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SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT 

Enterprise and Environment 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
strategies are in place to ensure that Scotland’s ecosystems are resilient to attacks by novel 
pathogens. 

 

Holding answer issued: 24 January 2013 (S4W-11868) 

Paul Wheelhouse: The two principle strategies in place to ensure that Scotland’s ecosystems are 
resilient to attacks by novel pathogens are:- 

The Invasive Non-Native Species Framework Strategy for Great Britain, which is carried forward in 
Scotland by a Scottish Working Group; 

The Plant Health regime. Plant health controls in Scotland are based on the EU Plant Health 
Regime. This is set out in the EU Plant Health Directive, 2000/29/EC and adopted into Scottish 
legislation through the Plant Health (Scotland) Order 2005. The Directive and Order set out detailed 
requirements for many plant species entering or moving within the Community and are regularly 
amended to keep these controls up to date. 

 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
funding is available to ensure that Scotland’s ecosystems are resilient to the effects of future 
perturbations, such as climate change. 

 

Holding answer issued: 24 January 2013 (S4W-11869) 

Paul Wheelhouse: The Scottish Government and partners undertake a wide range of actions help 
to ensure that Scotland's ecosystems are resilient, including: 

Reducing other pressures on ecosystems, such as pollution and invasive non-native species; 
Making space for natural processes, for example on coasts and floodplains; 
Enhancing opportunities for species to disperse by reducing habitat fragmentation; and improving     
habitat management and enhancing habitat diversity.  
 
Funding available to support these actions includes: 
The Scotland Rural Development Programme (SRDP) is the main source of Government (and EU) 

funding for rural land management, including management to maintain and restore ecosystems such 
as woodlands, peatlands, grasslands and wetlands, and tackling existing pressures such as 
controlling invasive non-native species. This includes funding for improving the condition of designated 
sites, an important part of Scotland’s ecosystems. It also includes Forestry Challenge Funds 
administered by Forestry Commission Scotland.  

Scottish Natural Heritage grants provide funding for actions, not funded through the SRDP, that aim 
to get more people and communities actively involved in and caring for Scotland's ecosystems. 
Priorities include better planning and management of landscapes, better wildlife management and 
better management and use of natural resources. 

Funding from Scottish Government and SEPA (The Water Environment Fund) supports the 
restoration of catchments from the source, down through rivers, lochs, floodplains into the estuaries 
and out to sea. This work enhances the resilience of freshwater ecosystems.  

Funding for peatland restoration. From October 2012 new funding from Scottish Government was 
made available as part of the Government’s Green Stimulus package to support plans to restore 
Scotland's peatlands.  

The Central Scotland Green Network Development fund, provided jointly by Forestry Commission 
Scotland and Scottish Natural Heritage, supports actions to improve the quality and connectivity of the 



green network including woodland creation, enhancement or management, and the development of 
integrated habitat networks, which will enhance the resilience of ecosystems in Central Scotland. 

LIFE+ Nature and Biodiversity is a European Union fund providing support for environmental and 
nature conservation projects throughout the European Union. It supports large scale projects in 
Scotland that contribute to the implementation of the European Union's Birds and Habitats Directives 
and halting biodiversity loss. Some support is also available through EU Structural Funds. There will 
be a new programme and priorities for European funding from 2014.  

Other funding available that supports actions which improve ecosystem resilience in Scotland 
includes the Heritage Lottery Fund, Landfill Tax Credit Scheme, BIFFA Award, WREN Biodiversity 
Action Fund and various charitable trusts. 

Public bodies including Forest Enterprise Scotland, Scottish Natural Heritage and local authorities 
use their own budgets to support the management of public land, including the National Forest Estate, 
National Nature Reserves, local nature reserves and parks, in ways that enhance ecosystem 
resilience to climate change.  

Environmental NGOs, through member subscriptions and donations (as well as funding from 
sources mentioned above), support the management of their own wildlife reserves which help 
ecosystem resilience. Living Landscapes and Futurescapes are flagship initiatives of the Scottish 
Wildlife Trust and the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds, aimed at ecosystem restoration on a 
landscape-scale.  

