoor nurseries and use of 
community greenspace could also provide a mechanism for safe learning, play and physical 
activity. Play is essential for the social, emotional, cognitive and physical development of all 
children21. Play and play therapy can help children to build resilience and manage difficult 
emotional circumstances. Outdoor youth work is not a new phenomenon and there is 
evidence to support its use to enhance learning22. Recent research has also demonstrated 
the impact of youth work on young people’s educational attainment, wellbeing and 
employability and therefore this should be seen as part of any return to education for young 
people23. There are a series of accredited awards that are already used by schools and local 

                                            
21 Scobie et al. (2013) Briefing on Play. 
http://www.healthscotland.com/uploads/documents/22389-BriefingOnPlay.pdf   

22 Coburn, A. & Wallace, D. (2018) Development in the Outdoors: An asset-based approach. 
In T.Jeffs &J Ord, (Eds) Rethinking Outdoor, Experiential and Informal Education: Beyond 
the Confines. Jeffs, T. & Ord, J. (eds.). Abingdon,Oxon: Routledge, p. 139-152 

23 https://www.youthscotland.org.uk/resources/impact-of-community-based-universal-youth-
work-in-scotland/ 
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youth work providers such as Youth Achievement and Dynamic Youth Awards that provide 
additional opportunity for accredited learning whether at school, at home or outdoors.  

 
Encouraging active transport to school, reducing parking around school areas and staggered 
times drop offs/pickups of children provide an opportunity for increased physical activity and 
reduced risk of transmission at key points of the day.  
 
6. The need for ongoing review and assessment of the impact of Covid19 on children 

and young people’s health and learning 

The evidence base around the impact of COVID19 on children and young people is still 
emerging. We must monitor the effect closely and respond if risk increases or poorer 
outcomes are detected.  Ongoing monitoring and research should take into account both 
epidemiological evidence and the broader consequences of Covid-19 child health, 
educational attainment and future positive destinations for young people. 
 
 
Recommendations 
 
 The risks to children (without underlying clinical vulnerability) from infection and 

severe consequences of the disease associated with returning to school are 
limited. It is essential that those with duties toward children and staff wellbeing 
adopt pre-cautionary, safety first, approach and that education authorities and 
school management (in association with public health advice) monitor closely the 
situation in schools so that policy makers, head teachers and management can 
address emerging issues rapidly. 
 

 To ensure consistency, all local geographical areas should be encouraged and 
supported to adopt the measures set out in current Scottish Government guidance 
on reopening schools.  

 
 Public health support for education planning for the safe reopening of schools, 

local delivery plans and implementation of Scottish Government guidance and 
associated public health measures is essential.   Public health services in local 
areas will be in place to ensure an effective test and protect service, offering 
advice on monitoring and prompt response to concerns. 
 

 Mechanisms for collaborative action should be prioritised from local to national 
levels to provide clarity of communication, swift action where necessary and 
minimisation of disruption to future education.  

 
 
 Changes to public health measures, including physical distancing, will require 

clear and timely communication to education authorities, unions and education 
staff. 
 

 Children are likely to need additional social and emotional support. School and 
community staff and parents may need support and training to monitor and 
support children’s mental health and wellbeing. Creating secure, nurturing spaces 
and trauma-informed workforces and services will be critical. 
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 More children and families will experience poverty, food and housing insecurity. 
Sustained efforts to address poverty through maximising household income and 
resources and offering additional support to reduce the impact at local and 
national levels will be necessary and need to be sustained.    

 
 Collaboration between the Scottish Government, local authorities, public health 

and the education and community sector at local and national levels to support 
the most effective use of attainment funds to benefit the most children and reduce 
inequity. This will require a commitment and response to findings that supports 
pupils in proportion to their needs, alongside consideration of enhanced support 
for this group over the summer Local plans should include arrangements for 
return to both formal and informal learning, including youth work to support 
children and young people. 

 
 When safe to do so, restoration of childcare and return to school full time will 

reduce the pressure on parents to deliver learning, childcare and work. This 
development also recognises the teachers as parents, carers and in other social 
and community roles. 

 
 Single-parent families and those with children with additional learning needs face 

even more significant challenges and should be prioritised for additional support, 
e.g. fulltime school/childcare placements where possible. 

 
 Encouraging employers to enable staff with children to work from home unless 

essential would allow parents to provide blended learning support and childcare  
while reducing their risk of exposure to Covid-19 and onward transmission.  

 
 Balancing their caring responsibilities and blended learning is going to present a 

challenge to many education staff. Prioritisation for key worker childcare places 
would be beneficial.  

 
 The specific concerns of education staff and associated unions, parents and 

parents’ organisations over schools reopening should be addressed as a priority.  
 
 Enhanced use of the outdoor environment and other community facilities, and 

extended or split days (noting evidence from some International countries), would 
enable more children to benefit from more hours in formal education youth work 
and play. 

 
 Encouraging active transport to school, reducing parking around school areas 

and staggered times drop-offs/pickups of children provide an opportunity for 
increased physical activity and reduced risk of transmission at crucial points of 
the day.  Staggered extended days would help with school bus capacity issues. 

 
 Collaborative work with other suitably skilled professionals, for example, youth 

work organisations and organisations providing play will enrich the learning 
experiences of children, provide increased staffing capacity and enhance 
emotional support to children and young people. This should be part of local 
plans. 
 

 Ongoing review of the evidence base and monitoring of the effect of COVID-19 on 
children and young people’s outcomes is essential. 
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Joint Statement of the reopening of schools and other educational settings 
 
The Directors of Public Health in Scotland and Public Health Scotland jointly welcome the 
Scottish Government’s commitment to ensuring that children and young people can return to 
childcare and education as part of the phased approach to lifting current restrictions.  We are 
committed to prioritising support for the public health measures required to do this. 
Reopening schools and other settings will require action to support infection control measure 
and to address the broader impacts on health and wellbeing of children and young people, 
parents and education staff. 
 
Education provides a fundamental mechanism for addressing inequality, poverty and to 
improve health and wellbeing. As the UNESCO supported International Commission on the 
Futures of Education1 highlights ‘massive efforts will be necessary to make sure the 2020s 
do not become a decade of lost opportunity’. Whole system action to return and maintain 
children in early learning and childcare and education and support for those providing it, 
whether in school or homes or other settings, for example, youth work is vital. Without the 
benefits of both formal and informal education, we cannot achieve our goals of improving the 
health and wellbeing of the Scottish population and reducing our enduring health 
inequalities. 
 
The Scottish Government Coronavirus (COVID-19): strategic framework for reopening 
schools, early learning and childcare provision sets out a plan to restart school education for 
almost all children and young people in Scotland on 11th August 2020 with plans for a 
blended model of in-school and in-home learning. Implementation of the plan for children to 
return to schools is dependent on both scientific and medical advice that it is safe to proceed 
and implementation of corresponding public health measures. We agree that it is essential 
that a precautionary approach is adopted and that we monitor the situation in schools closely 
so that emerging issues can be addressed rapidly. Clear communication and collaboration 
between public health and education from national to local levels will be pivotal to the 
success of this approach. The views and engagement of children, young people and their 
families is essential.  
 
Early Learning and Childcare and schools will reopen in the context of the significant 
economic and social impact of the crisis and the tremendous pressures on children, parents 
and staff time and resources.  To mitigate these impacts, we support the Scottish 
Government’s ambition to resume normal schooling as soon as it is safe to do so.  Home-
based and online learning has been an essential tool to buffer the impact of the crisis on 
education, but it is likely to increase inequalities over time. We underline our desire for most, 
if not all children to be back in school full time as soon as safely possible to ensure continuity 
and quality of learning using innovative approaches defined locally, such as staggered days 
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and additional summer for our more vulnerable children. To facilitate this, we would support 
the restarting of community-based youth work, where informal education takes place, in 
advance over the summer period where safe to do so. Ongoing review of the evidence, 
guidance and action are essential to inform public health measures. 
 
In closing, we reaffirm our commitment to support the Scottish Government and to work 
alongside the childcare, education, and youth work sector in Scotland to return our children 
and young people to formal and informal education as quickly and safely as possible.  
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Document 2 
 
From: Logan G (Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Director of Learning 
Sent: 22 June 2020 15:19 
To: Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot> 
Subject: FW: Education Statement tomorrow 
 
FYI 
 
From: [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
Sent: 22 June 2020 15:17 
To: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot> 
Cc: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Deputy First Minister and Cabinet 
Secretary for Education and Skills <DFMCSE@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Education Statement tomorrow 
 
Thanks Paul / DFM office 
 
Cllr McCabe is available for a call if you can suggest a time.  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
From: Paul.Johnston@gov.scot <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 14:29 
To: [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
Cc: DirectorofLearning@gov.scot; DFMCSE@gov.scot 
Subject: Education Statement tomorrow 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
We spoke about the planned statement on education tomorrow and you asked for some 
further details of this.  
 
I can confirm: 
 

 The data in relation to COVID is going in the right direction. As such, the DFM is 
actively considering the circumstances in which we could get children to return safely 
to school on a full time basis. 

 The DFM has sought advice from science experts on the extent to which we can 
relax physical distancing requirements, in particular the 2m rule.  Initial indications 
are positive, and formal advice will follow at the end of the week. 

 Decisions have not yet been made, and will require Cabinet discussion tomorrow.   
 The DFM would like to discuss this further with Cllr McCabe this evening in advance 

of the Parliamentary statement tomorrow. 
 
I’m copying in the DFM’s office and they can confirm when the DFM would be available for a 
call.  I think it is likely to be this evening, if Cllr McCabe would be available for that. 
 
Paul 
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Document 3 
 
From: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 09:06 
To: Head of COVID Analysis <HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot> 
Cc: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) 
<Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: IMMEDIATE - school reopening - heat map and infectious numbers forecasts 
Importance: High 
 
Roger, Audrey 
 
We are drafting an urgent statement for FM/DFM on schools (essentially rowing back from 
the blended learning plan). 
 
I need to ask for two things: 

1) Can you set out for me the plans on the heat map, what it will include, and how it will 
work. We need to think quickly about how this might be used to help with decision 
making about schools (incl. possible localised closures and all that) 
 

2) Part of the rationale for changing the stance will be the changed situation now 
compared to when the Strategic Framework was agreed. Can you/yours provide 
numbers on what the starting number of cases and forecast number was when the 
initial modelling work was considered (i.e. that using the 8 May data which 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] provided to the Education recovery Group) and what we are 
now predicting for August (11th-ish). I don’t need any estimates of the impact of 
school reopening for this – just the underlying position and forecast in use at that 
time. 

 
With apologies, I’d be grateful for whatever you can do by noon today (FM wishes to see 
the proposal early afternoon).  
 
Unfortunately I’m unavoidably unavailable most of the morning, but [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] 
is around if you need to discuss any of this. 
 
Cheers, 
 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
I am currently working from home 
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Document 4 
 
 
From: Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 19 June 2020 11:44 
To: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
redacted@educationscotland.gov.scot 
Cc: CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Wilson M 
(Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
I’m just off a call with [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] which was on the back of an earlier one 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] and others. 
 
We are being asked to develop some advice to DFM today that covers the way forward on 
education recovery. Very simplistically it will be structured as: 
 
1. Confidence levels of reaching 50% in-school learning for all pupils based upon the 

current approach 
2. Legal position regarding requiring LAs to expand provision 
3. Position on physical distancing, and a forward look on decision around that 
 
You don’t need to worry about points 1 and 2, but could I ask you to send to me a few 
paragraphs on section 3? I think these probably need to cover: 
 
 Current position is 2m, as again confirmed by FM this week. 
 We’ve seen some movement on that elsewhere, either within schools (e.g. NI) or across 

society more broadly. 
 Anything we know about where countries have been on the ‘pandemic curve’ when they 

have chosen to switch from 2m to something less. 
 Science on benefits of 2m haven’t changed much (at all?), and that the issue others are 

considering is through the lens of risk appetite. 
 We’ve got this new group. They’re due to meet [Monday / Tuesday] (NB Colin suggested 

this weekend, if that gives a scale of urgency) to consider this as a matter of priority. 
 A decision on whether to change or not could therefore be ready by date X [end of next 

week?].  
 To be clear, we can’t pre-empt what that will be and it should not necessarily be 

assumed that their judgement will be that we should change the measure.  
 
