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SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT 

Enterprise and Environment 

Jim Hume (South Scotland) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it plans to issue further guidance to accompany the carbon calculator to assist planning 
officers evaluate the values entered in the calculator. 

 (S4W-14148) 

Fergus Ewing: There are two active strands of work developing further guidance at the moment. 
These are: 

1. To amend the sampling requirements so developers would use nationally derived estimates of 
bulk density and total carbon within the Carbon Calculator as default value. Work is ongoing with 
meetings held between the Scottish Government, Scottish Renewables, Scottish Environmental 
Protection Agency (SEPA) and Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) with a view to changing the sampling 
requirements as part of the “Guidance - DEVELOPMENTS ON PEATLAND: SITE SURVEYS”. A copy 
of this document is available at: 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/917/0120462.pdf.  

2. Revision to the “Good Practice During Wind Farm Construction Guidance” are planned and this 
will include a new section dedicated to developments on peat. This will take relevant parts from a 
number of guidance documents and summarise them in one area for ease of reference and use. The 
Good Practice During Wind Farm Construction working group (SEPA, SNH, Scottish Renewables, 
Forestry Commission Scotland) meet to discuss this issue to progress the new draft. 

 

Angus MacDonald (Falkirk East) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4T-00324 by Fergus Ewing on 23 April 2013 (Official Report, 
c.18813), what the timescale is for implementing the Scottish Mines Restoration Trust. 

 (S4W-14398) 

Fergus Ewing: The Scottish Mines Restoration Trust was officially registered as a company on 16 
April 2013. The first meeting of the trust will take place on 7 May 2013. 

 

Liam McArthur (Orkney Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answers to questions S4W-13559 and S4W-13887 by Fergus Ewing on 20 March 2013 
and 22 April 2013 respectively, whether it will state what estimate it has made of net jobs for each 
project receiving funding support from the Renewable Energy Investment Fund (REIF). 

 (S4W-14408) 

Fergus Ewing: Investment decisions by REIF are made following consideration of a range of 
commercially sensitive information and analysis. This includes the net jobs estimated for each project 
which will not be divulged on a project by project basis but will form part of the evaluation of REIF after 
its initial three years of operation. For project deals completed, the intention is that the level of 
investment and investment leveraged will be made publicly available with the agreement of co-
investors. 

 

Liam McArthur (Orkney Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answers to questions S4W-13555 and S4W-13888 on 20 March 2013 and 22 April 2013 
respectively, whether it will set out the details of the outcome of the economic assessment for each 
project supported by the Renewable Energy Investment Fund (REIF). 

 (S4W-14409) 

Fergus Ewing: Investment decisions by REIF are made following consideration of a range of 
commercially sensitive information and analysis. The economic assessment is part of the investment 
decision making and due diligence process, the details of which are not disclosed due to commercial 
considerations. 

http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/917/0120462.pdf


 

Liam McArthur (Orkney Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13555 by Fergus Ewing on 22 March 2013, whether it will 
provide details of the outcome of the economic assessment of each project receiving support from the 
Renewable Energy Investment Fund. 

 (S4W-14410) 

Fergus Ewing: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-14409 on 8 May 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. 

 

Liam McArthur (Orkney Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13889 by Fergus Ewing on 22 April 2013, whether it will provide 
an estimate of the date on which it will make available the names of the three recipients of support 
from the Renewable Energy Investment Fund (REIF). 

 (S4W-14411) 

Fergus Ewing: The details of the first recipients of investment from the REIF should be announced 
within the next few weeks 

 

Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what information it has on how many petrol stations have closed since 2007, 
broken down by local authority. 

 (S4W-14476) 

Fergus Ewing: This information is not held centrally by the Scottish Government. 

The Department of Energy and Climate Change-commissioned report “Study of the UK petroleum 
retail market”, published in December 2012, indicates that there were 892 petrol stations in Scotland 
at the year ending 2011. During the period 2001-11, there was a 24% reduction in the number of 
petrol filling stations in Scotland. 

 

Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what support is available to rural communities that wish to take control of their 
local petrol station. 

 (S4W-14477) 

Fergus Ewing: The Scottish Land Fund is an initiative being delivered in partnership between the 
BIG Lottery Fund and Highlands and Islands Enterprise. It is a £6 million, three year commitment 
aimed at giving local people in rural communities the tools and resources to successfully fulfil their 
aspirations of owning their own land and land assets. Grants will be made to rural communities 
(settlements with a population of less than 10,000). 

Highlands and Islands Enterprise would also consider rural petrol stations in a similar manner to any 
other community asset acquisition project. 

 

Elaine Murray (Dumfriesshire) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government, in light of the 
potential impact on employment in the companies based in Scotland supplying the offshore oil and 
gas industry, what discussions it has had with UK Government ministers and officials regarding the 
implications for the safety inspection regime of the Health and Safety Executive’s planned closure of 
its Offshore Safety Division. 

 

 (S4W-14499) 

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


Fergus Ewing: Health and safety legislation is reserved to the UK Parliament. The Health and 
Safety Executive (HSE) is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the UK Department for Work 
and Pensions. 

The recent reorganisation of the HSE’s energy division is an internal issue for that organisation. The 
Scottish Government has not had discussions with UK Ministers and officials on the planned closure 
of its Offshore Safety Division. The Scottish Government is assured that the current offshore 
inspectorate regime is not compromised by the recent reorganisation in HSE. 

 

Elaine Murray (Dumfriesshire) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government, in light of the 
potential impact on employment in the companies based in Scotland supplying the offshore oil and 
gas industry, what discussions it has had with UK Government ministers and officials regarding the 
implications for the safety inspection regime of the Health and Safety Executive’s plan to transfer 
specialist offshore safety inspectors to a new energy division overseeing the safety regime in mines, 
gas and pipeline industries in addition to the offshore industry. 

 (S4W-14500) 

Fergus Ewing: Health and safety legislation is reserved to the UK Parliament. The Health and 
Safety Executive (HSE) is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the UK Department for Work 
and Pensions. 

The recent reorganisation of the HSE Energy Division is an internal issue for that organisation. The 
Scottish Government has not had discussions with UK Ministers and officials on the HSE’s internal 
restructuring plans. The Scottish Government is assured that there will be no effect to the safety 
regimes in mines, gas and pipeline industries in addition to the offshore oil and gas industry. 