Private businesses provide funding that enhances ecosystem resilience through support for 
environmental NGOs, through making space for habitats as part of new developments, and through 
investing in managing their own land and estates (as well as using funding from SRDP and other 
sources). 

 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
steps it is taking to ensure that its implementation of the reformed common agricultural policy delivers 
healthy, resilient agricultural ecosystems in addition to food production. 

 

Holding answer issued: 24 January 2013 (S4W-11870) 

Paul Wheelhouse: The Scottish Government’s Land Use Strategy sets out the importance of 
applying an ecosystems approach to policy making and we aim to do that as we develop future CAP 
Pillar 1 and Pillar 2 systems. We support the principle of greening the CAP and we are actively 
negotiating for Greening measures that provide genuine public benefits without stifling farmers’ 
productive capacity. It is also essential that Scottish farmers are adequately rewarded for the 
environmental and other benefits they provide. We are therefore arguing strenuously for a fairer share 
of CAP Pillar 1 and Pillar 2 budgets as Scotland currently receives the 4th lowest Pillar 1 and lowest 
Pillar 2 per hectare share in Europe. 

 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when it 
will start reporting on the health of Scotland’s ecosystems using the suite of ecosystem health 
indicators developed by Scottish Natural Heritage. 

 

Holding answer issued: 24 January 2013 (S4W-11872) 

Paul Wheelhouse: Scottish Natural Heritage already publishes a report on the Scottish Natural 
Capital Asset index annually. This is a good indicator of change in the quality and value of Scotland's 
ecosystems at a national level. 

The Scottish Government’s consultation paper published in June 2012 on the Scottish Biodiversity 
Strategy, “the 2020 Challenge for Scotland’s Biodiversity”, calls for a suite of ecosystem health 
indicators to help guide adaptive management. This suite of indicators will be finalised once the 
revised Strategy is published, with preparatory work already underway. 



The ecosystem health indicators will be used both to inform priorities for action and also to assess 
progress in delivery of the Scottish Biodiversity Strategy, at a river catchment or regional scale. We 
plan to adopt the suite of indicators in 2013, with analysis of data and publication of assessments soon 
thereafter. 

 

Iain Gray (East Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when it last met the 
Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs to discuss joint working on plant health 
strategies. 

 (S4W-11916) 

Richard Lochhead: The Minister for Environment and Climate Change participated in two recent 
COBR meetings on Chalara and he also wrote to the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and 
Rural Affairs about plant health on 5 November 2012. 

Scottish Government officials have also been liaising with UK officials over the development of the 
GB Interim Chalara Control Plan and on other plant health issues through participation in the UK plant 
health governance groups. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
how many farmers have not received their single farm payments due in December 2012. 

 (S4W-11923) 

Richard Lochhead: The Single Farm Payment Scheme (SFPS) does not have a date set in 
legislation when payments must be made, rather a payment window that, for each scheme year, 
opens on 1 December and closes on 30 June the following year, in accordance with the European 
regulation that governs the scheme. Providing all eligibility checks are completed satisfactorily and 
payment is made within that window, settlement of claims cannot be classed as overdue or late. The 
issue of compensation raised in question S4W-11925, answered on 25 January 2013, therefore, does 
not arise. Nevertheless, we aim to serve the best interests of the agricultural sector as a whole by 
paying claims in full at the earliest possible date: if necessary, allocating additional resources to 
ensure that this happens, as was the case this year given the impact on farmers of the adverse 
weather. Over the last six years, we have paid at least 70% of claims within the first few days of the 
opening of the payment window and in the same period have, on average, paid around 95% cent of 
claims by 31 December. To date, under the 2012 scheme, we have settled over 18,000 claims, 
representing 97% of potential beneficiaries, and provided total funding of £430 million. 

All answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what compensation will be offered to farmers who incur costs while waiting for single farm payments 
that are delayed through no fault of their own. 