Sorry for landing this on you at such short notice, but can I get something by 2:30pm. I need 
to collate all of the above and others will want to review before it goes to DFM. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Sam  
 
Sam Anson | Improvement, Attainment and Wellbeing Division| Learning Directorate | 
07557 007929 
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From: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 19 June 2020 11:32 
To: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; Sutton 
Phillips N (Noreen) <Noreen.Phillips@educationscotland.gov.scot> 
Cc: SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG 
Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Chief Scientific Adviser for Scotland 
<ChiefScientificAdviser@gov.scot>; Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
Just off a UK Gov call (informal regular catch-up). 
 
Unfortunately no-one from NI joined the call, but the WAG representative mentioned he had 
been on a call with NI yesterday who had suggested the decision was a policy one to enable 
greater attendance in schools.  
 
So all very anecdotal, but this seems highly plausible to me given what we know/recent 
discussions. 
 
M 
 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
I am currently working from home 
 
 
From: Wilson M (Mick) 
Sent: 19 June 2020 10:05 
Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; Sutton 
redacted@gov.scot  
Cc: SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; S (Sam) 
<Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; 
Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Munro D (Dominic) 
<Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Chief Scientific Adviser for Scotland 
<ChiefScientificAdviser@gov.scot>; Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
I’m less clear on staff/adults in schools Paul – it doesn’t specifically say here and to my 
knowledge Holland has a blanket 1.5m distancing rule in place otherwise, except for children 
<12 (“Children aged 12 and under do not have to stay 1.5 metres away from other children. 
All other hygiene rules also apply to children.”). 
 
M 
 
 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
I am currently working from home 
 
 



24 
 

 
From: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>  
Sent: 19 June 2020 09:58 
To: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; Sutton 
redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Anson S 
(Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG Education, Communities & Justice 
<DGECJ@gov.scot>; Munro D (Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Chief Scientific Adviser for Scotland 
<ChiefScientificAdviser@gov.scot>; Peskett K (Katherine) 
<Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
Thanks Mick.  
 
So no physical distancing in primaries at all under the Dutch model.  Very interesting. 
 
Paul 
 
From: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 19 June 2020 09:52 
To: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) 
<Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG 
Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
I emailed [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] in NI yesterday. No reply yet. 
I fully expect them to be using the same science we are citing, possibly with some comment 
on experience in other countries (though that latter part is more of a guess). As I have 
mentioned a few times, the decision on what distance “rule” to put in place is a risk-based 
judgement not a hard-and-fast, scientifically determined position. 
 
There’s a brief description of the “Dutch model” here: 
https://www.government.nl/topics/coronavirus-covid-19/questions-about-coronavirus-and-
the-education-sector. 
 
M 
 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
I am currently working from home 
 
 
 
From: Logan G (Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Director of Learning 
Sent: 19 June 2020 09:12 
To: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) 
<Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
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<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG 
Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
Colleagues 
 
Mick is off today but I understand that he has a contact in NI who we can get in touch with to 
understand the scientific advice that has informed their 1m decision (the NI administration 
has not published this from what I can see).  I’ve asked Mick for the contact details and I 
would be grateful if [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  can prepare this note for DFM with support from 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] (and cleared by Sam as a matter of urgency. 
 
Thanks 
Graeme.  
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot On Behalf Of Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for 
Education and Skills 
Sent: 19 June 2020 09:04 
To: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Wilson M (Mick) 
<Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot> 
Cc: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG 
Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
Importance: High 
 
Good morning  
 
The DFM has requested an urgent note on the science that lies behind the Northern Ireland 
decisions on schools returning which is very much at odds with our advice.  
 
DFM is looking for this information as soon as possible today.  I’d be grateful for confirmation 
that this request is being taken forward.  
 
Kind Regards 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
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Document 5 
 
 
[Redacted - Exemption s.30(b)(ii)] 
 
From: Logan G (Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Director of Learning 
Sent: 19 June 2020 06:59 
To: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Gorman G (Gayle) 
<Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot>; McAllister C (Colin) 
<Colin.McAllister@gov.scot> 
Cc: Walker M (Maria) <Maria.Walker@educationscotland.gov.scot>; McManus J (Janie) 
<Janie.McManus@educationscotland.gov.scot>; DG Education, Communities & Justice 
<DGECJ@gov.scot>; Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) 
<Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; Peskett K 
(Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Call- Friday am - schools 
 
Morning Paul 
 
Thanks for setting this out and the suggested way forward which we discussed last night.  It 
strikes me that at present, Ministers are the lone public voices commenting on what is 
acceptable/ reasonable in terms of local plans vs the expectations in the framework.  I think 
that is why we need the HMIE scrutiny of the plans to be accelerated and findings 
published.  If we have the independent view of HMIE on the plans we can use this as further 
evidence and leverage to secure improvement where needed.   
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
[Redacted - Exemption s.30(b)(ii)] 
 
If we can get data on hours of face-to-face teaching time on a school-by-school basis, this 
will a more accurate and improving picture and will enable us to craft better overall lines for 
Ministers (and we have agreement from LA CEOs to seek this data today – Maria we can 
discuss further and grateful if SRAs can collect this). 
 
The main way in which we will be able to significantly increase time in school will be when 
the scientific advice allows a reduction in physical distancing.  We now need to seek this 
advice as a matter of urgency.  Interesting that Northern Ireland announced yesterday 1m 
between children (and 2m between adults) when schools re-open in August.  Katherine – 
following our call with Carol Tannahill we need to set out our key questions and commission 
to the group today, now that FM has approved establishing the group. 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
Graeme 
  
 
From: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>  
Sent: 18 June 2020 23:05 
To: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Gorman G (Gayle) 
<Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot>; McAllister C (Colin) 
<Colin.McAllister@gov.scot> 
Cc: Walker M (Maria) <Maria.Walker@educationscotland.gov.scot>; McManus J (Janie) 
<Janie.McManus@educationscotland.gov.scot>; DG Education, Communities & Justice 
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<DGECJ@gov.scot>; Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot> 
Subject: Call- Friday am - schools 
 
 
 
Graeme 
Gayle 
Colin 
 
I spoke with the DFM this evening about school opening.  I agreed that we would meet 
tomorrow as officials and agree on the advice that we’ll provide him in relation to next steps.  
 
Grateful if my team could give priority to finding us some time in the morning, 
 
Gayle – I understand from Graeme that you may be on leave tomorrow – happy that Maria 
and/or Janie attend in your place.  And, Graeme, feel free to invite Sam and Andy if helpful. 
 
Alison– I expect schools will be the focus but you are most welcome to join us if you can. 
 
We have had a range of meetings with partners today and ES has provided further input on 
the way in which plans are developing in all 32 authorities.   
 
My summary of where we are at is: 
 

 Agreement that all plans should continue to be scrutinised and refined following the 
ES challenge 

 Agreement that there is a need to maximise time spent in school, or in school 
settings 

 Willingness in at least some cases to expand on initial plans and work on the costs 
associated with these 

 Shared desire to provide clarity to parents and children as soon as possible around 
what the 11 August return will look like 

 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
Paul 
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Document 6 
 
From: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>  
Sent: 15 June 2020 07:22 
To: Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) 
<Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Sewell J 
redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: FW: Private - Education Recovery  
 
Colleagues - for information. We can discuss further at LDB.  

From: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot> 
Date: Sunday, 14 Jun 2020, 11:27 pm 
To: Gorman G (Gayle) <Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot> 
Cc: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>, Cumming A (Alison) 
<Alison.Cumming@gov.scot>, McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>, DG 
Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: Private - Education Recovery  
 
Gayle, Alison 
 
See below for action on Monday.   
 
Gayle -  I think we have a call at 9:30 with Graeme to discuss the action that DFM wants to 
see in the course of the day.   If you’d be available for a word before then (about 8?) please 
let me know.  
 
You’ll see DFM is looking for a challenging conversation with each authority, followed by a 
report at the end of the day.  
 
I plan to speak to a number of LA CEs to alert them to the work that we will be undertaking 
as a matter of urgency.    
 
Grateful if my office could fix up calls with [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] in the course of the 
morning (15 mins each), and I’ll message [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] for a discussion.  I’ll report 
back.   
 
We need to be consistent in our approach and our challenge.  The areas that I think we 
should be focussing on are as follows: 
 
Empowerment: Do the plans give local school leaders the flexibility to develop the best 
possible local arrangements, consistent with the overall framework?  We expect to see local 
variation depending on size.  We do not expect to see ‘lowest common denominator’ 
approaches whereby no child can benefit from provision unless every child can benefit from 
it.   
 
Ambition:   Is there evidence that schools and authorities have been reaching out and 
developing ambitious proposals to maximise teaching opportunities for children? Are they 
making use of assets in their communities other than the schools? Are they taking steps to 
expand the workforce?  Are they developing partnerships with others  (sports, culture, youth, 
community etc) in order to expand the offer that is available? 
 
Alternatives:  If a plan has been published, what alternatives have been considered, and 
why were they not pursued?  To what extent has the choice been based on cost?  What 
might enable more ambitious alternatives to be pursued?  
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Let me know if you think the focus should include other aspects of this.   
 
Alison - I’ll speak to Exchequer colleagues about finance but may need your help in taking 
this forward.   There will also be a clear read across to ELC provision.   
 
Thanks 
 
Paul 
 
 
From: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot> 
Date: Sunday, 14 Jun 2020, 9:52 pm 
To: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>, Deputy First Minister and Cabinet 
Secretary for Education and Skills <DFMCSE@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>, Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>, McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Private - Education Recovery  
 
Paul, 
  
Please see a response from the DFM to your earlier note: 
  
Thank for this note. I am very concerned by some of the initial reports we are seeing. Local 
Government has published plans without coming to us for a discussion on resources. 
[Redacted: s.30(b)(ii)] They have already had £300m in new money for COVID and I 
believe they have £200m in flexibility around not having to implement 1140 hours in ELC 
[Redacted: s.30(b)(ii)] We agreed to develop a strategic national framework but leave 
space for local adaptability and flexibility. [Redacted: s.30(b)(ii)] 
  
So the actions are as follows : 
  
1. I want a report from HMIE by cop Monday on their assessment of all 32 LA plans which 
must be produced as a consequence of a challenging conversation with each LA. 
2. I want legal advice on my ability to specify a minimum requirement in a Ministerial 
Direction. 
3. I want an urgent report on the ES/eSgoil digital delivery model for the Senior Phase - it will 
have to be very ambitious and comprehensive. 
4. I want discussions opened up with DG Exchequer on the question of funding to help us 
incentive this - there will be NO block allocation - after all - no one size fits all. 
  
I would like this issue to have clear and emphatic leadership from Paul/Gayle/Graeme 
because local government is looking like it is not focusing on the interests of children and 
young people. 
 
JS 
  
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] 
 
  
From: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>  
Sent: 14 June 2020 18:46 
To: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot> 
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Cc: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot> 
Subject: Private - Education Recovery  
  
  
 DFM 
  
Graeme and I have spoken again today in relation to the plans that are emerging for 
education recovery across Scotland.   This note sets out some thoughts on the issues we 
are grappling with and possible next steps for your consideration. 
  
Graeme has already shared the chain below, starting with some questions about the 
communction from Edinburgh City Council on Friday.   A range of concerns are being 
articulated around the urgency and level of ambition in their approach.   
  