 

Elaine Murray (Dumfriesshire) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government, in light of the 
potential impact on employment in the companies based in Scotland supplying the offshore oil and 
gas industry, whether it can take steps to ensure that the offshore safety regime takes account of the 
recommendations in Lord Cullen's report, The Public Inquiry into the Piper Alpha Disaster. 

 (S4W-14503) 

Fergus Ewing: Health and safety legislation is reserved to the UK Parliament. The Health and 
Safety Executive (HSE) is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the UK Department for Work 
and Pensions. 

Lord Cullen’s Inquiry into the Piper Alpha disaster led to the establishment of the HSE as the new 
regulatory authority for the industry through the creation of its Offshore Safety Division. This regime is 
a world-class regulatory regime, with its approach now being adopted in Europe. In addition to 
membership of industry groups the HSE are also embedded as consultees in the processes, operation 
and planning of offshore oil and gas industry and in the energy sector. 

Contact between Scottish Ministers and the HSE is maintained through the membership of different 
industry groups. 

 

Elaine Murray (Dumfriesshire) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government, in light of the 
potential impact on employment in the companies based in Scotland supplying the offshore oil and 
gas industry, what discussions it has had with the UK Government regarding the publication of a draft 
EU directive on safety in the offshore oil and gas sector. 

 (S4W-14504) 

 

Fergus Ewing: The Scottish Government believes that the UK already has a robust and proven 
national regime already in place and does not believe that there would be added value from another 
layer of regulation. We shared the UK Government’s concern that a proposal in the form of a 
Regulation may require significant amendment of existing national legislation which mirrors any 
provisions of the Regulation. The Scottish Government has worked closely with the UK Government 



on this important issue to ensure that there is a resolution that enhances the North Sea already high 
safety standards and benefits the UK industry. 

 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government whether common grazings will be treated as crofts in their own right in terms of 
the crofting register. 

 (S4W-14521) 

Paul Wheelhouse: Common grazings and crofts will be registered separately in the Crofting 
Register. The entry for a common grazings will contain a cross-reference to the entry for the individual 
crofts which have rights on the common grazings. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government for what reason sublets of crofts will not be included in the crofting register. 

 (S4W-14523) 

Paul Wheelhouse: Those who may apply to register a croft are listed in section 4(3) of the Crofting 
Reform (Scotland) Act 2010, namely the owner, landlord or tenant of a tenanted croft, or an owner-
occupier crofter. These were discussed at stage 2 of the Crofting Reform (Scotland) Bill on 9 June 
2010. The guiding principle was that the applicant for a regulatory change would be responsible for 
first registration, with subsequent registrations being carried out by the beneficiary of a regulatory 
application. 

Subtenants of crofts under section 27(2), or those with short leases under section 29A, of the 
Crofters (Scotland) Act 1993 as amended are not covered by the definition of “crofters”. Each of these 
leases may only be put in place with the consent of the Crofting Commission, and it is the 
responsibility of the tenant or owner-occupier crofter to seek the Commission’s consent. 

 

John Finnie (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government for what 
reason arable land at Knocknagael is being sold for housing development rather than agricultural 
purposes. 

 (S4W-14582) 

Paul Wheelhouse: Under the Scottish Public Finance Manual Guidelines on the Disposal of 
Property, Plant and Equipment the Scottish Government is required to dispose of assets which are 
surplus to requirements as soon as possible, usually within three years and for the best price 
reasonably obtainable. 

 

Patrick Harvie (Glasgow) (Scottish Green Party): To ask the Scottish Government what 
discussions it has had with the UK Government about offering rebates on energy bills in exchange for 
local unconventional fossil fuel extraction developments. 

 (S4W-14584) 

Fergus Ewing: The Scottish Government have had no discussions with the UK Government on 
these matters. 

 

Alex Fergusson (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): 
To ask the Scottish Government how many Schedule 1 bird licences were issued by Scottish Natural 
Heritage (SNH) in (a) 2010, (b) 2011 and (c) 2012 and to what organisations. 

 (S4W-14597) 

Paul Wheelhouse: Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) issued Schedule 1 licences under the Wildlife 
and Countryside Act 1981 as follows:  

2010 - 587 Schedule 1 licences (485 licences and 102 subsequent amendments). 



2011 - 548 Schedule 1 licences (487 Licences and 65 subsequent amendments). 
2012 - 639 Schedule 1 licences (518 Licences and 121 subsequent amendments). 
 
The licences are for purposes including ringing birds, visiting nests and monitoring to gather data on 

breeding performance as well as for photography and surveys to inform potential developments (e.g. 
windfarms). 

Licences are issued to individuals rather than organisations. However, these licences include those 
issued to staff from SNH, Royal Society for the Protection of Birds and the Forestry Commission as 
well as members of Raptor Study Groups and numerous Environmental Consultancies. 

Governance and Communities 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what support it is 
providing to people affected by the so-called bedroom tax. 

 (S4W-14221) 

Margaret Burgess: I refer the member to the answer to question S4O-01947 on 21 March 2013 
which is available on the Parliament’s website, the search facility for which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/OfficialReport.aspx  
and to Bedroom Tax (Emergency Legislation) on 27 March 2013 which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28862.aspx?r=7893&mode=html#iob_71862. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether it plans to 
provide the same support to local authority and housing association tenants affected by the so-called 
bedroom tax. 

 (S4W-14222) 

Margaret Burgess: Yes. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what plans it has to 
prevent evictions arising as a result of the so-called bedroom tax. 

 (S4W-14223) 

Margaret Burgess: I refer the member to the answer to questions S4W-12541 on 25 February 
2013, S4W-13016 on 5 March 2013, S4O-01947 on 21 March 2013 and Bedroom Tax (Emergency 
Legislation) on 27 March. All answers to parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s 
website. The search facility for written questions can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx.  
The search for oral questions can be found at:  
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/OfficialReport.aspx, 
and the emergency question can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28862.aspx?r=7893&mode=html#iob_71862. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether it plans to 
cover any arrears accrued as a result of the so-called bedroom tax. 