 (S4W-11925) 

Richard Lochhead: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-11923 on 25 January 2013. 
All answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
what its position is on whether neonicotinoids are harmful to insect pollinators such as honey bees and 
bumble bees and on what basis. 

 (S4W-11980) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government takes this issue seriously. All agricultural pesticides 
are strictly regulated, based on independent scientific consideration. The Scottish Government’s 
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scientific advice comes from SASA (Science and Advice for Scottish Agriculture) and from the 
independent UK Advisory Committee on Pesticides (ACP). Our position is kept under constant review 
as new scientific evidence becomes available. 

We welcome the publication of the European Food Safety Authority’s (EFSA) new study into the 
risks associated with neonicotinoids and bees. 

The ACP will review EFSA’s new evidence and their advice will then be considered by Ministers. 
Restrictions on the use of neonicotinoids can be brought in if these are considered necessary. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it has discussed with the researchers the implications of their findings that neonicotinoids 
have an adverse effect on bumble bees. 

 (S4W-11981) 

Richard Lochhead: Scottish Government staff are in contact with researchers on the Insect 
Pollinators Initiative (IPI) which is a research initiative led by the Biotechnology and Biological 
Sciences Research Council (BBSRC). The IPI aims to aid understanding and mitigation of the 
biological and environmental factors that adversely affect insect pollinators. The Scottish Government 
contributed £0.5m of co-funding. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
with what scientists it has discussed neonicotinoids. 

 (S4W-11982) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government’s position on all pesticides is based on scientific 
advice from SASA (Science and Advice for Scottish Agriculture), and from the UK’s independent 
Advisory Committee on Pesticides.  

Scottish Government staff have discussed issues relating specifically to neonicotinoids with 
scientists involved in the Insect Pollinators Initiative and other researchers at Scottish academic 
institutions. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
what advice has been given to farmers regarding the prophylactic use of neonicotinoids on oilseed 
rape. 

 (S4W-11983) 

Richard Lochhead: The Code of Practice for Using Plant Protection Products in Scotland is an 
important source of practical advice for the safe use of pesticides for farmers and all other professional 
users of pesticides. 

Under a Scottish Government funded budget, staff at Scotland’s Rural College have provided 
extensive advice to farmers on the use of neonicotinoids on oilseed rape. 

As well as being strongly advised to follow label recommendations, farmers have been given advice 
on threshold limits, best time of day for their application, notifying beekeepers prior to their use, avoid 
spills of seed and carry a kit to clear up any spills that do occur. Farmers have also been advised to 
ensure any dust is retained in the seed product packaging, and if a pneumatic drill is used for planting 
ensure any dust is vented into the seedbed and not the atmosphere. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government by 
how much the oilseed rape crop yield decreases if neonicotinoids are not used as a seed treatment. 

 (S4W-11984) 

Richard Lochhead: Neonicotinoid seed treatments are aimed at two groups of pests on oilseed 
rape. 



Estimating an average oilseed rape crop yield loss from feeding damage caused by various flea 
beetle species is difficult. The impact of damage on crop establishment depends on how favourable 
crop growth conditions are at the time of sowing. 

Aphids which transmit turnip yellow virus when feeding are the second pest target for seed 
treatments. Estimates of yield loss indicate that at an individual crop level impact on yield can be up to 
30%. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
what the cost to farmers is of sowing oilseed rape treated with neonicotinoids. 

 (S4W-11985) 

Richard Lochhead: The cost to farmers of neonicotinoid treatment of oilseed rape seed is 
equivalent to approximately £25 per hectare sown. This does not include the cost of the seed, or other 
costs of sowing such as labour and machinery. 

 

Claire Baker (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how 
much Marine Scotland has spent on (a) staff redundancies, (b) staff costs and (c) research in each 
year since its establishment. 

 (S4W-12020) 

Richard Lochhead: The amount spent by Marine Scotland on staff redundancies, staff costs and 
research since its establishment are outlined in the following table:- 

  2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 

  £000 £000 £000 

Staff Redundancies 0 0 0 

Staff Costs 27,381 28,269 27,147 

Research     3,582 4,999 4,023 

 

The research figures relate to pure research projects and do not include spend incurred carrying out 
statutory and regulatory functions and other operational science activities. 