There are a number of interventions and actions that we can conisder at this stage.  In each 
case, we should be clear about the purpose of intervenion.   Our focus is on ensuring that 
every authority makes arrangements for eduation that are both ambitious and safe – giving 
us the best possibilty of ensuring excellence and equity in Scottish education.   We must 
keep the interests and wellbeing of children, young people and families at the centre of our 
considerations. 
  
In light of this, I suggest we need to step up the role that we play in challenging the 
plans that are emerging.  We are seeing some authorities making it clear that it will be for 
individual school leaders to develop plans that maximise time in school.  Others (such as 
Edinburgh) are at risk of settling for an approach that will only offer children one day in 
school for at least some weeks of the new term, with the inference being that the rest of the 
time will be spent at home.  
  
Education Scotland has a vital role to play in highlighting best practice and providing 
challenge, reporting regularly to you in the coming days as to the progress made in 
this.  There is then a need for clear escalation paths – these can include official level 
escalation (I continue to meet at least twice weekly with COSLA and SOLACE, Graeme 
chairs weekly meetings with COSLA, SOLACE, ES and ADES) and Ministerial 
escalation.   Graeme, Gayle and I will discuss this further tomorrow and update you on our 
challenge proposals thereafter.    
  
The First Minister has today asked for an overview of plans in place for school re-opening for 
all 32 local authorities by 4pm on Monday.  Gayle and the SRA team have been asked to 
pull this together.  
  
The two other areas that I suggest we consider further are finance and science.  
  
Finance 
  
We may need greater clarity around the financial expectations associated with 
education recovery.  It seems that the approach that is being adopted locally, at least in 
some cases, is “spend as little extra as possible”.   Local authority partners point to the fact 
that the SG has not committed specific additional resource to recovery.  They cite the wide 
variety of finanical pressures they are facing.  Given their legal duties to balance budgets 
they are relucant to sign up to options that carry significant additonal financial 
commitments.   
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We are working through these issues in the context of the ERG’s finance group.  Sam Anson 
has shared a draft TOR with you and Ms Forbes.  Through this group we will be able to 
provide more granular advice, including on the extent to which: 
  

ꞏ        additional buildings are being acquired, 
ꞏ        teachers and other workers are being recruited, and 
ꞏ        partnerships are being forged with youthwork, leisure, culture and third 

sector  providers to enrich the overall offer to children and young people including on 
days when they are not in school.   
  
However, I have been reflecting on whether we also need to develop proposals for a 
specific funding pot that would be made avalable for a clearly defined 
challenge.  There would be a parallel with the approach to SAC.  In this case the 
fund would be for the recovery of education.  It would provide support to ensure that 
children and young make up for as much of the COVID related education loss as 
quickly as possible.  I appreciate that affordability would be an issue – we may need 
to look at the scope to delay other things across Government in order to priortise this 
if you consider it is something to pursue.   We would be happy to develop some 
urgent proposals or to discuss further in the first instance if you wish.   

  
Science 
  
The root of the limited nature of return to school is in large part due to the need for physical 
distancing that has been set out in light of scientific advice.    We should not lose sight of the 
nuanced advice that we received from the COVID-19 Advisory Group on this issue, and the 
fact that every week that passes provides us with valuable additional data about the 
approach that is being adopted in other countries as they develop and implement education 
recovery plans.    
  
You have had a further update on plans to estabish the education sub-group of the COVID-
19 advisory group.   With your agreement we can get this group up and running in the 
coming days.  We could commission the group to review the emerging evidence around 
physical distancing and other safety measures in schools and provide advice and 
recommendations on whether, and at what stage, the approach taken in Scotland could be 
adapted.   
  
While it may not be possible for changes to made at this stage, it may be helpful to seek 
further advice on the conditions that would need to be met for changes to be made.  This 
could include factors such as incidence of the disease in the community, progress with Test 
and Protect, plans for local restrictions to be imposed, and altervative measures that could 
enable children to be in closer proximity than 2m.    We can develop advice in the coming 
week on the commission that could go to the sub-group for your consideration if you 
would like us to progress this.   
  
Finally, I chaired an initial meeting of the SG’s Chief Advisers last week.  A note that that 
meeting will be sent to you in the next couple of days.  We had an excellent discussion, and 
they are keen to support Ministers with integrated advice, including on issues such as the 
need for 2m physical distancing. 
  
I would be happy to discuss these issues further at any stage. 
  
Paul 
From: Logan G (Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Director of Learning 
Sent: 13 June 2020 13:56 
To: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
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<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot> 
Subject: FW: Edinburgh schools 
  
DFM – as discussed, please see this email chain regarding the local delivery plan in 
Edinburgh.  
  
Thanks 
Graeme. 
 
  
From: Gorman G (Gayle) <Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot>  
Sent: 12 June 2020 17:52 
To: McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>; Johnston P (Paul) 
<Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Logan G 
(Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot>; Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Edinburgh schools 
  
Hi  
Have had this immediate response from the SRA, which highlights the cost is a factor, as is 
caution in central message, before individual school messages. 
We will follow up on Monday 
Gayle 
  
Edinburgh does seem less (33%) contact time than others I am currently aware of: 
  

ꞏ         In addition to following the national guidance (principle, safety etc.) [Redacted: 
s.38(1)(b)] has informed me that the LA is developing a model based on what they 
can afford (e.g. facing a £50m + budget pressure) and what they can deliver.   

ꞏ         Starting with 33 % (under promise, over deliver) building up to 50% as soon as 
possible, as is safe to do so (whilst 2m physical distancing measure still in place) 
They are modelling an increase in this in-school teaching, hoping to reach 50% in 
many schools (mostly primary though) by circa mid-September (as things stand). 

ꞏ         Mon-Thursday children in school (albeit for ‘just’ 33% of time): Friday used for 
NCCT/ Blended Learning Prep/ Cleaning/ and for staff to work in Hubs. 

ꞏ         Schools will work one of two models to ensure children get on average 33% in-
school learning 

  
Gayle, the LA was actually planning on sending me information re modelling today, but this 
hasn’t arrived yet.  If/ when it does I will see if there’s information in there that’s of use.    
 
Gayle Gorman 
  
Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Education 
Chief Executive 
Education Scotland 
 
  
From: Gorman G (Gayle)  
Sent: 12 June 2020 17:45 
To: McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>; Johnston P (Paul) 
<Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Logan G 
(Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot>; Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Edinburgh schools 
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Colin 
 
I agree – the money is becoming the issue – both for extra teachers and for estate – working 
with partners to stress importance and maximum approach 
  
Gayle Gorman 
  
Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Education 
Chief Executive 
  
Education Scotland 
  
  
From: McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>  
Sent: 12 June 2020 17:37 
To: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Gorman G (Gayle) 
<Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot>; Logan G (Graeme) 
<Graeme.Logan@gov.scot>; Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot> 
Cc: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Edinburgh schools 
  
Indeed. This looks like a recurring issue. 
  
I hear Blairgowrie is talking about 1 day per week for every secondary pupil other than those 
in S5 and S6. 
  
So, we are facing a lot of fires across the country. 
  
I am also not picking up much activity seeking to expand the estate. So, I suspect this is 
actually about money. 
  
Regards 
  
Colin McAllister 
 
  <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot>; Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot> 
Cc: McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>; DG Education, Communities & 
Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Edinburgh schools 
  
Thanks Graeme  
Thanks [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] -that approach from South Ayrshire sounds right. 
  
The 33% “rule” from Edinburgh doesn’t.  
  
Gayle –I’d welcome your view. 
  
Colin – I’d imagine that we will start to get a lot of questions on this as the letters land with all 
parents. 
 
  
Bigger point is probably the 2m rule that underpins much of this, and the further 
consideration that is being given to that on a global basis.  I understand that that has been 
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discussed with FM and DFM today.  One issue is around whether we can get the education 
advisory group established without further delay, and get them providing some advice on 
this. 
  
Paul 
  
  
  
From: Logan G (Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Director of Learning 
Sent: 12 June 2020 16:29 
To: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Gorman G (Gayle) 
<Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot>; Logan G (Graeme) 
<Graeme.Logan@gov.scot>; Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot> 
Cc: McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>; DG Education, Communities & 
Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Edinburgh schools 
  
Hi Paul 
  
Thanks for this – I’ve received the same email as an Edinburgh parent!  Whilst Edinburgh 
school rolls are generally very high and some are over capacity, we would hope that the 
calculation on capacity would be done school-by-school rather than a blanket approach. 
  
We have built in to the agreement a role for Education Scotland to support and challenge the 
development of the local phasing plans – Gayle can you update us on how this will work so 
that we can challenge this type of approach and be assured that Councils have considered 
maximum capacity available in each school and also considered local community or other 
available accommodation as per the strategic framework? 
  
I heard a much more encouraging example from South Ayrshire today who have made the 
calculation on capacity at individual school level. As a result,  some schools will return full-
time for all children, some will be 50% and a few over-subscribed schools will be 33% in-
school time. 
  
Many thanks 
Graeme. 
  
From: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>  
Sent: 12 June 2020 16:14 
To: Gorman G (Gayle) <Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot>; Logan G (Graeme) 
<Graeme.Logan@gov.scot>; Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot> 
Cc: McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>; DG Education, Communities & 
Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: Edinburgh schools 
  
Gayle, Graeme, Alison 
Just seen this: 
  
https://www.edinburgh.gov.uk/downloads/file/27455/letter-to-mainstream-parents-and-carers 
  
33%?   Are we content that that implements what has been agreed and maximises in school 
learning? 
  
Also in school learning only 4 days per week. 
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Not yet seeing anything re the “third space” – activities that might not be in school or at 
home. 
  
I’d welcome your views.  Worth us discussing further. 
  
Paul 
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Document 7 
 
From: Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 13 June 2020 14:46 
To: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot> 
Cc: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Gorman G (Gayle) 
<Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot> 
Subject: School opening patterns 
 
PS / DFM, 
 
I understand that DFM is looking for a few initial examples of how authorities are planning 
school reopening. Over the course of this week I have spoken with: 
 
 [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] (South Ayrshire), who reported that: 

 Six of their schools would be open to all pupils on a full-time basis 
 24 of their schools would be operating on a 50% basis 
 Six of their larger schools (around the Troon area) would be offering pupils 1.5 days 

per week. 
 
 Craig Hatton (CEO) [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] from North Ayrshire, who have agreed via 

parental engagement to operate all their schools on a 50% attendance basis (NB there is 
one school where capacity may pose a problem, but they believe they can address that). 
They’ll use a pattern of Group A being in on Mondays and Tuesday, Group B being in on 
Thursdays and Fridays, with Wednesday a transition day to enable both cleaning and 
also space for teachers to plan appropriately. 

 
 As you know, I was in contact with [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] yesterday from the Western 

Isles, and he was confident they will meet their aim of 33% - 50% in-school learning 
across all their schools. 

 
Other pertinent points from the ES submission to you of 10th June include: 
 
 There is sufficient evidence that local authorities are engaging with pupils and parents to 

inform the development of their plans. A number of local authorities have issued surveys 
to their parents on options for returning. (NB this reflects also what I have heard from 
people)  

 
 A range of operating models are being considered to suit local need. For example, 

Angus are considering providing a ‘reduced offer’ on Fridays to allow additional input for 
targeted groups. Similarly, East Renfrewshire are considering plans to extend the 
teaching day and using Wednesdays as non-contact time. 

 
Hope this helps, 
 
Sam  
 
Sam Anson 
Improvement, Attainment and Wellbeing Division 
Learning Directorate 
Scottish Government  
  



37 
 

Document 8 
 
Dear DFM 
 
In response to my submission on scientific advice, you asked for further consideration of 
paragraph 9, which you felt created the conditions where competing expert advice could be 
presented to Ministers –the scenario you were expressly clear had to be avoided.  You 
suggested the conclusions of the sub-groups be cleared by the COVID-19 Advisory Group, 
and asked us to reflect further on that point.   
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  and I have liaised and considered this.  We would like to propose 
the following safeguards to ensure that Ministers continue to receive coherent and non-
conflicting advice on COVID-19.   
 

