Proposed Tied Pubs (Code and Adjudicator)
(Scotland) Bill
Page 2: About you
Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation?
an individual

Which of the following best describes you? (If you are a professional or academic, but not in a subject
relevant to the consultation, please choose "Member of the public".)
Current or former pub tenants or workers

Please select the category which best describes your organisation
No Response

Please choose one of the following; if you choose the first option, please provide your name or the name
of your organisation as you wish it to be published.
I am content for this response to be attributed to me or my organisation

Please provide your name or the name of your organisation
Ruby Rosling-Sibley

Please provide a way in which we can contact you if there are queries regarding your response. Email is
preferred but you can also provide a postal address or phone number. We will not publish these details.

Q1. 1. Which of the following best expresses your view of establishing a statutory Scottish Pubs Code and
Scottish Pubs Code Adjudicator? Please explain the reasons for your response.
Fully supportive
Comments:
I think its entirely fair a landlord pays a fair price for whatever product they choose, specifically ones
requested by local customer.

Q2. 2. Could the aims of this proposal be better delivered in another way (without a Bill in the Scottish
Parliament)?
Unsure
Please explain the reasons for your response.
Don't know enough about the situation to propose an alternative.

Q3. 3. What do you think would be the main advantages, if any, of establishing a statutory Scottish Pubs
Code and Adjudicator?
It makes trading fair for landlords and therefore customers, and takes power away from big companies
and allows

Q4. 4. What do you think would be the main disadvantages, if any, of establishing a statutory Scottish
Pubs Code and Adjudicator?
It can be difficult to give a blanket cover wrong and right - what works for one pub may not for another,
can cause difficulties making rules or get too costly.

Q5. 5. Which of the following best expresses your view of establishing a Market Rent Only option for
tenants as part of a Scottish Pubs Code?
Partially supportive
Please explain the reasons for your response
I can see the benefits of a tied pub system, but the dangers of giving too much power to brewers is hugely
unfair.

Q6. 6. What do you think of the proposed contents of the Bill and the Code, and the scope of the
Adjudicator's powers, as detailed on pages 17-18 of the consultation document?
Agree wholeheartedly with what I know.

Q7. 7. Which of the following best expresses your view of the Scottish Pubs Code Adjudicator being able
to impose financial penalties for breaches of the Code?
Fully supportive
Please explain the reasons for your response.
Breaching code deserves a penalty, a fine would benefit the system.

Q8. 8. In terms of who the Scottish Pubs Code, and Market Rent Only option, should apply to, which of the
following best expresses your view? If you choose option (a) you will automatically be taken to question
10. If you choose (b) or (c) you will automatically be taken to question 9.
(a) The Scottish Pubs Code - including the Market Rent Only option - should apply to all tied pubs in
Scotland
Please explain the reasons for your response.
Not 100% certain but (a) seems most fair. Difficult to say what is a big or small pubco, and what if pubco
grows?

Q9. 9. How should larger pubcos be defined (e.g. by size of turnover, number of tied pubs owned in
Scotland (if so, how many, etc.))?
No Response

Page 17: Financial implications
Q10. 10. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the
proposed Bill to have on:
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cost
(a) the pub
companies which
own tied pubs
(Pubcos)

Some
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in cost

Significant
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(b) Tied-pub
tenants

X

(c) Tied-pub
customers
Please explain the reasons for your response
(a) losing money if the rent or price charged for product is unfair (b) Not contractually tied into prices, can
shop around for best deal. (c) If landlord makes saving, should pass that on to customers.

Q11. 11. How do you think the associated costs of the proposal (predominantly the establishment and ongoing running costs of a Scottish Pub Code Adjudicator) should be funded?
VAT on alcohol sales and from penalties enforced for failure to comply.

Page 19: Equalities

Q12. 12. What overall impact is the proposed Bill likely to have on equality, taking account of the following
protected characteristics (under the Equality Act 2010): age, disability, gender re-assignment, marriage
and civil partnership, pregnancy and maternity, race, religion and belief, sex, sexual orientation?
Slightly positive
Please explain the reasons for your response
If someone is being charged unfair rent or price per product for any reason like above, this will be
adjudicated by the bill.

Q13. 13. In what ways could any negative impact of the Bill on any of the protected characteristics be
minimised or avoided?
Sometimes it can feel like laws, rules etc, have become inhuman, there is no always right or always
wrong in most cases, needs real but unbiased people involved in decisions, consulting with real people.

Page 21: Sustainability of the Proposal
Q14. 14. Do you consider that the proposed Bill can be delivered sustainably, i.e. without having future
disproportionate economic, social and/or environmental impacts?
Yes
Please explain the reasons for your response
Can be funded by VAT. If the government suggests there isn't money, perhaps they could consider closing
in on tax evasion, reconsidering MP's pay or using money from Scotland's minimum alcohol pricing.

Page 22: General
Q15. 15. Do you have any other comments or suggestions on the proposal?
No Response