In total Marine Scotland spends around £18 million annually on science related activity which 
includes the operation of two research vessels at a cost of £5 million per annum. In addition significant 
work has been undertaken enhancing scientific research capacity and capability through large scale 
capital investment, including the building of a replacement fisheries veterinary aquarium, the Ellis 
building, at a cost of £15 million. 

 

Claire Baker (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
Marine Scotland’s staff (a) budget and (b) complement has been in each year since its establishment. 

 (S4W-12022) 

Richard Lochhead: Marine Scotland’s planned staff budget and staff complement in each year 
since its establishment are listed in the following tables:- 

  2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 

  £000 £000 £000 £000 

Staff Budget 26,683 27,882 28,927 28,328 

  2009-10 (1 ) 2010-11 ( 2 ) 2011-12 2012-13 

Staff Complement 725  758 727  698  

Notes: 
1. The 2009-10 figure is the March 2010 headcount figure. 2009-10 was a year of transition as the 
resources and functions of predecessor bodies were being integrated throughout the year. 
2. In 2010-11 the staff complement was increased temporarily to take account of revised marine 
crewing arrangements resulting from a restructuring of marine vessel management.  

 



Gavin Brown (Lothian) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the Scottish 
Government whether the £2.9 million funding for Scotland’s national parks announced on 10 January 
2013 is additional to the £2.9 million announced on 19 December 2012. 

 (S4W-12181) 

Paul Wheelhouse: Scotland’s National Parks were allocated a total of £2.9 million of additional 
capital funding from the total of £394 million secured by the Scottish Government as part of the UK 
Chancellors Autumn Statement. 

This additional funding was announced to the Scottish Parliament on 19 December 2012. Further 
details about the £2.9 million funding package to the National Parks were provided in a Scottish 
Government news release on 10 January 2013. 

 

Rhoda Grant (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when 
Protected Geographical Indicator status for Stornoway black pudding is expected to be granted. 

 (S4W-12235) 

Richard Lochhead: Protected Geographical Indicator status (PGI) for Stornoway Black Pudding is 
expected to be granted around the end of January/mid February 2013. The EU wide consultation 
ended on 15 December following which the Commission will start making arrangements for the name 
to be added to the register of EU protected food names. Due to the administrative procedures 
including translation in the EU community languages this takes a further 6-8 weeks before publication 
of the registered name in the EU Official Journal. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what its response is to the European Food Safety Authority report, Conclusion on the peer review of 
the pesticide risk assessment for bees for the active substance clothianidin (EFSA Journal 
2013;11(1):3066). 

 (S4W-12316) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government welcomes the European Food Safety Authority’s 
(EFSA) conclusions on the risks associated with neonicotinoids and bees. We have asked the UK’s 
Advisory Committee on Pesticides (ACP) to look urgently at EFSA’s evidence. On receipt of the ACP’s 
advice, we will look at whether additional restrictions are necessary. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
in light of the findings in the European Food Safety Authority report, Conclusion on the peer review of 
the pesticide risk assessment for bees for the active substance clothianidin (EFSA Journal 
2013;11(1):3066), whether it will (a) continue to allow the use of neonicotinoid insecticides, (b) 
consider a moratorium on the use of neonicotinoids on outdoor crops or (c) reconsider the availability 
of neonicotinoids in garden centres for use by the general public. 

 (S4W-12317) 

Richard Lochhead: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-12316 on 25 January 2013. 
All answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it plans to meet the Scottish scientists who gave oral evidence to the Environmental Audit 
Committee on 21 and 28 November 2012. 

 (S4W-12318) 

Richard Lochhead: Scottish Government officials have already had contact with scientists who 
gave evidence to the Environmental Audit Committee, on a number of issues. 