 (S4W-14224) 

Margaret Burgess: I refer the member to the Bedroom Tax (Emergency Legislation) on 27 March 
2013, which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28862.aspx?r=7893&mode=html#iob_71862. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether it plans to build 
one and two bedroomed houses for rent. 

 (S4W-14225) 

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/OfficialReport.aspx
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28862.aspx?r=7893&mode=html#iob_71862
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/OfficialReport.aspx
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28862.aspx?r=7893&mode=html#iob_71862
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28862.aspx?r=7893&mode=html#iob_71862


Margaret Burgess: In May 2012, we introduced a new three year resource planning system to 
enable councils to plan the delivery of affordable housing more efficiently and effectively. This new 
approach has enabled each council to bring forward strategic local programmes of social and 
affordable housing based on local needs, identified through the Housing Needs and Demand 
Assessment and Local Housing Strategy Councils will therefore decide upon the size and tenure of 
housing required to help satisfy these local needs. 

 

Annabelle Ewing (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish 
Government what its position is on the affordability of housing benefit in an independent Scotland. 

 (S4W-14238) 

Margaret Burgess: The Scottish Government’s view is that housing benefit would be affordable in 
an independent Scotland and would be more affordable than the housing benefit expenditure for Great 
Britain. Over the decade from 2001-02 to 2011-12, in inflation-adjusted terms, the growth of housing 
benefit was significantly lower in Scotland (at 21%) than in Great Britain as a whole (53%). 

Housing benefit in an independent Scotland would form part of a national social protection system. 
Scotland’s Balance Sheet, published on 14th April 2013, shows that in 2011-12, social protection 
expenditure was equivalent to 14.4% of GDP. This is lower than the equivalent UK figure of 15.9%. In 
addition, spending on social protection in Scotland, as a share of the economy, has been lower than in 
the UK for the last five years, and is also lower than in the majority of other EU-15 countries. 

In an independent Scotland a social protection system could be implemented which is appropriate to 
the needs of the Scottish people, achieving greater efficiency and improving affordability. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
meetings (a) ministers and (b) Transport Scotland officials have had with representatives of (i) private 
companies and (ii) trade unions regarding the proposals in the final ferries plan. 

 (S4W-14387) 

Margaret Burgess: During the ferries review period, ministers and Transport Scotland officials met 
with Trade Union bodies and private companies to discuss future ferries policy in Scotland. In addition, 
the STUC were members of the Ferries Review Steering Group, and all ferry operators in Scotland 
were invited to join a ferries review operators group. Input from the trade unions and private 
companies as well as from a number of key stakeholders, including publicly owned ferry operators, 
local authorities, regional transport partnerships and enterprise companies, informed the drafting of 
the final ferries plan. 

 

John Lamont (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist 
Party): To ask the Scottish Government how it promotes investment in the private rented sector. 

 

 (S4W-14400) 

Margaret Burgess: The Scottish Government plans to publish a new strategy for the private rented 
sector on 30 May 2013. Our key aims for the sector include improving quality and encouraging 
sustainable growth. 

Implementation of the strategy will build on our work over the past five years to create a more 
effective regulatory format for the sector and engage with potential investors to encourage new 
investment in housing supply across all tenures, including the private rented sector. 

 

John Lamont (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist 
Party): To ask the Scottish Government whether it plans to implement any of the recommendations 
set out in the report, Review of the barriers to institutional investment in private rented homes, and, if 
so, which. 

 (S4W-14401) 



Margaret Burgess: Development of the new strategy for the private rented sector in Scotland has 
been influenced by the content of this report by Sir Adrian Montague. 

In implementing the actions within the strategy, we will discuss with stakeholders the relevance of 
the recommendations to the Scottish context and how any opportunities for growth might be realised. 

 

John Lamont (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist 
Party): To ask the Scottish Government what its position is on the recommendations set out in the 
report, Review of the barriers to institutional investment in private rented homes, regarding (a) allowing 
local authorities flexibility in the planning system to plan for and enable developments of privately 
rented homes including waiving affordable housing requirements on new developments of homes 
specifically for private rent, (b) setting up a task force to encourage and support build-to-let investment 
from the private sector and to develop voluntary standards that future landlords would meet and 
tenants could expect and (c) allocating some of the redundant, formerly used public sector land and 
buildings for build-to-let development. 

 

 (S4W-14402) 

Margaret Burgess: Development of the new Strategy for the private rented sector in Scotland has 
been influenced by the content of Sir Adrian Montague’s report, Review of the Barriers to Institutional 
Investment in Private Rented Homes. 

In implementing the actions within the forthcoming Strategy for the private rented sector, we will 
discuss with stakeholders the relevance of recommendations to the Scottish context and how any 
opportunities for growth might be realised. 

 

John Lamont (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist 
Party): To ask the Scottish Government how it will promote the debt guarantee scheme for the private 
rented sector. 

 

 (S4W-14404) 

Margaret Burgess: The guarantee scheme for the private rented sector is administered by the UK 
Government. Initial scheme rules have been published and the Scottish Government has drawn these 
to the attention of various parties, including private landlords and the Scottish Federation of Housing 
Associations. 

Once further detail is provided by the UK Government on how and when individual landlords can 
apply to the scheme, the Scottish Government will notify landlords and other relevant bodies in 
Scotland. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what discussions 
it has had with (a) Shelter, (b) the Scottish Federation of Housing Associations and (c) COSLA on 
implementing the underoccupancy penalty and when. 

 

 (S4W-14485) 

Margaret Burgess: Shelter and the Scottish Federation of Housing Associations are members of 
the joint Scottish Government COSLA Housing Benefit Reform Stakeholder Advisory Group. The 
under occupancy penalty has been a focus of the work of the Group which has met 14 times since 
autumn 2010. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when the Minister 
for Housing and Welfare last met a UK Government minister regarding welfare reform and what was 
discussed. 



 (S4W-14486) 

Margaret Burgess: The Minister for Housing and Welfare met with Lord Freud, the Parliamentary 
Under Secretary of State for Welfare Reform, on 6 March 2013. The discussion focused on the under-
occupancy deductions to housing benefit for social sector tenants. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what its position is 
on the letter published in The Herald on 23 April 2013 from a group of academics calling on it to 
mitigate the impact of the underoccupancy penalty. 

