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Community Empowerment (Scotland) Bill 
Further Comments From Helensburgh Community Woodland Group. 3/9/14 
 
This note has been initiated since the above Bill was put forward on the 11th June 
2014.  The Bill states that people can still ask for changes to the Bill whilst the 
Scottish Parliament is looking at it.  The following are comments of endorsement, 
alterations and suggested changes. 
 
Part 4 of the Bill- Community right to buy. 
 
We fully endorse and welcome the proposal to extend the right to buy to the whole of 
Scotland including the urban areas such as and including Helensburgh.  We also 
support the recognition that has been given to SCIOs as being suitable bodies to 
deliver and exercise this right. 
 
Specific Concern and suggested amendment: 
 
1. We are concerned that the definition of “community” and their subsequent 
involvement in a ballot could be prohibitive, time consuming, causing unnecessary 
delays and potentially precluding the community from being able to register their 
interest and ultimately buy the land. 
 
In urban areas “the community” served by any community body could easily be in 
excess of 10,000 people.  Yet, individual projects which a community body wishes to 
promote under the CRBL may concern only part of its area and a minority of those 
who live within it. It is unreasonable to have to ballot 10,000 people for projects that 
concern only 1,000. We suggest that it would be better if the community for balloting 
purposes could be  defined separately project by project.  For example it may be 
appropriate to use a single Council election ward for a specific area as the interested 
community, rather than the settlement as a whole.  Another example could be to 
include people who reside within half a mile of the area of interest.  A final one which 
is our preferred option, would be that of defining the community by people who will be 
affected or directly benefit from the facility. 
 
We therefore recommend that the Bill should amend Section 37(1) of the Land 
Reform (Scotland) Act to require any application to register a community interest in 
land to specify the particular community affected by that project, and that there 
should therefore be no automatic presumption that the community served more 
widely by that community body necessarily equates to the particular community that 
should be balloted for particular projects. Of course, any community body that 
misused this flexibility by seeking to ‘gerrymander’ the area to be balloted would run 
the risk that its application for registration would be rejected by Ministers. These 
suggestions are therefore intended to make the ballot process easier, more efficient, 
quicker and cheaper to carry out.  
 
2.  We are concerned that there are still too many opportunities within the Bill in its 
current form that enables the landowners/property owners to avoid the community’s 
ability to register / lease or buy.  For example there exists an option for owners to 
grant a ten year option to purchase to their siblings, children or other family 
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members.  If this type of loopholes is not removed it will only frustrate the CRBL 
process, and ultimately lead to the Bill having to be amended.    
 
3. We would suggest that there is no logic in limiting the powers on abandoned and 
neglected property to specifically companies limited by guarantee and excluding 
SCIOs from access to these areas of land.  The Bill should be amended to allow  
SCIOs to have powers and access both neglected and abandoned properties. 
 
We hope you find these observations and comments of use 
 
David Robertson,  
Trustee,  
 
Helensburgh Community Woodland Group 
3rd September 2014  