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx


The Scottish Government also has extensive contact with scientists on issues relating to bees and 
bee health through the Insect Pollinators Initiative (IPI). The IPI aims to aid understanding and 
mitigation of the biological and environmental factors that adversely affect insect pollinators. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it plans to start collecting pesticide usage data from farms and, if so, whether the data will be 
made available for scientific analysis. 

 (S4W-12319) 

Richard Lochhead: Pesticide usage data has been collected by SASA (Science and Advice for 
Scottish Agriculture) from farm records as part of regular surveys since the mid-1970s. Survey results 
can be found at: 
http://www.sasa.gov.uk/pesticides-usage-survey-reports. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what action it is taking in relation to the availability of detailed information on the methodology of safety 
testing carried out by the insecticide industry. 

 (S4W-12320) 

Richard Lochhead: The methodology of safety testing, the studies and guidance required, for an 
insecticide to be evaluated are available from the Chemicals Regulation Directorate at: 
http://www.pesticides.gov.uk/guidance/industries/pesticides/topics/pesticide-approvals/pesticides-
registration/data-requirements-handbook 

Studies have to meet OECD or equivalent guidelines for the testing of chemicals. OECD guidelines 
can be found at: 
http://www.oecd.org/env/chemicalssafetyand 
biosafety/testingofchemicals/oecdguidelinesforthetestingofchemicals.htm. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what the availability is of oilseed rape that is not pretreated with neonicotinoid products; what the 
reason is for this, and whether it plans to take action on this matter. 

 (S4W-12326) 

Richard Lochhead: There are no statutory rules to say that oilseed rape seed must be treated with 
neonicotinoids. 

According to the Scottish Government’s Pesticide Usage Surveys, virtually all commercially 
available non-organic oilseed rape seed is pre-treated. Farmers can obtain untreated oilseed rape by 
using Home Saved seed grown from Conventional Certified seed grown on the farm. The Scottish 
Government’s data suggests relatively few farmers use Home Saved oilseed rape seed, and those 
that do mostly still choose to have a dressing applied. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
how many meetings it had to discuss independent scientific evidence and advice regarding the (a) use 
and (b) availability of neonicotinoids from 2007 to 16 January 2013. 

 (S4W-12327) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government has regular on-going discussions on pesticide issues 
with its own scientists in SASA (Science and Advice for Scottish Agriculture), our Scottish assessor on 
the Advisory Committee on Pesticides, with Scotland’s Rural College and officials in the Health and 
Safety Executive’s Chemicals Regulation Directorate. 

To gather the information for (a) and (b) could only be done so at a disproportionate cost. 
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Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what evidence on yields has been attributed to the use of neonicotinoids on oilseed rape in Scotland. 

 (S4W-12328) 

Richard Lochhead: Neonicotinoid seed treatments are aimed at two groups of pests on oilseed 
rape, flea beetles and aphids. 

It is difficult to estimate the average yield loss from feeding damage caused by various flea beetle 
species as crop establishment depends on how favourable crop growth conditions are at the time of 
sowing. 

However, aphids which transmit turnip yellow virus when feeding are estimated to cause a yield loss 
of up to 30% at an individual crop level. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what it understands the effects of neonicotinoids on bees to be and on what evidence. 

 (S4W-12330) 

Richard Lochhead: Scottish Government scientists have reviewed both published and regulatory 
scientific data and also keep this issue under constant review. 

Some studies in certain conditions demonstrate sub-lethal effects of neonicotinoids, which includes 
impairment of foraging ability and return to the hive by individuals leading to reduced worker, brood 
and queen production. 

However, studies conducted under realistic field conditions have not identified any unacceptable risk 
at field population level. 

This issue is kept under constant review. The Scottish Government has asked the Advisory 
Committee on Pesticides to look at the latest European Food Safety Authority’s findings. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what investigations are taking place to (a) identify alternative products to neonicotinoids for use as 
insecticides and (b) compare the toxicity of neonicotinoids with alternative products. 