 

 (S4W-14487) 

Margaret Burgess: The Scottish Government is doing all it can, within the current constitutional 
settlement, to mitigate the worst impacts of the UK Government cuts and changes to the welfare 
system. 

We are taking action and investing more to support people and organisations across Scotland. This 
includes: providing £7.9 million for advice and support services, of which £2.5 million is directly for 
social landlords to help those affected by the bedroom tax; an additional £9.2 million for the new 
Scottish Welfare Fund, giving a total Fund of £33 million, allowing us to award an extra 5,600 
Community Care Grants and an additional 100,000 Crisis Grants; and we have also provided, with our 
partners in local government, a total of £40 million in 2013-14 to ensure that around 560,000 people in 
Scotland who previously received Council Tax Benefit are protected from the UK Government’s 10% 
cut in funding for successor arrangements.  

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what the cost is of 
rehousing a homeless (a) family of two adults and two children and (b) single adult. 

 

 (S4W-14488) 

Margaret Burgess: The costs involved in rehousing homeless households are variable, depending 
on a range of individual and local circumstances. It is not possible for the Scottish Government to 
produce definitive national figures on such costs. 

Health and Social Care 

Siobhan McMahon (Central Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when 
it last met NHS Lanarkshire and what issues were discussed. 

 

 (S4O-2090) 

Alex Neil: Scottish Ministers and Government officials regularly meet with representatives of all 
NHS boards, including NHS Lanarkshire, to discuss matters of interest to local people. 

 

Stewart Maxwell (West Scotland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
when it expects the Medicines and Healthcare Products Regulatory Agency to rule on the licensing of 
electronic cigarettes. 

 (S4O-2091) 

Michael Matheson: The Medicines and Healthcare Products Regulatory Agency has set up an 
expert group to look at both market and scientific research on nicotine products and is expected to 
publish its findings in June 2013. 

 

Richard Lyle (Central Scotland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government what 
its position is on the recent MS Society report, A lottery of treatment and care – MS services across 
Scotland and the UK. 



 (S4O-2092) 

Michael Matheson: We welcome the MS Society’s latest report. We want to work collaboratively 
with the third sector to ensure that everyone with MS in Scotland is able to access the care and 
support that they need. 

The report identifies the improvements that have been made in recent years such as the 
implementation of the neurological standards. It also highlights areas in need of further attention, an 
example being access to medicines. This is why I have asked officials to explore how we can identify 
any barriers to medicines and what action can be taken to remove them. 

 

Jean Urquhart (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government what 
support is available for people with MS who are seeking specialist physiotherapy. 

 (S4O-2093) 

Michael Matheson: It is for individual NHS boards to determine the number of dedicated 
physiotherapists they require to support people with multiple sclerosis (MS) based on local priorities 
and clinical need. However, Healthcare Improvement Scotland has in place clinical standards for 
Neurological Health Services. Standard 14 includes access to specialist MS services. 

 

Stuart McMillan (West Scotland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government what 
proposals it has for maternity provision in NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde area. 

 

 (S4O-2094) 

Alex Neil: Service change proposals are matters for NHS boards, in line with national policies and 
guidelines. There are currently no formal proposals to change the provision of maternity services in 
NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government, in light of NHS 
staff in England and Wales receiving their pay rise in April 2013, for what reason NHS workers in 
Scotland will not receive their 1% pay rise until May 2013. 

 

 (S4W-14416) 

Alex Neil: Although the NHS Pay Circular covering Agenda for Change staff in England has been 
issued, there are many staff there who will not receive their pay award until May 2013 or even June 
2013. 

The NHS Scotland pay award is different from that in England. We are protecting family incomes for 
the lowest paid by providing an increase of £250 a year for those paid less than £21,000 and also 
continue our commitment to the Scottish Living Wage. This requires us to produce a Scotland specific 
pay circular and instructions. 

We are working in partnership with trade unions and NHS boards to ensure that NHS Scotland staff 
receives their pay award as quickly as possible. The pay increase will be backdated to 1 April 2013, so 
no staff will lose out. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how many people 
are registered with the chronic medication service, broken down by NHS board. 

 (S4W-14417) 

Alex Neil: The number of people registered with the Chronic Medication Service (CMS), by NHS 
board, is set out in the following table: 

 

 



CMS registrations by board, as at 29 April 2013: 

NHS Board Total 

NHS Ayrshire and Arran 24,773 

NHS Borders 6,122 

NHS Dumfries and Galloway 8,581 

NHS Fife 18,214 

NHS Forth Valley 15,639 

NHS Grampian 30,137 

NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde 72,191 

NHS Highland 15,892 

NHS Lanarkshire 35,047 

NHS Lothian 37,507 

NHS Orkney 501 

NHS Shetland 452 

NHS Tayside 21,082 

NHS Western Isles 441 

Scotland Total 286,579 

Source: NHS National Services Scotland, Practitioner Services Division. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how many people 
who are registered with the chronic medication service have asthma, broken down by NHS board. 

 (S4W-14418) 

Alex Neil: Disease-specific information is not recorded for registration purposes. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how many 
pharmacists are trained to offer the chronic medication service, broken down by NHS board. 

 (S4W-14419) 

Alex Neil: The Chronic Medication Service (CMS) is offered in some 1,240 community pharmacies 
across the 14 territorial health boards in Scotland. 

All qualified pharmacists in Scotland are trained to provide the key aspects of pharmaceutical care 
that underpin the CMS. Pharmacists are the experts in medicines and their undergraduate education 
prepares them to become healthcare professionals who have a strong grounding in the practice of 
pharmaceutical care which supports them in delivering pharmaceutical services such as the CMS. 

CMS formalises the role of community pharmacists in supporting patients with long term conditions. 
It improves the patient’s care through a systematic approach to their pharmaceutical care, makes 
better use of the pharmacist’s skills and expertise to improve the patient’s understanding of their 
medicines, and helps maximise the clinical outcomes from their therapy. CMS also facilitates and 
supports the pharmacist’s role as defined by the professional body. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what the annual 
cost is of providing the chronic medication service. 

 (S4W-14420) 

Alex Neil: It is not possible to identify the discrete cost of providing the chronic medication service. 
The chronic medication service is operationally integrated within the way in which community 
pharmacists deliver NHS pharmaceutical services. 