 Chairs of sub-groups (for example, Prof Carol Tannahill for the sub-group on 
education and children’s issues) are invited to attend the COVID-19 AG (C-19 AG) 
as full members, to ensure links are maintained with C-19 AG and policy developing 
in line with their advice. 

 All sub-groups to have an overlap in membership with the C-19 AG, and these 
scientific and public health experts (along with the sub-group chair) are responsible 
for ensuring links are maintained with C-19 AG and policy developing in line with their 
advice.  (For example both the CSA and DCMO sit on both the C-19 AG and its 
proposed sub-group on education and children’s issues.)  

 All minutes and future workplans of the C-19 AG are shared with its sub-groups 
(including that on education and children’s issues), and vice versa.  Sub-group chairs 
will update C-19 AG chair on their future workplans, the fit with the C-19 AG 
workplan, and raise any issues for consideration or clarification.  

 Sub-group chairs will liaise with Chair of AG on any issues where there may be 
questions of consistency of advice, with the aim of ensuring sub-group advice is 
consistent with AG advice.  Where any differences in expert opinion and evidence 
cannot be resolved, these will be highlighted (with explanation) to Ministers.   

 C-19 AG to provide a short comment / endorsement of sub-group advice before it 
is shared with Ministers.   
 

We recognise that the relationship between the C-19 AG and the new groups being 
established may shift over time, as the priority advice moves from being crucially about the 
epidemiology and control of the virus, towards greater importance being placed on economic 
evidence, social science, and sectoral expertise on specific issues.  We will keep this 
relationship under review, and if it becomes clear that any changes to the above relationship 
are required, will discuss these with you.   
  
It is worth noting that further resource will need to be made available at official level to 
ensure continued delivery of high quality, joined-up scientific advice, particularly as the 
volume and scope of that advice expands to support implementation of the Routemap.    
 
Glad to discuss further if that would be helpful,  
Paul.  
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Document 9 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot On Behalf Of Johnston P (Paul) 
Sent: 19 June 2020 10:05 
To: redacted@strath.ac.uk 
Cc: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: Invitation to Science Advisory Sub-Group  
 
Dear [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
This morning, you asked for further advice on the position on physical distancing in schools, 
and a forward look on decision-making around that. 
 
As you know, current SG advice is for 2 metre social distancing across society.  The FM 
confirmed this in the Chamber yesterday, adding “We know that—although there are no 
absolutes and we should not see this in isolation—the shorter the distance, the greater the 
risk of transmission, so I will not change that guidance without rigorous consideration and 
appropriate assurance.” 
 
In recent days, we’ve seen the position on physical distancing move elsewhere, either within 
schools or across society.  The Northern Ireland Executive yesterday announced physical 
distancing of 1 metre in schools, with staff adhering to the 2 metre rule.  The NI Education 
Minister, Peter Weir, stated that this is "safe and appropriate" for children and young people 
at school and will allow "full classes to attend" school in Northern Ireland.  
 
There are different approaches evolving elsewhere in the world, for example:  

 In the Netherlands there is no physical distancing in primary schools, with 1.5m 
physical distancing in secondary schools.  This has been the position since 8 June. 

 In France, the physical distancing in schools was reduced to 1m on 15 June.   
 Jersey announced on 17 June that primary school children will not have to physically 

distance, but older years will have to keep 1m apart.   
 Belgian primary schools have opened on 2 June with maximum class sizes of 20, 

and with distancing between children and teachers, but not between children.  
 

As we understand it, the science behind physical distancing rules has changed very little, if 
at all.  The question is partly about the prevalence of the infection, the role of children in 
transmission (on which the science is still unclear), and ultimately one of appetite for risk.   
 
As you know, the FM has commissioned the C-19 Advisory Group to provide advice on 
physical distancing.  The commission covered six questions (below), with the last two 
relevant to education and children.  The C-19 AG is currently considering this commission 
and will have a substantive discussion of it at their meeting on Thursday 25 June.   

1. What is the current evidence for applying a 2 metre physical distancing measure? 
2. What are the risks/benefits of reducing this to 1.5m or 1m? 
3. What circumstances may lead to advice to reduce this recommendation? (eg level of 

infection falling to a certain level?), locations (eg those with lower transmission 
risk?)  and 

4. With what mitigations could a recommendation to reduce the measure for physical 
distancing from 2m be balanced (eg face coverings, advice to public allowing them to 
make informed decisions)? 

5. Should different recommendations for distancing be made to people with different 
personal characteristics (eg age, ethnicity, underlying illness) or activities with different 
durations (eg a whole school/working day compared to an hour in childcare)? 
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6. Are there any particular issues to consider in relation to schools and physical 
distancing? And is there evidence from other countries that could support alternative 
approaches? 

 
On 18 June, the FM agreed to a submission proposing to set up a sub-group of the C-19 
AG, focussing on education and children’s issues.  Invitations were sent to proposed sub-
group members and have met with an immediate and enthusiastic response.  It is proposed 
to have a first meeting of the sub-group likely on 22 or 23 June, which will include a 
discussion of the FM’s commission.  Sub-group members will be invited to make 
contributions to an online discussion.  Both the real and online discussions will be 
summarised by the sub-group Chair, Prof Carol Tannahill, at the meeting of the main C-19 
AG on 25 June, enabling views from the sub-group to feed into advice to the FM for 26 June.  
 
Following a Ministerial decision on physical distancing, the sub-group will continue its 
support for consideration of how to operationalise this in school and early learning settings.  
It will support development of detailed guidance by Learning Directorate and Early Learning 
and Childcare Directorate by [when] in order to inform Local Authority implementation.   
 
The sub-group will support the main C-19 AG in its consideration of question 6 of the First 
Minister’s Commission.  To this end, it will consider six further questions:  
 
Are there any particular issues to consider in relation to schools and physical 
distancing?  
 

1) Given the latest evidence/ health analytics about the suppression of the virus and 
children’s role in transmission, what implications does this have for our approach to 
physical distancing in schools?  
 

2) Given the latest evidence/ health analytics about the suppression of the virus and 
children’s role in transmission, what implications does this have for our approach to 
physical distancing in early learning and childcare provision?  

 
3) Are there any new special considerations for different age groups of children?  And 

what, if any, protections might be considered for particular categories of children 
considered to be at greatest risk of severe cases of the virus?      

 
4) What role might mitigations (such a face masks) or other enhanced hygiene 

measures play in consideration of physical distancing?   
 

5) What further advice could be given to avoid teacher to teacher transmission in 
schools (such as avoiding congregating in staffrooms, sharing tea/coffee facilities 
etc)?   

 
Is there evidence from other countries that could support alternative approaches? 
 

6) To what extent would the evidence support a move to a 1m distance or no distance 
between children with continued 2m distance between adults, and 2m distance adult 
to child, given the educational benefits of the increased amount of time in school that 
this would enable?  What can we learn from other countries who are implementing 
this approach (eg Northern Ireland, Netherlands, Jersey, France, Belgium)?  

 
7) What monitoring should we consider implementing if there were to be a change in 

our physical distancing guidance?  
 



40 
 

We would be grateful for your views on these questions to be asked of the sub-group.  We 
would anticipate sending them to sub-group members on Sunday morning.  
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Document 10 
 
 
From: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 11:50 
To: redacted@gov.scot  redacted@strath.ac.uk; Gorman G (Gayle) 
<Gayle.Gorman@educationscotland.gov.scot>; Chief Scientific Adviser for Scotland 
<ChiefScientificAdviser@gov.scot>; redacted@nhs.net; redacted@ed.ac.uk 
Cc: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; Phillips 
redacted@gov.scot   
Subject: Covid-19 Advisory Sub-Group on Education & Children’s Issues - first meeting 
 
Note sent on behalf of Professor Carol Tannahill, Chief Social Policy Adviser 
 
Dear all, 
 
Thank you so much for your swift responses to the invitation to join the Covid-19 Advisory 
Sub-Group on Education and Children’s Issues.  I’m very grateful indeed to you for your 
willingness to participate.  We have important and urgent work to do, and I know how much it 
will benefit from the depth and range of expertise you will bring to the group, individually and 
collectively.   
 
Thank you too for sharing your availability for the first meeting.  We are now pleased to 
confirm that the first meeting of the sub-group will be held on Tuesday 23 June between 
3.00 and 4.30pm. We will meet virtually, ideally on Zoom.  Could you please let us know as 
soon as possible if that will cause you any difficulty? 
 
A draft agenda for the meeting is attached.  You’ll see that the substantive item concerns 
consideration of a commission from the First Minister around social distancing in 
schools.  The FM has asked the sub-group to consider seven questions, as follows:  
 

1. Given the latest evidence/ health analytics about the suppression of the virus and 
children’s role in transmission, what implications does this have for our approach to 
physical distancing in schools?  

2. Given the latest evidence/ health analytics about the suppression of the virus and 
children’s role in transmission, what implications does this have for our approach to 
physical distancing in early learning and childcare provision?  

3. Are there any new special considerations for different age groups of children?  And 
what, if any, protections might be considered for particular categories of children 
considered to be at greatest risk of severe cases of the virus?      

4. What role might mitigations (such a face masks) or other enhanced hygiene 
measures play in consideration of physical distancing?   

5. What further advice could be given to avoid teacher to teacher transmission in 
schools (such as avoiding congregating in staffrooms, sharing tea/coffee facilities 
etc)?   

6. To what extent would the evidence support a move to a 1m distance or no distance 
between children with continued 2m distance between adults, and 2m distance adult 
to child, given the educational benefits of the increased amount of time in school that 
this would enable?  What can we learn from other countries who are implementing 
this approach (eg Northern Ireland, Netherlands, Jersey, France, Belgium)?  

7. What monitoring should we consider implementing if there were to be a change in 
our physical distancing guidance?  
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Also attached is an evidence pack to support consideration of these questions – please get 
in touch if you have any problem accessing any of the documents.  These documents will 
also be shared on the sub-group’s “Slack” space.  Please feel free to access that space at 
the link below and to begin a conversation there about the evidence provided, or any further 
evidence you feel is relevant, ahead of our first meeting.  
 
[Redacted: s.30(b)(ii)] 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
   
I very much look forward to seeing as many of you as can make the meeting on Tuesday, 
and to working with you all over the coming weeks. 
 
With thanks again and best wishes, 
 
Carol Tannahill 
 
Prof Carol Tannahill | Chief Social Policy Adviser | Scottish Government 
 
 
 
COVID-19 Advisory Sub-Group on Education & Children’s Issues 
 
Meeting #1, 23 June 2020 – EVIDENCE PACK 
 
 
 
This evidence pack is to support consideration of item 5 on our agenda, the commission on 
the 2m physical distancing rule.  The sub-group are asked to consider six questions, set out 
below.  Discussions at our meeting, and further discussions and evidence shared on 
SLACK, will be summarised into a contribution for the main COVID-19 Advisory Group 
meeting on Thursday 25 June.  Chair of the sub-group, Professor Carol Tannahill, who is 
also a member of the COVID-19 Advisory Group, will speak to this summary.  It will help 
inform final advice for the First Minister on Friday 26 June.   
 
It is worth reminding all members that by accepting membership of the group, they have 
agreed to be bound by the confidentiality clause in the Terms of Reference.  Much of 
the information being shared here is confidential, particularly the unpublished advice from 
SAGE, SPI(M) & (B) and the Scottish Government’s COVID-19 Advisory Group.  Please 
treat it as such.      
 
For information, the Scottish Government’s Coronavirus (COVID-19): re-opening schools 
guidance, published on 28 May 2020, is available here.   
 
The seven questions asked of the sub-group are as follows:  
8) Given the latest evidence/ health analytics about the suppression of the virus and 

children’s role in transmission, what implications does this have for our approach to 
physical distancing in schools?  