 (S4W-12336) 

Richard Lochhead: Under its agency agreement with Scottish Ministers, the Chemicals Regulation 
Directorate (CRD) is carrying out work designed to help to better understand the likely consequences 
of possible regulatory options for neonicotinoids, including the implications of alternative pesticides or 
pest control measures being used. 

Pesticides are tightly regulated and subject to a rigorous assessment before they can be sold or 
used in the UK. This process includes an assessment of the toxicity of pesticides to foraging bees and 
bee hives. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what its position is on whether comparative research into neonicotinoids and alternative products 
should be carried out anonymously by independent laboratories. 

 (S4W-12338) 

Richard Lochhead: Under the European regulatory process for approving pesticides, decisions on 
pesticide approvals are based on a dossier of evidence submitted by the company. The dossier can 
include published scientific evidence from independent sources, as well as evidence from studies 
funded by the company. In the latter case, such studies are required to have been carried out to 
internationally recognised guidelines and have verified Good Laboratory Practice and quality 
assurance certification, in order to ensure that the results are objective and impartial. 



Learning and Justice 

John Lamont (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist 
Party): To ask the Scottish Government whether and, if so, from which (a) individuals, (b) 
organisations or (c) bodies it has sought legal advice regarding a non-nuclear, independent Scotland’s 
membership of NATO. 

 

Holding answer issued: 16 November 2012 (S4W-10930) 

Nicola Sturgeon: I refer the member to the Lord Advocate’s letter to Ruth Davidson MSP of 30 
October in which he set out his view regarding the consideration of legal advice. A copy of the letter to 
Ruth Davidson was placed in the Scottish Parliament Information Centre (Bib. number 54425). 

 

Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government, further 
to the answer to question S3W-33599 by Michael Russell on 27 May 2010, what information it has 
received from the UK Government regarding the ending of detention of children and dawn raids 
following its letters to the Home Secretary and the Minister of State for Immigration dated 18 May 
2010 and 20 May 2010 respectively. 

 

Holding answer issued: 21 November 2012 (S4W-10972) 

Aileen Campbell: Responses were received on 26 May 2010 and 9 June 2010 in response to the 
letters sent to Theresa May and Damian Green. One of these responses sets out that the UK 
Government ended the overnight detention of families with children at Dungavel House on 19 May 
2010. 

The current position, however, is that children from across the UK are detained at a secure facility in 
West Sussex pending deportation. The Scottish Government, remains opposed to detaining any 
children of asylum seekers anywhere in the UK, including those who may be transferred from 
Scotland, and urge the UK Government to end this practice immediately. 

I would like to also take this opportunity to reassure you that my officials will be monitoring the 
position and will continue to reaffirm our opposition to the forcible removal of children and dawn raids. 

 

Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government, further 
to the answer to question S3W-33599 by Michael Russell on 27 May 2010, what information it has 
received from the UK Government regarding its comprehensive review of detention of children. 

 

Holding answer issued: 21 November 2012 (S4W-10973) 

Aileen Campbell: The Scottish Government was notified of the publication of Review into ending 
the detention of children for immigration purposes on 16 December 2010. A copy of the report has 
been added to the Scottish Parliament’s Reference Centre under (Bib. number 54476). 

 

Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government whether 
personnel from the social work or education departments of any local authority have been involved in 
work with families with children who have been held at the Dungavel Immigration Removal Centre 
since 1 May 2010 and, if so, on how many occasions and on what dates. 

 

Holding answer issued: 21 November 2012 (S4W-10975) 

Aileen Campbell: The Scottish Government does not hold this information centrally, however, we 
are seeking to establish the position and, if possible, will share this information with the member at the 
first opportunity. 



The Scottish Government, remains opposed to detaining any children of asylum seekers anywhere 
in the UK, including those who may be transferred from Scotland, and urge the UK Government to end 
this practice immediately. 

I would like to also take this opportunity to reassure you that my officials will be monitoring the 
position and will continue to reaffirm our opposition to the forcible removal of children and dawn raids. 