 



Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
what its response is to each of the nine recommendations in the Report on Antimicrobial Use and 
Resistance in Humans in 2011 by National Services Scotland, the Scottish Medicines Consortium and 
the Scottish Antimicrobial Prescribing Group. 

 (S4W-14441) 

Alex Neil: The Scottish Antimicrobial Prescribing Group (SAPG) leads on a variety of programmes 
and work streams to deliver on the recommendations contained within the report on Antimicrobial Use 
and Resistance in Humans in 2011. 

The report was discussed at the Group’s February 2013 meeting and it was agreed that SAPG 
would work in collaboration with its stakeholders to take the recommendations forward as part of its 
2013-14 programme of work. 

Further details on work around the recommendations contained in the report are provided in the 
annex to this letter. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether data from boarding out is made available to Health Improvement Scotland (a) routinely and 
regularly, (b) only on request and (c) as part of the self-assessment before announced inspections. 

 (S4W-14443) 

Alex Neil: Healthcare Improvement Scotland (HIS) would routinely ask for this information on arrival 
at the hospital being inspected. This provides inspectors with a current list of patients that, if 
necessary they can look at further to assess suitability, i.e. cognitive ability, and time moved etc. 

Boarding information is considered on the day of the inspection so that it is considered in a timely 
manner. If it had been submitted in advance as part of the self-assessment process, it would be out of 
date by the time of the inspection. HIS is currently exploring opportunities to further enhance the data 
and intelligence it collects and receives to support and underpin inspections. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
what its response is to the report, Reduced Mortality with Hospital Pay for Performance in England, 
published in the New England Journal of Medicine in November 2013, which suggests that payments 
for performance made to clinical teams for investment purposes achieve significantly better outcomes. 

 (S4W-14444) 

Alex Neil: Whilst the conclusions of the report on Reduced Mortality with Hospital Pay for 
Performance in England are interesting, the Scottish Government has no plans to introduce pay for 
performance at the clinical team level. The research findings in this area are mixed and we would 
need much more compelling evidence that financial incentives alone contribute to reduced mortality. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether the new rules introduced by the Department of Health in April 2013 that place a legal duty on 
employers in the NHS to ensure that all doctors employed can speak a “necessary level of English”, 
will be applied in Scotland. 

 

 (S4W-14445) 

Alex Neil: The new rules being introduced by the Department of Health in April 2013 do not extend 
to Scotland where NHSScotland boards have responsibility for recruitment. Patient safety is a top 
priority and it is important that those who are providing care and treatment have the ability to 
communicate effectively. 

In order for doctors to provide primary medical services in Scotland they are required to be on a 
health board’s performers list and each board has a statutory duty to maintain their own list. 



A board can refuse to admit an applicant if it is not satisfied that an applicant has the knowledge of 
English which, in the interests of the applicant and of patients who may receive primary medical 
services from the applicant, is necessary for performing primary medical services. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
what its response is to the findings in the Royal College of Physicians report, Hospital workforce: fit for 
the future, that 37% of medical registrars reported that their workload was unmanageable, 59% said it 
was heavy and a substantial proportion said that their training was highly variable and too often 
compromised by a heavy workload. 

 (S4W-14446) 

Alex Neil: We welcome the Royal College of Physicians report as it provides further context and 
information towards our understanding of the many factors that impact on the provision of high quality, 
safe and effective care in our health services. 

We are determined to continue to build upon Scotland’s excellent record in delivering safe and 
effective care services, in line with the ambitions of the Healthcare Quality Strategy and the 2020 
Vision. Effective partnership working is integral to the success of our ambitions and to this end, we 
have instigated a series of regular meetings with the Royal Colleges, and the Academy of Medical 
Royal Colleges in Scotland to ensure we address such issues collaboratively. This engagement 
includes meetings with Dr Neil Dewhurst, President of the Royal College of Physicians of Edinburgh. 

There is a great deal of activity already underway in Scotland to address the issues highlighted 
within this report. In March 2013, we announced £50 million will be invested over the next three years 
as part of our Unscheduled Care Action Plan to help meet the growing demand on accident and 
emergency and other unscheduled care services, and there will be further investment in frontline staff. 
An expert group is now making sure that the best medical, nursing and other advice is contributing to 
the delivery of the action plan, and each health board has been asked to produce its own local version 
of the action plan to deal with the pressure points each faces. 

We are also aware that that there are difficulties in recruiting to some medical specialities and 
welcome the launch, on 1 May 2013, of the Strategy for the Recruitment and Retention of Trainess in 
Scotland, as this will enable NHSScotland to better understand career choices that medical trainees 
make, and thus consider ways to tackle recruitment and retention issues in a more systematic way. 

We acknowledge that doctors in training posts make a substantial and valuable contribution to the 
delivery of patient care, including within out of hours care. It is NHS Education for Scotland (NES) 
which has responsibility for ensuring that all training programmes are delivered in such a way as to 
meet General Medical Council (GMC) quality standards. The GMC surveys all doctors in training on 
an annual basis, and this survey includes the collection of information on working hours, workload and 
work intensity, and the impact on training. NES also collects a wide range of additional information on 
the quality of training, and undertakes regular visits to training units to meet with trainees and trainers. 
Where NES identifies concerns about the quality of training, it works with health boards to put in place 
action plans to address these. All of this work is reported annually to the GMC, which has 
responsibility for approving training programmes across the UK. 

We also await the recommendations from Professor. David Greenaway’s independent Shape of 
Training review, due later this year, as that is likely to lead to fundamental changes in the future shape 
of medical training across the UK. This will require careful scrutiny to understand the impact on 
Scotland’s health services of any change to future medical training programmes. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether the NHSScotland Resource Allocation Committee has access to primary care data that allow 
it to advise on the application of differential funding at a primary care level that reflects health 
inequalities. 

 (S4W-14453) 

Alex Neil: The allocation formula developed by the NHS Scotland Resource Allocation Committee 
(NRAC) was designed to allocate funds to health boards for hospital and community health services 
and prescribing. The formula was derived using data relating to the utilisation of hospital and 



community health services and drugs dispensed by community pharmacists. The NRAC committee 
ceased to exist once its final report and recommendations were submitted, and the formula is now 
maintained by the Technical Advisory Group on Resource Allocation (TAGRA). The work of TAGRA is 
published at the following link: 
http://www.tagra.scot.nhs.uk/index.html. 