9) Given the latest evidence/ health analytics about the suppression of the virus and 
children’s role in transmission, what implications does this have for our approach to 
physical distancing in early learning and childcare provision?  

10) Are there any new special considerations for different age groups of children?  And what, 
if any, protections might be considered for particular categories of children considered to 
be at greatest risk of severe cases of the virus?      
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11) What role might mitigations (such a face masks) or other enhanced hygiene measures 
play in consideration of physical distancing?   

12) What further advice could be given to avoid teacher to teacher transmission in schools 
(such as avoiding congregating in staffrooms, sharing tea/coffee facilities etc)?   

13) To what extent would the evidence support a move to a 1m distance or no distance 
between children with continued 2m distance between adults, and 2m distance adult to 
child, given the educational benefits of the increased amount of time in school that this 
would enable?  What can we learn from other countries who are implementing this 
approach (eg Northern Ireland, Netherlands, Jersey, France, Belgium)?  

14) What monitoring should we consider implementing if there were to be a change in our 
physical distancing guidance?  

 
 
 
To support consideration of those questions, this evidence pack includes:  

1. Published Government summaries of scientific evidence 
2. Published Scottish Government scientific papers 
3. UK Government scientific papers 
4. Formal advice from the COVID-19 Advisory Group 
5. Analysis of wider impacts and evidence 
6. International information  

 
1) Published Government summaries of scientific evidence 
 
Scottish Government’s Education Analytical Services have produced a summary of the 
scientific evidence which informed the discussion and decisions around reopening schools 
and early learning and childcare (ELC) settings in Scotland.  This was published on 26 May 
2020 and is available here.  It includes numerous links to externally published material, 
studies and sources.  The paper as published is at Annex A (page 4) for ease of reference. 
 
The Department for Education (DfE) in England also published a short summary on 15 May 
2020 following the PM’s announcement in May about reopening schools in England here. 
 
The Welsh Government’s Technical Advisory Cell also published a summary document on 3 
June 2020. This is available here. 
 
And, most recently, the Department of Education in Northern Ireland published on 19 June 
2020 a summary of the sources it has drawn on here. 
 
2) Published Scottish Government scientific papers 
 
The Scottish Government’s COVID-19 Advisory Group has published a number of evidence 
papers which it considered during April 2020 here.  These include a Rapid Review of 
Transmission of SARS COV-2 by children. 
 
The results of the statistical modelling of the pandemic conducted by the Scottish 
Government are available online here, most recently on 18 June 2020.  
 
3) UK Government scientific papers 
 
UK Government’s Scientific Advisory Group for Emergencies (SAGE) has released a 
number of papers relating to children and schools. Those that are published are available 
here and cover the period from February to May 2020. 
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Whilst a number of wider papers will be of relevance, the key published papers are likely to 
include: 
 All papers from Meeting 31 (1 May), including the Task And Finish Group’s paper on the 

role of children in transmission;  
 Meeting 30 (30 April) - Modelling and behavioural science responses to scenarios for 

relaxing school closures;  
 Meeting 29 (28 April) - Environmental influence on transmission of COVID-19, 28 April 

2020; 
 Meeting 26 (16 April) - SAGE Subgroup: The role of children in transmission; 
 SAGE 26: 16 April 2020; 
 Meeting 23 (7 April) - Review: What is the evidence for transmission of COVID-19 by 

children [or in schools]?;  
 SPI-M-O: Consensus view on the potential relaxing of social distancing measures, 4 May 

2020. 
 
There are also older papers in relation to the impact of school closures. 
 
SAGE minutes (presently up to and including 12 May) are available here 
 
4) Formal advice from the COVID-19 Advisory Group (unpublished) 
 
The Scottish Government’s COVID-19 Advisory Group has provided two pieces of formal, 
unpublished advice on children, schools and ELC.  They are copied here as Annex B (20 
May) on page 11 and Annex C (8 May) on page 18. 
 
5) Analysis of wider impacts and evidence 
 
The Scottish Government’s Initial Equalities Impact Assessment of the Strategic Framework 
for reopening schools and ELC was published on 21 May 2020 and is available here.  It 
includes discussion of the wider impacts of school closures and links to some evidence in 
that regard. 
 
6) International Information (unpublished) 
 
The DfE share with the Scottish Government a weekly update on the latest intelligence 
across a range of countries, based largely on FCO intelligence.  The executive summary of 
the most recent update (5 June 2020) is included here as Annex D on page 21, although 
note that some of the content does not relate to schools.  The full update can be made 
available on request (it runs to 70 pages).  
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Annex A 
  
[Redacted - Exemption s.25(1)] 
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/research-and-
analysis/2020/05/coronavirus-covid-19-schools-early-learning-and-childcare-settings---
scientific-evidence/documents/coronavirus-covid-19-scientific-evidence-on-schools-early-
learning-and-childcare-settings-26-may-2020/coronavirus-covid-19-scientific-evidence-on-
schools-early-learning-and-childcare-settings-26-may-
2020/govscot%3Adocument/Scientific%2BEvidence%2BSchools%2Band%2BELC.pdf 
 
ANNEX B 
 
[Redacted: s.30(b)(i)] 
 
ANNEX C 
 
[Redacted: s.30(b)(i)] 
 

ANNEX D 
 [Redacted: s.28.1] 
 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
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Document 11 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot On Behalf Of Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for 
Education and Skills 
Sent: 19 June 2020 18:30 
To: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot> 
Cc: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>; Lloyd E 
(Elizabeth) <Elizabeth.Lloyd@gov.scot>; First Minister <firstminister@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; McIntosh M (Miranda) 
<Miranda.McIntosh@gov.scot>; Halliday R (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot>; Anson S 
(Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; Peskett 
K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; Colvin I (Iona) <Iona.Colvin@gov.scot>; 
Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
Paul, Graeme  
 
FM and DFM have been speaking around how to take forward work around the potential for 
returning schools to normal, as soon as possible (from 11 Aug), and what is required to bring 
the issue of schools opening into the three week review space around other covid 
regulations. 

 
This is not instead of the work underway to support delivery of ambitious blended learning 
models, but a separate stream alongside it.   Both are alive to the fact that blended models 
may be needed at any point should covid flare up again. 

 
You will be aware of the commission to the CMO advisory group, which aims to report by the 
26th June, on the issue of physical distancing including in schools  

 
What FM and DFM wish to see is: 

 
- What evidence is relevant for assessing the position of schools at the review points (9th 

July, 30th July etc) 
- -     What physical adjustments would be required in schools if there was to be essentially a 

return to 100% - eg expanding handwashing facilities, changing eating arrangements etc 
- What additional mitigations would be required in and around schools – eg a testing 

regime for teachers, temperature checks etc  
- If / How we make available information on local levels of Covid to build parent 

confidence (the surveillance dashboard work under way under Richard Foggo and 
Roger Halliday may provide this) 

- What would be required to get teachers back 
 
FM is also keen on summer school options which I know has already been commissioned, 
and weekend/evening tutoring opportunities in the coming schools year whether with 
teachers, university students etc. 
 
FM and DFM would like to see this as soon as possible but, given the volume and 
range of work you currently have to contend with, perhaps you could advise when 
this could practically come back to us? 
 
Thank you very much in advance.  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  



47 
 

Document 12 
 
From: Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 19 June 2020 19:59 
To: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Drought A 
(Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; DG Education, Communities & Justice 
<DGECJ@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Peskett K 
(Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; Chief Scientific Adviser for Scotland 
<ChiefScientificAdviser@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] , 
 
Apologies for the delay. 
 
I’ve found some detail on the NI government website. On the policy position, they make 
reference to four key steps towards physical distancing: 
 
 Increased Separation – the default position is that adults should stay 2m apart in line 

with PHA guidelines but children and young people should aim to maintain 1m where a 
protective bubble strategy is in place. 

 Decreased Interaction – where social distancing cannot be applied, children should be 
kept in a small group (‘Protective Bubble’) to decrease interaction up to and including 
year 10.  

 While travel in corridors is viewed as low risk, schools should encourage a ‘one way’ 
system to maintain distancing.  

 Parents and carers should be discouraged from congregating at school gates perhaps 
with staggered start and end times. 

 
As we did, they have also published an summary of the available evidence. This largely 
points to papers by released by SAGE between mid-March and the start of May. They also 
draw attention to work undertaken by the Health Information Quality Authority for the Irish 
Government, as well as research by Queen’s University Belfast on the effectiveness of soap.  
 
They reference the position of the UKG positon as being that: 
 
 there is high scientific confidence that children of all ages have less severe symptoms 

than adults if they contract coronavirus and there is moderately high scientific confidence 
that younger children are less likely to become unwell if infected with coronavirus; 

 limiting the numbers of children going back to school and college initially then gradually 
increasing numbers, guided by scientific advice, reduces risk of increasing the rate of 
transmission; and 

 schools and other settings can make changes to how they are organised and put 
measures in place to reduce risks 

 
Based on that – and I’d want us to do more work on this before confirming this conclusion - it 
looks to me like they have drawn from the same science but applied a different level of risk 
appetite to it. We can obviously feed this in via the new CMO AG sub-group on children and 
education next week. 
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Hope this helps in the meantime, 
 
Sam  
 
Sam Anson | Improvement, Attainment and Wellbeing Division| Learning Directorate |  
 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot On Behalf Of Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for 
Education and Skills 
Sent: 19 June 2020 19:28 
To: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education 
and Skills <DFMCSE@gov.scot>; Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Drought A 
(Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG 
Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; Chief 
Scientific Adviser for Scotland <ChiefScientificAdviser@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
Hi folks 
 
Can I have an update on where we are with this please? Apologies if I have missed 
something – the email traffic today has been quite something!  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
From: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>  
Sent: 19 June 2020 09:53 
To: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Deputy First Minister and Cabinet 
Secretary for Education and Skills <DFMCSE@gov.scot>; Wilson M (Mick) 
<Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; 
redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG 
Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; Chief 
Scientific Adviser for Scotland <ChiefScientificAdviser@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
I’m copying in Carol Tannahill as Chair of the Education Advisory Group, and Katherine 
Peskett as lead official for the Group.   Also copying Sheila, CSA.   Grateful if they can all be 
kept in the loop.  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] – I have you have any further intelligence on the decision given your 
science networks it would be very helpful if you could confirm. 
 
Thanks 
 
Paul 
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From: Logan G (Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot> On Behalf Of Director of Learning 
Sent: 19 June 2020 09:12 
To: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) 
<Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG 
Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Northern Ireland - Schools Return 
 
Colleagues 
 
Mick is off today but I understand that he has a contact in NI who we can get in touch with to 
understand the scientific advice that has informed their 1m decision (the NI administration 
has not published this from what I can see).  I’ve asked Mick for the contact details and I 
would be grateful if Gary can prepare this note for DFM with support from Noreen (and 
cleared by Sam) as a matter of urgency. 
 
Thanks 
Graeme.  
 
From: redacted@gov.scot On Behalf Of Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for 
Education and Skills 
Sent: 19 June 2020 09:04 
To: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Wilson M (Mick) 
<Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot> 
Cc: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; SG Corona Virus Learning and Children 
<SGCoronavirusLearningandChildren@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG 
Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>Subject: URGENT: Northern Ireland 
- Schools Return 
Importance: High 
 
Good morning  
 
The DFM has requested an urgent note on the science that lies behind the Northern Ireland 
decisions on schools returning which is very much at odds with our advice.  
 
DFM is looking for this information as soon as possible today.  I’d be grateful for confirmation 
that this request is being taken forward.  
 
