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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND COMMUNITIES COMMITTEE 

CALL FOR VIEWS ON THE NON-DOMESTIC RATES (SCOTLAND) BILL 

SUBMISSION FROM: HAYLEY HARRIS 

I oppose this Bill.  I disagree with The Barclay Review Section 10 which I think is biased 
and flawed in it’s financial conclusions.  I believe that all children and society will be worse 
off if the Bill is passed. 

I am a single parent of 3 children.  I pay for all 3 to go to two different fee-paying schools in 
Edinburgh.  I work full-time (10 sessions) as a GP. 

If this Bill goes through, I will be forced to send all 3 of my children to the local state school, 
which is an excellent school but already oversubscribed.  This will place additional pressure 
on the staff and pupils already at the school.  Importantly I can find no evidence that this 
has been costed into the financial summary from The Barclay Review.  I cannot see how an 
already struggling state school system will be able to cope with the inevitable influx of pupils 
from fee-paying schools, and cater for both high academic ability and otherwise, which are 
the founding principles of GIRFEC. 

As mentioned I work 10 sessions a week as a GP, 5 of these are in a deprived area of 
Edinburgh serving a local community where waits for appointments are already greater than 
2 weeks.  If I no longer can afford to send my children to their current schools, why would I 
continue to work as hard?  I would reduce the number of sessions I work.  This will clearly 
impact on vulnerable patients.  My other work is as a GP for the Lothian Unscheduled Care 
Service (LUCS).  This service is currently facing difficult times with GP recruitment and 
retention, leading to proposed cuts of service at St John’s Hospital week night cover as 
recently as May 2019.  Again, if I cannot afford to send my children to their current schools, 
I doubt I would sign up to do as many shifts for LUCS. 

These indirect effects have not been thought through by the Barclay Review and probably 
apply to many of the services that support Edinburgh – parents work extra hours in all sorts 
of employment to support their children at a fee-paying school.  Making this unaffordable for 
hard-working parents makes fee-paying schools even MORE exclusive, which is counter 
productive to the Barclay Review proposed outcomes for education. 
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A recent report discussed in the Scotsman in April 2019 outlined that state schools will be 
short of the equivalent of 47 secondary school classes by 2020/21 with the projected 7.5% 
rise in children needing placements.  This doesn’t take into account the inevitable influx of 
children from fee-paying schools created by implementing this Bill.  The Bill will bring the 
education system to the brink of financial failure, and not improve education for the greater 
population. 

 

Please strongly consider these consequences before you make a decision that will set back 
generations of children, both in state schools and beyond. 