The funds for the provision of General Medical Services (primary care) are allocated according to 
the General Medical Services Statement of Financial Entitlements. The latest version is available via 
the following link: 
http://www.sehd.scot.nhs.uk/pca/PCA2012(M)13letter.pdf. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
when the (a) MedTech, (b) medicines and (c) digital health innovation health partnership will hold its 
first meeting. 

 (S4W-14454) 

Alex Neil: The first meeting of the MedTech Health Innovation Partnership (HIP) took place on 1 
April 2013. The Medicines Strategic Engagement Group (the equivalent of a medicines HIP) will meet 
on 15 May 2013. The Innovation Partnership Board is expected to consider proposals for the Digital 
Health Innovation Partnership at its next meeting in June 2013. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
when the remit of the (a) MedTech, (b) medicines and (c) digital health innovation health partnership 
will be finalised. 

 (S4W-14455) 

Alex Neil: The remit of the MedTech Health Innovation Partnership (HIP) has been finalised and will 
be made available on: http://home.scotland.gov.uk/home. 

The equivalent group for medicines is the Medicines Strategic Engagement Group, the remit of 
which has been drafted and will be agreed at its 15 May 2013 meeting. 

The Innovation Partnership Board is expected to consider final proposals for the Digital Health 
Innovation Partnership at its next meeting in June 2013. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government to 
whom the (a) MedTech, (b) medicines and (c) digital health innovation health partnership will report. 

 (S4W-14456) 

Alex Neil: The MedTech Health Innovation Partnership (HIP), the Medicines Strategic Engagement 
Group (the equivalent of a medicines HIP) and the Digital Health Innovation Partnership will all report 
to the Innovation Partnership Board  

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
when the strategic engagement group will hold its first meeting. 

 (S4W-14457) 

Alex Neil: The strategic engagement group is due to hold its first meeting on 15 May 2013. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
when the remit of the strategic engagement group will be finalised. 

 (S4W-14458) 

Alex Neil: The remit of the strategic engagement group will be finalised soon after the first meeting 
of the group which is due to be held on 15 May 2013. 

 

http://www.tagra.scot.nhs.uk/index.html
http://www.sehd.scot.nhs.uk/pca/PCA2012(M)13letter.pdf
http://home.scotland.gov.uk/home


Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
which officials will attend the strategic engagement group as (a) members and (b) observers. 

 (S4W-14459) 

Alex Neil: Membership of the strategic engagement group is still to be finalised. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
when each NHS board will have identified a senior executive board member with lead responsibility for 
innovation, technology and products; what selection criteria will be used; to whom they will be 
responsible, and what input (a) NHS Research Scotland, (b) Scottish Enterprise, (c) Life Sciences 
Scotland, (d) officials, (e) the strategic engagement group, (f) health innovation partnerships and (g) 
the Life Sciences Advisory Board will have in the selection process. 

 (S4W-14460) 

Alex Neil: All NHS boards are being asked to identify an executive lead for innovation, where one 
does not already exist. It is the decision of boards which senior colleague they appoint to the 
innovation role. There are no plans to ask Boards to seek input to the selection process from outside 
groups. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
when the proposed national review group on metrics and milestones on innovation in the NHS will (a) 
have its membership agreed and (b) first meet. 

 (S4W-14469) 

Alex Neil: The Innovation Partnership Board Measures Group met for the first time on 12 February 
2013. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
when the proposed NHS innovative technology awards will be held. 

 (S4W-14471) 

Alex Neil: A Health Innovation Fair for Scotland is being planned. The proposed NHS innovation 
awards will be included in the Fair’s programme. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether 
consideration of housing needs will form part of the integration of health and social care. 

 (S4W-14506) 

Alex Neil: We recognise the important role of housing in improving outcomes, particularly for people 
with long term conditions and complex needs and to support independent living in the community. 
Legislation will be introduced to Parliament before summer, that will place health boards and local 
authorities under a duty to work in collaboration with key stakeholders to plan and deliver nationally 
agreed outcomes, and we would expect these to include the housing sector. 

National guidance on the development of strategic commissioning plans for health and social care 
includes a requirement for local partnerships to ensure that the housing sector is included in the 
planning process. The Housing Contribution Statement is a key part of the strategic commissioning 
plan. It provides a clear basis to strengthen links between housing and health and social care, and will 
also help local partnerships to make best use of housing services, such as adaptations. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what discussions 
(a) officials and (b) ministers have had with housing associations about the integration of health and 
social care. 

 (S4W-14507) 



Alex Neil: Ministers and officials have regular meetings with housing associations and their 
representative bodies to discuss a range of issues, including the integration of health and social care 
and the housing sector’s role and contribution to its objectives of supporting independent living. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how many people 
who are in hospital, have no requirement for continuing medical care, broken down by NHS board. 

 (S4W-14511) 

Alex Neil: Information on the number of patients medically fit for discharge, but who are delayed 
awaiting the next stage of their care, is published in a quarterly census. 

Figures from the January 2013 Delayed Discharge quarterly census are available on the NHS 
Information Services Division website at: 
http://www.isdscotland.org/Health-Topics/Health-and-Social-Community-Care/Publications/. 

Learning and Justice 

Jackson Carlaw (West Scotland) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what consideration it has given to the effect on the Scottish oil industry of the 
renewable targets in the Climate Change (Scotland) Act 2009. 

 (S4W-14237) 

Aileen Campbell: There are no renewable targets in the Climate Change (Scotland) Act 2009. 

Strategy and External Affairs 

Clare Adamson (Central Scotland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
when it will announce the outcome of its parallel streams of work on an historic environment strategy 
and the future of Historic Scotland and the Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical 
Monuments of Scotland (RCAHMS). 

 (S4W-14729) 

Fiona Hyslop: I am pleased to announce that I am today publishing the business case for the 
merger of Historic Scotland and RCAHMS and that I intend to establish the merged body as a non-
departmental public body and make provisions for it to apply for charitable status in line with 
Scotland’s National Collections. 