Kind Regards 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]   
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Document 13 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot On Behalf Of Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for 
Education and Skills 
Sent: 19 June 2020 18:30 
To: DG Education, Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot> 
Cc: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot>; McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>; Lloyd E 
(Elizabeth) <Elizabeth.Lloyd@gov.scot>; First Minister <firstminister@gov.scot>; Munro D 
(Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot>; McIntosh M (Miranda) 
<Miranda.McIntosh@gov.scot>; Halliday R (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot>; Anson S 
(Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; Peskett 
K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; Colvin I (Iona) <Iona.Colvin@gov.scot>; 
Cumming A (Alison) <Alison.Cumming@gov.scot redacted@gov.scot  
Subject: FM and DFM Commission on Schools - Urgent  
 
Paul, Graeme  
 
FM and DFM have been speaking around how to take forward work around the potential for 
returning schools to normal, as soon as possible (from 11 Aug), and what is required to bring 
the issue of schools opening into the three week review space around other covid 
regulations. 

 
This is not instead of the work underway to support delivery of ambitious blended learning 
models, but a separate stream alongside it.   Both are alive to the fact that blended models 
may be needed at any point should covid flare up again. 

 
You will be aware of the commission to the CMO advisory group, which aims to report by the 
26th June, on the issue of physical distancing including in schools  

 
What FM and DFM wish to see is: 

 
- What evidence is relevant for assessing the position of schools at the review points (9th 

July, 30th July etc) 
- -     What physical adjustments would be required in schools if there was to be essentially a 

return to 100% - eg expanding handwashing facilities, changing eating arrangements etc 
- What additional mitigations would be required in and around schools – eg a testing 

regime for teachers, temperature checks etc  
- If / How we make available information on local levels of Covid to build parent confidence 

(the surveillance dashboard work under way under Richard Foggo and Roger Halliday 
may provide this) 

- What would be required to get teachers back 
 
FM is also keen on summer school options which I know has already been commissioned, 
and weekend/evening tutoring opportunities in the coming schools year whether with 
teachers, university students etc. 
 
FM and DFM would like to see this as soon as possible but, given the volume and 
range of work you currently have to contend with, perhaps you could advise when 
this could practically come back to us? 
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Thank you very much in advance.  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
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Document 14 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
From: Foggo R (Richard) On Behalf Of Covid-19 Director 
Sent: 23 June 2020 12:40 
To: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills 
<DFMCSE@gov.scot> 
Cc: First Minister <firstminister@gov.scot>; Cabinet Secretary for Health and Sport 
<CabSecHS@gov.scot>; Minister for Public Health, Sport and Wellbeing 
<MinisterPHSW@gov.scot>; Minister for Mental Health <MinisterMH@gov.scot>; Minister 
for Further Education, Higher Education and Science <MinisterFEHES@gov.scot>; Minister 
for Children and Young People <MinisterCYP@gov.scot>; Lloyd E (Elizabeth) 
<Elizabeth.Lloyd@gov.scot>; McAllister C (Colin) <Colin.McAllister@gov.scot>; Hutchison D 
(David) <David.Hutchison@gov.scot>; Permanent Secretary 
<PermanentSecretary@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Director 
of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Mitchell E (Elinor) <Elinor.Mitchell@gov.scot>; 
DG Health & Social Care <DGHSC@gov.scot>; Connaghan J (John) (Health) 
<John.Connaghan2@gov.scot>; Chief Medical Officer <CMO@gov.scot>; DCMO Health 
COVID19 <DCMOHealth.COVID19@gov.scot>; Bain MB (Marion) 
<Marion.Bain@gov.scot>; McQueen F (Fiona) <Fiona.McQueen@gov.scot>; Leitch J 
(Jason) <Jason.Leitch@gov.scot>; Sadler E (Elizabeth) <Elizabeth.Sadler@gov.scot>; 
Communications Covid-19 <CommunicationsCovid-19@gov.scot>; Power S (Sinead) 
<Sinead.Power@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) <Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; DG Education, 
Communities & Justice <DGECJ@gov.scot>; Rogers S (Shirley) 
<Shirley.Rogers@gov.scot>; Kleinberg D (Daniel) <Daniel.Kleinberg@gov.scot>; Sheppard 
L (Lesley) (Covid-19) <Lesley.Sheppard@gov.scot>; Chief Scientific Adviser for Scotland 
<ChiefScientificAdviser@gov.scot>; Drought A (Andrew) <Andrew.Drought@gov.scot>; 
Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Peskett K (Katherine) 
<Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; CERG <CERG@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: IMMEDIATE - STATEMENT OF SUPPORT FROM DIRECTORS OF PUBLIC 
HEALTH AND PUBLIC HEALTH SCOTLAND 
Importance: High 
 
DFM – as mentioned on the Communities and Public Services Ministerial Group yesterday I 
now attach a joint statement from Directors of Public Health and Public Health Scotland 
along with an SBAR setting out some potential practical steps.  The primary purpose of the 
statement is to offer their support to your actions in seeking to return children to school.  This 
includes their readiness to provide the public health infrastructure locally to support 
headteachers and education authorities in their planning and delivery.  The statement does 
not anticipate a change in position on the public health advice on physical distancing etc but 
the DsPH are ready to respond if that advice changes in the days ahead.  There are also 
some hopefully useful suggestions for engagement with youth work and other sectors. 
 
Briefing to cover this for your statement this afternoon will be provided separately. 
 
Richard  
 
Richard Foggo |Director, Covid Public Health|The Scottish Government|twitter: 
@RichardFoggo|pronouns: he/him 
 
[Redacted - Exemption s.25(1)] 
 https://www.scotphn.net/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/2020_06_24-Joint-Statement-of-the-
reopening-of-schools-PHSDsPH.pdf 
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Document 15 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 26 June 2020 09:28 
To: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>; Halliday R (Roger) 
<Roger.Halliday@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: query 
 
Morning Audrey, 
 
I’ve attached latest draft with the following points added in from the link you sent: 
 
Viral load, severity of symptoms and transmission[1]  
 
 One study has suggested that viral loads in severe cases have been shown to be up to 

60 times higher than in mild cases. Other studies have suggested similar viral loads in 
asymptomatic versus symptomatic cases. Research suggests that the viral load peaks at 
around the time of symptom onset. 
 

 Data from Germany show that in symptomatic children, initial viral loads at diagnosis are 
comparable to those in adults, and that symptomatic children of all ages shed infectious 
virus in early acute illness (a non-peer-reviewed study suggests that there is no 
significant difference between viral loads in persons 1-20 years of age in comparison to 
adults 21-100 years of age). 
 

 Transmission from asymptomatic carriers has been reported, but the risk of transmission 
from pre-symptomatic or symptomatic patients is considered to be higher. Pre-
symptomatic transmission (i.e. when the infector develops symptoms after transmitting 
the virus to another person) has been reported. Modelling has suggested that, in the 
presence of control measures, pre-symptomatic transmission contributed to 48% and 
62% of transmissions in Singapore and China, respectively. 

 
Let me know if you’d like any further tweaks. 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 26 June 2020 09:28 
To: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>; Halliday R (Roger) 
<Roger.Halliday@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: query 
 
Hi [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
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Sorry, I wasn’t very clear in my previous email. For superspreaders and clusters please add 
to [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] paper. 
 
I appreciate that this week has been very busy. I suggest you focus on 2 issues: 
 

 Updating [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] paper and producing the table I suggested to go 
into the slide pack – superspreaders and clusters. 

 Children’s transmission 
 
You can come back to [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] paper later on. 
 
It’s almost impossible to predict what else might arise but the two topics above are the key 
ones for offering advice. I will be mindful of asking the team to do other ad hoc work. 
 
We can also have a conversation tomorrow on updating the slide packs to see if there are 
aspects we can drop or delay. Put a call in my diary 
 
Audrey MacDougall 
Scottish Government Chief Social Researcher 
Joint Head of COVID Modelling and Analysis Hub 
 
 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 25 June 2020 09:28 
To: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>; Halliday R (Roger) 
<Roger.Halliday@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: query 
 
Hi [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
We’ll do our best.  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] perhaps tomorrow you can focus on the table  Audrey outlines in her 
other email – key high risk settings and examples from around the world? Can you also 
liaise with DEXA to ask their network to flag in their updates on Monday?  
 
Audrey just wanted to confirm you’d clocked the document[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] ]pulled 
together earlier in the week – see attached email sent to your ‘head of covid’ mailbox. We 
can include the table [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] can work on in this and in the international slide 
pack next week. 
 
And I’ll add to the children’s transmission paper too, as you suggest. I’m also trying to find 
time to update [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] transmission paper, as you requested earlier in the 
week. I haven’t got to that yet but will do that first thing tomorrow. 
 
I think we’ve found this week particularly busy with [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] off (and he’s our 
transmission expert!) and the requests for topic-specific papers. I know we discussed this 
was the direction you’d like the team to head but we currently don’t have the resource in 
place to do this robustly. Just wanted to flag that it’s felt particularly stretched this week, 
which makes us concerned that we’ll miss things or not represent info as accurately as 
possible. 
 



55 
 

From: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot> 
Sent: 25 June 2020 09:28 
To: Halliday R (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: query 
 
https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/covid-19/latest-evidence/transmission 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
Can you add in content from the above paper to this children’s paper please. Overall it 
doesn’t change the general message of children infecting adults but it is interesting on viral 
load n very sick children. 
 
The section on crowded and confined spaces can add into the work on superspreading and 
clusters. 
 
To be clear – what we need for next week is the children’s paper updated and the 
international review of resurgences I outlined in my previous email feeding to a summary on 
super spreading and clusters which also contains relevant scientific advice. 
 
Audrey 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 25 June 2020 09:28 
To: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>; Halliday R (Roger) 
<Roger.Halliday@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: query 
 
Hi [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
I’ve added in: 
 Public Health England[1] collate data each week from various Covid-19 surveillance 

systems. There was a small increase in the total number of suspected or confirmed 
acute respiratory infection outbreaks between 15 June and 21 June 2020[2], with little 
change in the number of outbreaks in care homes, hospitals or ‘other settings’ but an 
increase in the number of suspected or confirmed school outbreaks (23 of 44 outbreaks 
in schools tested positive for SARS-CoV-2). Acute respiratory outbreaks have increased 
in schools over the past two weeks coinciding with wider school reopening since week 
but also an expansion of testing and contact tracing.  

 
Latest version attached. I’ll also save in erdm. 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
 

                                            
[1] https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national‐covid‐19‐surveillance‐reports 
[2]https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/895356/Weekly_COVID19_Surveill
ance_Report_w26.pdf 
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From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 25 June 2020 09:04 
To: Halliday R (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot>; MacDougall A (Audrey) 
<Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: query 
 
Thanks Roger – that makes sense. Sorry about that.  
 
Audrey and I will have a think about your query about children. Is the request for the latest 
information on children’s role in transmission? And whether anything is known about whether 
older children are thought to have a greater role?  
 
My understanding at the moment is that this is one of the big unknowns in terms of scientific 
studies. However, a children’s sub-group of SAGE was due to happen last week but was 
cancelled, so I can check with secretariat regarding any updates they may have related to 
this. And we’ll check our erdm folder and the published SAGE reports. Any deadline for this, 
so we can prioritise? 
 
Thanks 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
 
Children and transmissibility of Covid-19 – Rapid paper on some recent evidence (26th 
June 2020) 
 
[Redacted: s.28.1] 
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Document 16 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 19 June 2020 14:30 
To: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; MacDougall A (Audrey) 
<Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>; Kleinberg D (Daniel) <Daniel.Kleinberg@gov.scot>; 
redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot  
Subject: RE: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
HI Katherine and Audrey, 
 
 [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  paper on transmission in my previous email is about as up to date 
as we have and has references at the end. 
 
I’ve copied in [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  and [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  so they can reply to you 
directly summarising what we know about other countries and their interpretation of the 2m 
rule in schools. Can you send something to [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  this afternoon please. 
 