 

Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government whether 
Scottish police force personnel have been involved in the transfer of asylum-seeking families with 
children to or from the Dungavel Immigration Removal Centre since 1 May 2010 and, if so, on how 
many occasions and on what dates. 

 

Holding answer issued: 21 November 2012 (S4W-10976) 

Aileen Campbell: The Scottish Government does not hold this management information centrally, 
however, the Scottish Government remains opposed to detaining any children of asylum seekers 
anywhere in the UK, including those who may be transferred from Scotland, and urge the UK 
Government to end this practice immediately. 

I would like to also take this opportunity to reassure you that my officials will continue to reaffirm our 
opposition to the forcible removal of children and dawn raids. 

 

Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government whether 
personnel from the social work department of any local authority have been involved in the transfer of 
asylum-seeking families with children to or from the Dungavel Immigration Removal Centre since 1 
May 2010 and, if so, on how many occasions and on what dates. 

 

Holding answer issued: 21 November 2012 (S4W-10977) 

Aileen Campbell: The Scottish Government does not hold this information centrally, however, we 
are seeking to establish the position and, if possible, will share this information with the member at the 
first opportunity. 

The Scottish Government, remains opposed to detaining any children of asylum seekers anywhere 
in the UK, including those who may be transferred from Scotland, and urge the UK Government to end 
this practice immediately. 

I would like to also take this opportunity to reassure you that my officials will be monitoring the 
position and will continue to reaffirm our opposition to the forcible removal of children and dawn raids. 

 

Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government whether 
personnel from any NHS board have been involved in work with families with children who have been 
held at the Dungavel Immigration Removal Centre since 1 May 2010 and, if so, on how many 
occasions and on what dates. 

 

Holding answer issued: 21 November 2012 (S4W-10978) 

Aileen Campbell: The Scottish Government does not hold this information centrally, however, we 
are seeking to establish the position and, if possible, will share this information with the member at the 
first opportunity. 

The Scottish Government, remains opposed to detaining any children of asylum seekers anywhere 
in the UK, including those who may be transferred from Scotland, and urge the UK Government to end 
this practice immediately. 

I would like to also take this opportunity to reassure you that my officials will be monitoring the 
position and will continue to reaffirm our opposition to the forcible removal of children and dawn raids. 

 



Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government, further 
to the answer to question S4W-09801 by Aileen Campbell on 18 October 2012, when it expects the 
findings of the UK Government's evaluation of the policy to be available. 

 

Holding answer issued: 21 November 2012 (S4W-10979) 

Aileen Campbell: We have been advised by the UK Border Agency that the report will be publicly 
made available around March 2013. 

Strategy and External Affairs 

John Lamont (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist 
Party): To ask the Scottish Government whether and, if so, from which (a) individuals, (b) 
organisations or (c) bodies it has sought legal advice regarding an independent Scotland’s 
membership of the United Nations. 

 

Holding answer issued: 16 November 2012 (S4W-10931) 

Nicola Sturgeon: I refer the member to the Lord Advocate’s letter to Ruth Davidson MSP of 30 
October in which he set out his view regarding the consideration of legal advice. A copy of the letter to 
Ruth Davidson was placed in the Scottish Parliament Information Centre (Bib. number 54425). 

Transport Scotland 

Alison Johnstone (Lothian) (Scottish Green Party): To ask the Scottish Government what the 
expected reduction in vehicle journeys is as a result of the development of the National Cycle Network 
route 78. 

 (S4W-12186) 

Keith Brown: We would expect a reduction in car trips by making shorter journeys more attractive 
for cycling and walking as a result of the new route. In Sustrans’ figures for the National Cycle Network 
usage in Scotland in 2011, 27% of pedestrians and 33% of cyclists said that they could have used a 
car to make their trip instead of walking or cycling. 

Monitoring of usage will be an ongoing exercise and Sustrans, Highland and Argyll and Bute 
Councils will report their findings following completion of the route and in line with local authority and 
National Cycle Network monitoring schedules. 

 

The following questions received holding answers: 

S4W-11924 

S4W-11927 

S4W-11928 

S4W-11931 

 