I am also publishing a draft Strategy for Scotland’s Historic Environment. This is a strategy for 
Scotland and seeks to establish a common shared direction for the varied organisations and 
individuals who play a role in caring for our historic environment. The new body will have a key role in 
leading and enabling its delivery  

I am today launching a joint consultation covering both the strategy and the establishment of the 
proposed new body. The published documents are available at: 
www.scotland.gov.uk/HEstrategy_merger 

 

Bill Kidd (Glasgow Anniesland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government what 
legislative consent motions it will lodge in connection with the UK Government’s legislative programme 
as announced in the Queen’s Speech on 8 May 2013. 

 (S4W-14734) 

Joe FitzPatrick: In accordance with the Sewel Convention, the UK Parliament does not legislate 
with regard to devolved matters in Scotland without the consent of the Scottish Parliament. 

This is an important part of devolution, as it acknowledges the special constitutional position of the 
Scottish Parliament and the democratic mandate conferred on this Parliament by the people of 
Scotland. In the view of the Scottish Government, the Sewel Convention will remain an essential part 
of the constitution of the UK for as long as the UK Parliament retains its current powers and functions 
in relation to Scotland. 

http://www.isdscotland.org/Health-Topics/Health-and-Social-Community-Care/Publications/
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/HEstrategy_merger


In the normal course of business, legislation on devolved matters should be scrutinised and 
determined in the Scottish Parliament. There may however be situations in which it is helpful and 
appropriate for legislation dealing with devolved matters to be taken forward at Westminster.  

The Scottish Government is committed to assessing opportunities of this kind on their merits and to 
working closely and constructively with the UK Government, on a case by case basis, to deliver 
legislation which best meets Scotland’s needs. The Scottish Government is equally committed to 
working with the UK Government to pursue opportunities to extend devolved competence. 

The formal consent of the Scottish Parliament is required in relation to all proposals for Westminster 
primary legislation on devolved matters, including alterations to devolved competence, in accordance 
with Chapter 9B of Standing Orders. 

Within the legislative programme announced today by the UK Government, we have identified 
potential opportunities to legislate for the benefit of Scotland on matters that are within the legislative 
competence of the Scottish Parliament or which alter legislative or executive competence. 

The UK bills which we currently expect to give rise to Legislative Consent Motions (LCMs) in the 
Scottish Parliament cover:  

Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Bill – a Bill which will include a wide range of reforms to 
policing and the introduction of a number of antisocial behaviour measures, reforms to alcohol and 
licensing, dangerous dogs, firearms, and extradition law amongst other provisions. The Bill mostly 
relates to England, but some provisions do extend to Scotland in reserved areas such as the firearms 
offence changes. The parts of the Bill that extend to Scotland in devolved areas relate to the Police 
Negotiating Board, dangerous dogs and witness protection. 

Care Bill – The provisions of this Bill aim to address adult care in England. It does not generally 
extend to Scotland but will require legislative consent for provisions relating to cross-border 
placements and the establishment of the Health Research Authority. 

Water Bill – A Bill generally legislating for England and Wales and which will contain provisions for 
establishing water market competition (similar to that established in Scotland by the 2008 Act), Ofwat 
and sewerage. A technical LCM will be required for provisions on sewerage licencing and the River 
Esk.  

The Scottish Government will, in due course, lodge memoranda and motions for these bills, once 
they have been introduced in the UK Parliament. It will then be for the Scottish Parliament to 
determine whether to give or withhold consent. 

It is possible that further opportunities to legislate for Scotland by means of Legislative Consent 
Motion may occur in connection with other UK bills, including Private Member’s bills. Any additional 
proposals of this kind, together with any relevant amendments to the Government bills listed above, 
will be drawn to the attention of the Parliament as they arise, in line with the requirements of Standing 
Orders. 

Transport Scotland 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when it 
will make an assessment of the value for money for (a) taxpayers, (b) passengers and (c) businesses 
of the 2012-18 Northern Isles ferry contract. 

 

 (S4W-14385) 

Keith Brown: Transport Scotland’s contract management team regularly monitors and assesses the 
efficiency of all aspects of the operation of the Northern Isles ferry services contract. 

In addition to the routine contract management arrangements, in the event of any particular 
problems arising then additional, specific scrutiny will be brought to bear. Following the recent 
mechanical breakdown affecting the MV Hamnavoe, I have asked for a full report on the 
circumstances and the operator’s response. 

 



Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how 
many (a) passengers and (b) vehicles have travelled on each Northern Isles ferry route in each month 
since January 2012. 

 (S4W-14386) 

Keith Brown: Detailed spread sheets setting out the passenger and vehicle carryings for each of 
the Northern Isles routes, by month, since January 2012 have been lodged with the Scottish 
Parliament Information Centre (Bib. number 54911. 

In this context, “vehicles” refers to cars, coaches, car towing vehicles, midis (small coaches), 
motorcycles and motorhomes. The only vehicles not included are commercial vans which are charged 
on the basis of the metres that they take up on the vessels and are therefore recorded separately in 
freight metre statistics. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
the estimated annual expenditure on Northern Isles ferry services will be in each year to 2025, broken 
down by (a) public subsidy, (b) vessel procurement, (c) infrastructure investment, (d) leasing and 
chartering costs, (e) vessel maintenance costs and (f) infrastructure maintenance costs. 

 (S4W-14388) 

Keith Brown: The current Northern Isles ferry services contract runs from 2012 to 2018. We 
therefore have no estimated cost figures beyond 2018. 

There has been a change to the overall cost of the six year Northern Isles ferry services contract. 
When the service was tendered the contract price, as reflected in Serco’s bid, was £243 million. 
Following a process with HMRC, Serco have since been advised of their election into the tonnage tax 
regime, effective from the date they began operating the Northern Isles services on 5 July 2012. As 
the effect of this has been to reduce the cost of vessel leasing, the six year contract cost is therefore 
reduced to £223 million. This sum still represents the largest six year subsidy ever provided for ferry 
services to the Northern Isles. 

The contract year of the Scottish Government contract with Serco NorthLink runs from July to July. 
After the first nine months of year one, current projections suggest that there will likely be an additional 
subsidy spend of £1 million. This is largely due to increases in the price of marine fuel. Clearly, neither 
the ferry operator nor the Scottish Government have any influence over global oil prices. These 
increases indicate the scale of the costs related to supporting our lifeline ferry services. Given this 
additional subsidy requirement is paid for by the Scottish Government, it illustrates our continuing 
commitment towards our island and remote rural communities. 