Audrey   
 
 
From: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>  
Sent: 19 June 2020 14:17 
To: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>; O'Connor N (Niamh) 
<Niamh.O'Connor@gov.scot>; Kleinberg D (Daniel) <Daniel.Kleinberg@gov.scot> 
Cc: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot  
Subject: RE: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
Hi Audrey,  
 
That’s really helpful both, thank you, will emphasise the confidentiality clause.  I’ll be 
compiling the evidence pack for the sub-group tonight / tomorrow (as we’re now looking to 
an early meeting on Mon, Tues or Weds next week).  
 
By any chance, rather than me reaching out to each of [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] might you be 
able to ask them to send me the latest papers the group should be aware of, with a one 
sentence introduction to what each one is / where it’s come from / how it fits in?  That’d be 
fabulous, if so.  
 
Thanks so much,  
 
Katherine.  
 
Katherine Peskett 
Communities and Public Services Hub 
 
 
 
 
From: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>  
Sent: 19 June 2020 11:56 
To: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; Kleinberg D (Daniel) 
<Daniel.Kleinberg@gov.scot> redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot  
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Subject: RE: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
We should share subject to the confidentiality clause and emphasise that it is still draft.    
 
I attach a draft paper that [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] has produced which is a good overview of 
transmission. We’re still finalising this for circulation around the SG.  
 
If you want further advice on the 2m rule or on the wider library of papers on this topic please 
contact [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] 
 
If you want further information on the international scene, speak to [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] or 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] 
 
Audrey 
 
 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 18 June 2020 22:07 
To: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; MacDougall A (Audrey) 
<Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>; Kleinberg D (Daniel) <Daniel.Kleinberg@gov.scot> 
Cc: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
One of the key elements of the C19-AG agreement with SAGE is the ‘principle of reciprocity’ 
– that all papers between SAGE and its sub groups and C19-AG and its sub groups are 
routinely shared.  Confidentiality clause applies, as you say. In practice, this can be trickier 
given the frequency of meetings and volume of papers – Audrey’s library of adv gp papers 
should help here. 
 
All best 
 
 
 
 
From: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>  
Sent: 18 June 2020 21:58 
To: redacted@gov.scot MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot> 
Cc: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot> 
Subject: FW: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)], Audrey,  
 
Are you able to shed light on Mick’s question?  In order for the education sub-group to 
contribute meaningfully to the 2m review, we’d hope to share key SPI / SAGE 
material.  What’s your agreement with them on sharing unpublished material with the C19-
AG?  (Worth noting, we’ll be asking all members to sign a confidentiality clause copied from 
your TOR).   
 
Happy to chat tomorrow, if easier.  Many thanks,  
 
Katherine.  
 
Katherine Peskett 
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Communities and Public Services Hub 
 
 
 
From: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 18 June 2020 21:53 
To: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot> 
Cc: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
Katherine, Carol 
 
Based on previous discussions, it would be worth seeking advice on the formal position re 
sharing of unpublished SPI/SAGE material (re the group member, not DFM I should say). 
Presumably CMO AG has encountered this and has an approach. 
 
Cheers, 
 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
 
 
From: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>  
Sent: 18 June 2020 21:50 
To: Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>; Wilson M (Mick) 
<Mick.Wilson@gov.scot> 
Cc: Johnston P (Paul) <Paul.Johnston@gov.scot>; Director of Learning 
<DirectorofLearning@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
Carol,  
 
Many thanks for this – a fascinating read.  Speaking to Mick our instinct would be to wrap 
this up in the evidence pack for the sub-group’s first meeting, and to share the full papers for 
this meeting with DFM for information.   
 
Does that approach sound workable to you?  
 
Katherine. 
 
From: Tannahill C (Carol) <Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot>  
Sent: 18 June 2020 16:30 
To: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Peskett K (Katherine) 
<Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot> 
Cc: Logan G (Graeme) <Graeme.Logan@gov.scot>; Johnston P (Paul) 
<Paul.Johnston@gov.scot> 
Subject: FW: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
 
 
Mick, Katherine 
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Thanks again for the helpful discussion just now and for all the work you’re doing to support 
the establishment of this group.   
 
I mentioned the SPI-B statement on the 2m rule [Redacted - Exemption s.28.1] and Paul 
suggested that DFM should be aware of the recommendations, including that further 
consideration is required for the school setting.  Would you be able to include reference to 
that – and ideally also the N Ireland evidence base – when you provide the update on 
progress with the group? 
 
Thanks 
Carol 
              
Prof Carol Tannahill | Chief Social Policy Adviser | Scottish Government 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 18 June 2020 12:01 
To: Head of COVID Analysis <HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot> 
Cc: redacted@gov.scot Subject: RE: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
Hi all, 
 
 
Further to below I’m attaching the paper SPI-B have produced on changes to the 2m rule. 
[Redacted - Exemption s.30(b)(ii)] 
 
Thanks, 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 17 June 2020 10:52 
To: Head of COVID Analysis <HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot> 
Cc: redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: SPI-B update - 2 metre guidance 
 
Hi all, 
 
                                                                                                                                                                            
I attended SPI-B yesterday. The main focus of the call was on potential changes to the 2m 
distancing guidance, as SPI-B had been asked to prepare a paper for Cabinet Office on 
what behavioural considerations need to be made around this. 
 
The paper is still in draft at the moment, so we probably won’t update the international 
evidence slidepack until next week, [Redacted - Exemption s.30(b)(ii)] 
 
The paper will go into more detail, but I’m happy to chat more if you have any questions and 
we will put together a summary slide when the paper is ready.  
 
Thanks, 
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[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
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Document 17 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 19 June 2020 12:16 
To: redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Children's Task and Finish Group - Autumn Term School Planning 
 
+ 
Hi [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
In terms of the 2m rule… if you haven’t seen it already, I think you’ll find the attached draft 
paper useful. [Redacted – out of scope] 
 
A few relevant international articles… 

 I sent you the Danish case study references yesterday, as they seem to have a pretty 
steady number of cases since schools went back and have since relaxed social 
distancing – we’ll be keeping an eye on numbers to see if cases start rising there.  

 France look to be doing the same thing as Northern Ireland – moving to 1m: 
https://www.thelocal.fr/20200614/france-moves-to-fully-reopen-schools 

 Also noticed this from Jersey: https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-europe-jersey-
53080872 

 Ireland also looks to be moving towards a full return: 
https://www.rte.ie/news/analysis-and-comment/2020/0613/1147170-emma-okelly-
analysis/ 

 Belgium primary schools have opened with maximum class sizes of 20 and with 
distancing between kids and teachers but not between kids.   

 But other countries that have schools open at the moment are currently sticking with 
rota / blended learning / bubbles with social distancing (e.g. Czech Republic, 
Germany) 

 
 [Redacted – out of scope] 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 19 June 2020 12:16 
To: redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot> 
Subject: RE: Children's Task and Finish Group - Autumn Term School Planning 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
We’re now in the midst of pulling together evidence/reasons whether 2 metres or 1 metres 
should be “rule” for when schools return (given Northern Ireland announcing their 1 metre 
rule). 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 [Redacted – out of scope] 
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Document 18 
 
Transmission 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
Transmission of the virus through the population is due to the opportunities that the virus has 
to pass from person to person. The opportunities for transmission through the population are 
affected by: 
(1) the likelihood of it being passed from person to person when people come into contact, 
which is due to how the virus is physically transmitted (the properties of the virus, human 
biology, interactions with the environment, and exposure time); and  
(2) the number of contacts between people (due to behavioural or societal factors), which 
affects how widely it can potentially be spread through the population. 
 
These are not mutually exclusive and can interact. For example, certain situations that 
people place themselves may put them more at risk to certain transmission routes and 
increase their exposure time.  
 
An understanding of these factors for transmission helps to understand how to reduce 
transmission in the population through methods such as cleaning and hygiene measures, 
barriers, reducing interactions in environments that are particularly risky, or by reducing the 
number of person to person contacts.  
 
Much of the information in this paper is taken from two papers produced by the 
Environmental Modelling Group that is a sub-group of SAGE:  Environmental Influence on 
Transmission, and Transmission of SARS-CoV-2 and Mitigating Measures. This group is 
producing papers as more evidence emerges about the virus. 
 
 
2. Transmission 
 
A paper from SAGE states with high confidence that “transmission of SARS-CoV-2 is most 
strongly associated with close and prolonged contact in indoor environments. The highest 
risks of transmission are in crowded spaces over extended periods.”  
 
This section covers the known factors that affect the likelihood of the virus being passed 
from an infected person to another person when they come into contact . 
 
2a. Physical Transmission 
 
For one person to infect another, the virus has to be released from an infected person, 
transported, then enter the body of the other person via their eyes, nose, or mouth. Note that 
a certain number of virus particles is needed to establish an infection in a person, which is 
called the infectious dose. The infectious dose is currently unknown, 
 
A person may emit the virus into the air through coughing or talking, or even breathing. This 
will produce a range of sizes of water-based particles containing the virus, from larger 
droplets to smaller aerosols. These could directly pass the virus onto another person when 
airborne, such as entering the body through inhalation or contact with their eyes. Face to 
face interactions at a short distance are high risk as droplets expelled from the infected 
person are more likely to contact the eyes, nose, and mouth of the other person. 
 
The virus could also be passed on indirectly by contact with surfaces. Larger droplets can 
land on surfaces; or people may deposit the virus by touching parts of their body containing 
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the virus such as their nose, then touching a surface. The virus can then be passed to 
another person, if the person touches the contaminated surface then touches their eyes, 
nose, or mouth. 
 
The virus is thought to be transmitted mostly by contact with surfaces contaminated with 
viruses or by direct short range transmission at less than 2 metres through aerosol/droplets. 
Evidence is weak for transmission in poorly ventilated crowded environments through fine 
aerosols that persist longer in the air and can travel a further distance. 
 
2b. Exposure Time  
Exposure time is important in the transmission of the virus. The longer someone is exposed 
to a source of the virus the higher the chance they have of receiving a dose that can cause 
an infection in them. The risk of short range transmission through aerosol/droplets increases 
with time. For example a 6 second exposure at 1 metre is comparable to a 1 minute 
exposure at 2 metres. 
 
2c. Environment and virus survival 
 
The environment is a particularly important determinant of viral transmission. Transmission 
is much more likely to occur indoors compared to outdoors. For example, one study showed 
that the risk of transmission indoors is almost 19 times higher than outdoors.  
 
Outdoors, the virus is exposed to UV which reduces the survival time of the virus. Under 
high levels of UV, the virus only survives a matter of minutes. Also any virus present in the 
air outdoors is rapidly diluted and dispersed. The virus can survive for more than 24 hours in 
indoor environments and indoor environments are less well ventilated. 
 
The virus survives better under colder, drier conditions with survival times of hours to days. 
   
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
4. Measures to reduce transmission 
 
Measures to reduce transmission involve reducing direct interactions between people, 
reducing people’s interaction with environments containing the virus (indirect transmission 
between people), and removing the virus from the environment by hygiene and cleaning 
measures.  
 
4a Lockdown  
Staying at home stopped people directly passing the virus to others outside their household, 
as people were not directly interacting. It also reduced the number of times where people 
were in situations where the virus could be passed indirectly via surfaces, such as in 
workplaces.  
 
4b. Physical Distancing 
 
One of the simplest ways to reduce direct transmission is to put distance between people. In 
the case of droplet transmission, if a person is at a sufficient distance away, the droplets 
emitted from one person will travel a short distance and then fall to the floor before they 
contact with the eyes, nose, or mouth of another person.  
 
4bi. SAGE advice for a 2 metre physical distance  
Two SAGE papers, Environmental Influence on Transmission, and Transmission of SARS-
CoV-2 and Mitigating Measures give an overview of the reasons for a 2 metre physical 
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distance in most cases. The main points from these papers on this subject are copied or 
summarised below.  
 
 The highest risk for close-range transmission is when someone is face-to-face with an 

infectious person at a distance of 2 metres or less for a prolonged period. 
 

