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WRITTEN SUBMISSION FORM HOLLYBUSH FARM 
 
I write as the proprietor of a livestock farm in the Scottish Borders; this is farmed in 
hand, with no tenants.  Whilst I see merit in some of what is being proposed in certain 
sections of the LR Bill, there are many aspects which I see as objectionable, unfair to 
owners and in the long run counter productive to the farming sector.  I summarise 
these below: 
 

1. I am opposed the reintroduction of rates for shootings and deer forests; the 
suggestion that this will create a level playing field with other businesses is 
disingenuous because the vast majority of sporting rights are not conducted on 
a commercial basis.  Is the family shoot to be taxed?  If so, why not the vicar’s 
tennis party? 

2. The provisions relating to the right to buy land for “sustainable development” 
are downright wrong and open the door to property theft.  Who is to decide what 
is sustainable development and what is not?  In a functioning democracy is 
there really a need for these new powers? 

3. In my view, it is unjust to give all secure tenants a pre-emptive right to 
purchase.  In almost every case, the tenanted system works well, providing 
access to new entrants to the agricultural sector without the need to find the 
capital to purchase land.  What is needed is a system where the owners of land 
can enter into commercial arrangements (leases) with the tenants with 
confidence that the land will come back to them at the conclusion of the tenancy 
and this is the mechanism to bring on an enhanced supply of land for aspiring 
tenants.  What the LR Bill is doing merely increases the suspicion that all 
tenancies may one day provide a back door route to pre-emptive rights and, 
ultimately, to an absolute right. 

4. I am opposed to the idea of broadening the potential assignees or successors, 
and the removal of the concept of the “viable” unit 

 

 

 

John Scott 


