
 

Convener
Local Government and Communities Committee     
Scottish Parliament 
Edinburgh 

 
Dear Convener,  

Travelling Funfair (Licensing ) Act Private Members Bill 

We are writing to express concerns of possible bias in the committee proceedings during the examination                

of the above Bill, through the Local Government Committee’s first and second stage of the parliamentary                

process.  Please consider this letter an official complaint, wherein we outline a number of areas of concern.  

Our chief concerns are as follows:  

1. The selection of Local Authority Witnesses 

Two of the witnesses selected made unsubstantiated claims and assumptions regarding the behaviour of              

Showmen. The following are points made by the representative from North Ayrshire and SOLAR:  

● Both stated that Showmen submit late paperwork (which we previously contested) due to the              

“itinerant“ nature of the business. This is clearly a cultural assumption, as they presented no               

evidence for their assertion, and because there is no justification for suggesting the behaviour of               

Showmen differs from the behaviour of ordinary members of the public. In addition, it appears that                

both witnesses are unaware that the vast majority of Showmen are permanently settled.  

● Both drew unfavourable comparisons between Showmen and other groups throughout their           

submission, clearly making a pointed reference to the ‘commercial needs’ of Showmen in contrast              

to the needs of local populations, in a manner that is not directed towards other occupational                

groups. This appears to imply Showmen are profiteering, as opposed to making a legitimate effort               

to change an unworkable regulation that destroys their cultural heritage and livelihood.  

These officials were called upon to provide objective and detailed information, yet chose to submit               

inaccurate and subjective claims. Since both witnesses submitted carbon copy submissions (North Ayrshire             

and SOLIS) we would ask for clarity as to why they were selected? Surely, if the Committee wished to hear                    

evidence from a diverse range of voices, then witnesses would be selected on the basis of their different                  

experiences and opinions, rather than corroboration.  

2. First Debate  

We are extremely concerned about the way in which Showpeople were portrayed during the debate. These                

examples, now documented in the public realm, demonstrate open hostility and prejudice towards             

Showpeople.  

● All of the officials provided personal accounts of their experience of individual Showmen in great               

detail during the debate. These statements were not evidenced in any report or data on licenses,                

and effectively transposed the reported negative behaviour of one Showman onto Showpeople as             

a community.  

● The use of stereotypes to describe the behaviour of an underrepresented group in the public arena                

is evidence of discrimination. This ‘echoing’ of discriminatory biases presents a real danger of              

becoming legitimised when unchallenged by those in authority. We suggest that this should have              



been challenged by the Chair. (The core issue was whether the local authorities could process the                

application in 21 days, not the time period in which Showmen submitted paperwork. It has always                

been accepted that without the correct paperwork, applications do not get processed. This would              

be the same for any other member of the public, on this the proposed bill and for any other license                    

applications as it stands. The proposed bill makes no mention of how long Showmen take to send                 

paperwork in.  Therefore this discussion was not relevant to the bill).  

● The question directed to Mr Colquhoun, “Why should the situation be different for showpeople              

than it is for other people who want to run events?’, clearly shows that Showmen are being                 

thought of en mass and not as individual operators. Moreover, we suggest this is another example                

of unfavourable comparisons that exaggerate the ‘otherness’ of Showpeople by singling them out             

and comparing them negatively to the wider population. As far as we are aware, no Local Authority                 

singled out mobile traders to suggest they were getting ‘special treatment’ when public health              

considerations were harmonised under the same licensing regulations. 

3. Second debate 

After the first debate, Dr Salvona challenged some of the evidence presented to the Committee by one of                  

the witnesses. We were disappointed to note the following:  

● We are seriously concerned about the response to Richard Lyle MSP such as “they do want special                 

treatment Richard, there is no argument about that”. Accusing groups of seeking ‘special             

treatment’ is a tactic frequently employed against minority groups to deny equal treatment. The              

fact that the term ‘special treatment’ was used to denigrate people who have clearly demonstrated               

they have been negatively impacted by the current legislation, speaks to the open hostility and bias                

present during this debate.  

● It was also suggested by the Chair there was no evidence of the decline of fairs. This appears to                   

question the testimony of Fair Scotland’s previous submissions, and we would strenuously            

challenge this assertion in the strongest way possible. Our submission clearly outlines the decline              

of fairs, and therefore we request sight of this evidence.  

● The suggestion that this bill was a response to a “missed opportunity” was not just needlessly                

adversarial and irrelevant, it was also inaccurate. The history of the inclusion of ‘funfair’ from the                

Civic Government Act (Scotland) Act 1982 (CGA) was detailed in the first committee debate. It has                

also been repeatedly evidenced by Richard Lyle in previous communications, debates, and briefings             

regarding this bill. We believe this line of questioning is an example of attempting to delegitimise                

serious policy irregularities. Referring back to Mr Colquhoun’s evidence, “It was never flagged up              

to the Scottish Showmen’s Guild until it became law”, the Scottish Showmen’s Guild (and indeed               

the central office of Great Britain) have repeatedly attempted to flag up their concerns over a                

licensing act that appears to have no limits on what it can impose on funfairs – and successive                  

Governments have ignored them. The submission of this Bill is not a frivolous pursuit, its outcome                

will have real consequences for an entire community. We suggest this line of questioning was               

contrary to the genuine aims of the bill.  

Despite comprehensive evidence from leading academic sources and government reports (as outlined            

in our initial submission), and including a detailed report commissioned by the EHRC, we do not find                 

that the Committee has fully considered the substantial discriminatory context which is foundational             

for this debate. 

We strongly argue that bias and prejudice have been evident throughout all stages of the Bill, and we                  

therefore do not feel that the Bill has received a fair hearing.  



We would expect to receive a response to the above-noted concerns, and we very much look forward                 

to hearing from you.  

Sincerely, 

Fair Scotland  

Written by Drs Andrea Salvona, Mitch Miller, and t s Beall 

 

Fair Scotland is a collective of academics, researchers and Showpeople with considerable experience in              

research and advocacy for Scottish Showpeople, and two of us speak as members born and raised in the                  

community. The project is dedicated to promoting the heritage and experiences of Scottish Showpeople              

while advocating for the continuation of contemporary fairground culture.  

Authors biographies included in original submission to this Committee. 

 