 The best current evidence suggests that people face to face at 1 metre distance is 
between 2 and 10 times the risk compared to a 2 metre distance. This is taken from a 
calculation in a single study.  

 
 The 2 metre rule is not an absolute figure as risk decreases with distance and 2 metres 

is a distance where risk is considered by many to be sufficiently low to be tolerated. For 
most circumstances the 2 metre rule is simple and is a good measure of the distance 
where the direct person-to-person transmission risk drops significantly although should 
be seen as a ballpark guide to distancing rather than an absolute value.  
 

 The public could be reassured that short duration closer contacts (e.g. passing a person 
in the street or in the supermarket) especially in outdoor environments are highly likely to 
be associated with a low exposure risk. 

 
 Coughing and sneezing is significantly higher risk than simply talking and hence those 

who have symptoms should make greater effort to maintain the 2 metre distance and 
contain coughs and sneezes appropriately. 

 
 Where people aren’t face to face, such as side by side, or back to back, then there is risk 

from aerosols and this is affected by the amount of ventilation. At 1 metre distance 
indoors, back to back or side to side, then there is similar risk to 2 metres face to face. 

 
 Where countries have a distance of less than 2 metres, then some kind of face covering 

is mandated. 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
4c. Face coverings and other barriers 
 
One way to stop the virus being passed directly from person to person is some kind of 
physical barrier between them. Face coverings are one sort of barrier. They can potentially 
reduce the number of particles containing the virus being emitted from an infected person, 
and how far they travel. They could also reduce the number of virus particles hitting the 
mouth and nose which are sites of infection, although the eyes are still unprotected. 
 
4d. Cleaning and Hygiene measures 
 
The virus can be passed indirectly, via contact with surfaces that have been contaminated 
by the virus. Surfaces may be contaminated by droplets emitted from people landing on the 
surface, either from talking, coughing or sneezing; transfer of body fluids from eyes, nose, or 
mouth; or perhaps further contact from another surface. As the virus can survive in the 
environment on these surfaces, they may be picked up by another person touching the 
surface then transporting it into their body through their eyes, nose, or mouth. The virus can 
be removed from surfaces by cleaning or hygiene measures.  
 
5. Further Reading 
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The Environmental Modelling Group that is a sub-group of SAGE have produced a set of 
papers covering aspects of transmission.  
 
Evidence of environmental dispersion of COVID-19 for different mechanisms, 14 April 2020 
 
Environmental influence on transmission of COVID-19, 28 April 2020 
 
Principles of understanding of transmission routes to inform risk assessment and mitigation 
strategies (updated), 14 May 2020 
 
Transmission and Control of SARS-CoV-2 on Public Transport, 18 May 2020 
 
Summary of disinfection technologies for microbial control, 18 May 
 
Transmission of SARS-CoV-2 and Mitigating Measures - update, 4 June 2020 
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Document 19 
 
[Redacted – Out of Scope] 
 
From: [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
Sent: 02 June 2020 10:58 
To: [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
Subject: FW: "Can I" questions  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
As discussed we said your team would look at R against different things like 
schools/Libraries. This is the meeting for this who could go each week? 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
From: Head of COVID Analysis <HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot>  
Sent: 01 June 2020 21:50 
To: redacted@gov.scot  
Cc: Head of COVID Analysis <HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot>  
 
Subject: FW: "Can I" questions  
 
Hi [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
Following our conversation yesterday about roles within the team on modelling options, see 
attached. Are you OK to arrange for someone to attend this weekly meeting that will be on 
Monday lunchtimes?  
 
Roger  
--------------------------------------  
Professor Roger Halliday 
 
 
From: Dornan B (Brian) <Brian.Dornan@gov.scot>  
Sent: 31 May 2020 13:02 
To: Head of COVID Analysis <HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot> 
Cc: Munro D (Dominic) <Dominic.Munro@gov.scot> 
Subject: "Can I" questions  
 
Roger, Audrey,  
 
Would you like to send someone to these (perhaps weekly) call at which we’ll address 
questions from the public on what can be done in each Phase?  Roger’s 
recent attached advice on marquees is relevant (attached within this invite).  Or should we 
send you any questions in advance?  What would work best for you? 
 
Thanks, 
 
Brian  
[Redacted - Out of Scope]  
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Document 20 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot  
Sent: 22 June 2020 13:28 
To: Halliday R (Roger) <Roger.Halliday@gov.scot> 
Cc: redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: FW: IMMEDIATE - school reopening - heat map and infectious numbers forecasts 
Importance: High 
 
Roger are you going back on the first question? [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] just about to fire 
back on the second one in the paper Mick sent.  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
 
From: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 09:06 
To: Head of COVID Analysis <HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot> 
Cc: Director of Learning <DirectorofLearning@gov.scot>; Anson S (Sam) 
<Sam.Anson@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: IMMEDIATE - school reopening - heat map and infectious numbers forecasts 
Importance: High 
 
Roger, Audrey 
 
We are drafting an urgent statement for FM/DFM on schools (essentially rowing back from 
the blended learning plan). 
 
I need to ask for two things: 
1) Can you set out for me the plans on the heat map, what it will include, and how it will 
work. We need to think quickly about how this might be used to help with decision making 
about schools (incl. possible localised closures and all that) 
 
2) Part of the rationale for changing the stance will be the changed situation now 
compared to when the Strategic Framework was agreed. Can you/yours provide numbers on 
what the starting number of cases and forecast number was when the initial modelling work 
was considered (i.e. that using the 8 May data which [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  provided to the 
Education recovery Group) and what we are now predicting for August (11th-ish). I don’t 
need any estimates of the impact of school reopening for this – just the underlying position 
and forecast in use at that time. 
 
With apologies, I’d be grateful for whatever you can do by noon today (FM wishes to see the 
proposal early afternoon).  
 
Unfortunately I’m unavoidably unavailable most of the morning, but [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
is around if you need to discuss any of this. 
 
Cheers, 
 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
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Document 21 
 
 
From: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 23 June 2020 11:37 
To: redacted@gov.scot  
Cc: Head of COVID Analysis <HeadofCOVIDAnalysis@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: International evidence - timing of school reopening 
Importance: High 
 
Hi [Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] – me again…. 
  
Previous international slides for the weekly modelling call have shown a plot of the timing of 
various relaxation measures incl. opening schools against case numbers in that country. 
 
DFM is making a statement today to which that would be relevant, and we’ve been asked to 
try and include some specific examples in FMQs, although we’ve said no so far as it’s not 
straightforward. The latest version of the slide pack has a different presentation (mapping 
routemap Phases instead of specific measures). Can you provide the previous versions (or 
possibly preferably table so the figures are easier to extract) for this? 
 
M 
 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
 
 



70 
 

Document 22 
 
 
[Redacted – Out of Scope]  
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 23 June 2020 14:55 
To: redacted@gov.scot  
Cc: redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: FW: Schools plots 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)] has taken four categories with dates (checked by [Redacted: 
s.38(1)(b)]) related to education from the route map and plotted the dates against the 
death/cases.  
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 23 June 2020 14:40 
To: redacted@gov.scot 
 
Subject: Schools plots 
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Document 23 
 
From: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 22:02 
To: redacted@gov.scot 
Subject: RE: Request 
 
I think then, from what you say, that the compliance assumption/variable must then be 
specific to children and how they observe any restrictions. The infectiousness variable is 
much more straightforward to grasp and see the consequence of. With relatively low 
infectiousness, compliance barely matters (obviously). 
 
Ok – great. Let’s see what the group does with this if we get into it. 
 
M 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
 
 
 
From: redacted@gov.scot 
Sent: 22 June 2020 21:53 
To: redacted@gov.scot  
Subject: RE: Request 
 
Evening Mick  
 
None of the models attempt at investigating wider societal response.  Paragraph 29 covers 
this  
 
This is an initial approximation only, and for the most part does not model the impact on 
other contacts beyond those in school (eg. adult contacts at school gate/travelling to school, 
indirect impacts on parents’ work contacts). The main exception is the Warwick model, which 
considers the impact on within household contacts. This may affect some scenarios more 
than others – for example: increasing attendance of younger children may allow more 
parents to return to work relative to increasing attendance of older children. 
 
The accompanying notes of the paper 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_da
ta/file/887247/Department_for_Education_explanatory_note_on_SAGE_modelling.pdf  
 Also have a pertinent caveat: First, the paper provides an initial approximation of the 
relative, direct impact of different scenarios. The modelling does not include the indirect 
impact on other contacts beyond those in school. Some of these may differ by age of child – 
for example, increasing attendance of younger children may allow more parents to return to 
work relative to increasing attendance of older children. 
 
Bristol/Exeter differences: 
 
[Redacted – Out of Scope]  
 
The analysis are undertaken by using historical survey data to establish contact matrices of 
people with Children in that (apart from the Warwick SEIR model – a simulation), as I gather 
they break contact matrices under the proposed scenarios . The big difference in survey 
used by the Bristol/Exeter team uses surveys directly from Children instead of parents 
collected in 2010. As described in paragraph 21 In contrast, the dedicated school survey 
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element of the Social Contact Survey considers self reported contacts by children – so a 
child may report five specific contacts, rather than the entire class (25-30). I have no idea 
why that translates in to the different outputs from each group, as the methodology details is 
lacking. Perhaps the insinuation is that 5 lengthy and frequent contacts by an infectious child 
leads to greater transmission to its peers, than 25-30 short and less often interactions.  
 
Para 21 also provides the explanation for possible difference in the outputs This may be due 
to changes over time …..POLYMOD was conducted in 2005-06, the Social Contact Survey 
in 2010 and the BBC Pandemic Study in 2017-18.  
 
 
[Redacted: s.38(1)(b)]  
 
From: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 19:30 
To: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot  
Subject: RE: Request 
 
Fair point. I’ll leave Mel/Nabeil to confirm that. 
 
Audrey 
 
From: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 19:20 
To: redacted@gov.scot  
Subject: RE: Request 
 
They have added: 
 
“I just wanted to understand the way they looked at associated changes, not just the impact 
of school return, thanks.” 
 
I agree up to a point Audrey – however one of the main limits to that paper is that the models 
do not account for wider impact beyond the classroom (either of pupils or of parents etc). But 
the Bristol/Exeter model seems like it does, but tbh I am not 100% sure if that is correct. 
 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
 
 
 
 
 
 
From: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 19:11 
To: redacted@gov.scot 
Cc: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot> 
Subject: FW: Request 
 
A query has come in in relation to the different models used in the schools paper. 
 
I would appreciate it if there was an opportunity tomorrow for a bit more explanation of the 
figures in the tables modelling the scenarios, in particular the Bristol / Exeter modelling, 
thanks 
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The paper itself has quite a lot of detail about the different modelling approaches but do we 
have any summaries anywhere that explains why different models produce different results? 
If not wait till Mick has receives some clarification on the question.# 
 
Mick – broadly speaking all models show the same results. It would not be great use of the 
groups time to pick apart the detail of the modelling.  
 
Audrey 
 
 
[Redacted – out of scope] 
 
 
 
From: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 18:57 
To: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot> 
Cc: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot Subject: 
RE: Request 
 
This one I think: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_da
ta/file/886994/s0257-sage-sub-group-modelling-behavioural-science-relaxing-school-
closures-sage30.pdf 
 
M 
 
Mick Wilson  
Deputy Director, Education Analysis  
 
From: MacDougall A (Audrey) <Audrey.MacDougall@gov.scot>  
Sent: 22 June 2020 18:54 
To: Wilson M (Mick) <Mick.Wilson@gov.scot>; Tannahill C (Carol) 
<Carol.Tannahill@gov.scot> 
Cc: Peskett K (Katherine) <Katherine.Peskett@gov.scot>; redacted@gov.scot Subject: 
RE: Request 
 
Can you send me the link to the relevant paper please. 
 
Audrey  
[Redacted – Out of Scope] 