Infrastructure investment costs do not form part of the Northern Isles ferry services contract. Vessel 
leasing, chartering and maintenance costs are included in the overall subsidy figure. We do not 
provide a further breakdown of the subsidy. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
the estimated annual expenditure on Clyde and Hebrides ferry services will be in each year to 2025, 
broken down by (a) public subsidy, (b) vessel procurement, (c) infrastructure investment, (d) leasing 
and chartering costs, (e) vessel maintenance costs and (f) infrastructure maintenance costs. 

 (S4W-14389) 

Keith Brown: As noted in the Ferries Plan, published on 19 December 2012, our projected spend 
for ferry services in 2013-14 is £116.3 million and this is expected to increase year on year, reflecting 
increases in costs and the cost of implementing the service improvements and investment projects set 
out in the Plan. Estimated funding required for the service improvements and, vessel replacement and 
harbour projects detailed is also provided in the Ferries Plan. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what its 
position is on the forthcoming EU procurement directive in relation to ferry services. 

 (S4W-14390) 

http://www.transportscotland.gov.uk/strategy-and-research/publications-and-consultations/j254579-00.htm


Keith Brown: The Scottish Government is responsible for implementing the forthcoming EU 
procurement directives, once adopted, into Scots law. We will consult our stakeholders to ensure that 
our implementing regulations are clear, workable and promote the achievement of wider social and 
environmental benefits through procurement activity. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
recent discussions it has had with the (a) UK Government and (b) European Commission regarding 
the requirement to re-tender ferry services every six years and when such discussions will next take 
place. 

 (S4W-14391) 

Keith Brown: I have had a number of discussions with the UK Government regarding the maximum 
length of ferry services contracts, the most recent taking place on Tuesday 7 May 2013 when I raised 
the issue with Stephen Hammond MP, Parliamentary Under Secretary for Transport. 

Having written to Commissioner Kallas in March 2011 I also had an exchange of letters, in May/June 
2012, with Commissioner Almunia on the subject. I subsequently met with Directorate-General Move 
officials in October 2012. Following this, I discussed this matter with Commission officials in November 
2012. 

We anticipate clarification of the Commission’s position on the length of future ferry service contracts 
later this year. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when it 
will conduct the first review of the impact of the Road Equivalent Tariff (RET) on ferry (a) passengers 
and (b) services. 

 (S4W-14392) 

Keith Brown: Halcrow Group Limited published their Assessment of the Impacts of the Road 
Equivalent Tariff Pilot in July 2011, which fully evaluated the impacts of RET on services to the 
Western Isles, Coll and Tiree. The report stated that passenger traffic increased by 20% and car traffic 
by 31% over the period of the pilot. A copy of the report can be found at: 
http://www.transportscotland.gov.uk/files/documents/water/ferries/Assessment_of_the_Impacts_of_the
_RET_Pilot_-_Final_Report.pdf.  

RET is now a permanent feature on routes to the Western Isles, Coll and Tiree. A further RET pilot 
was rolled out to Islay, Colonsay and Gigha in October 2012, and will be rolled out to Arran in October 
2014. RET will then be rolled out to the remaining Clyde and Hebrides islands within the term of this 
Parliament. 

We will continue to monitor and evaluate the pilots as RET is rolled out across Scotland’s ferry 
network. 

The latest finalised figures show that the Scottish Government provided £72.4 million in 2011-12 to 
support Clyde and Hebrides Ferry Services (CHFS) including the services to the Western Isles. This is 
considerably higher than the amount paid in the first full financial year of the CHFS contract in 2007-08 
of £58.0 million. 

 

SCOTTISH PARLIAMENTARY CORPORATE BODY 

  
John Wilson (Central Scotland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Parliamentary 
Corporate Body how many of its staff will be affected by contract changes resulting from proposed UK 
Government policy on pensions and terms and conditions; whether it is taking action to deal with any 
such impact, and, if so, what action. 
 

(S4W-13657) 

 

http://www.transportscotland.gov.uk/files/documents/water/ferries/Assessment_of_the_Impacts_of_the_RET_Pilot_-_Final_Report.pdf
http://www.transportscotland.gov.uk/files/documents/water/ferries/Assessment_of_the_Impacts_of_the_RET_Pilot_-_Final_Report.pdf


David Stewart: Scottish Parliamentary Corporate Body (SPCB) staff are automatically enrolled into 

the Civil Service pension arrangements on appointment. Of the total head count of 470 SPCB staff as 

at 31 March 2013, 10 SPCB staff have opted out of the Civil Service pension arrangements.  As a 

result 460 SPCB staff will be affected by contract changes resulting from proposed UK Government 

policy on pensions and terms and conditions. 

Civil Service pensions are set out by statute under the Superannuation Act 1972 and managed by the 

Cabinet Office on behalf of the Minister for the Civil Service therefore the SPCB has no influence over 

policy changes made to the Civil Service pension arrangements. 

The SPCB has recently agreed a two year pay deal for its staff of a 1% pay rise from 1 April 2013 and 

a further 2% from 1 April 2014. 

 

Dennis Robertson (Aberdeenshire West) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish 

Parliamentary Corporate Body what it is doing to make (a) chamber and (b) committee business (i) in 

and (ii) outside of Parliament more accessible. 

 

(S4W-13992) 
 
Linda Fabiani: The Scottish Parliamentary Corporate Body (SPCB) is aware of its responsibility to 
ensure that the Parliament is accessible and that provision is put in place to enable everyone to 
engage in committee and chamber business. To meet this commitment both chamber and committee 
business is made accessible to people who attend parliamentary business and to those who wish to 
view business outside of the Parliament.  

  
 For people who are interested in attending chamber or committee business, the SPCB makes 
information available about making a visit to the building on the Parliament website, for example it 
provides detail on how to get to the building; the physical layout of the building; how to book tickets to 
observe chamber or committee meetings; and the type of facilities available. A wide range of 
information leaflets can be downloaded from the Parliament website and are also available in other 
languages and alternative formats including audio and BSL. In addition, the SPCB has produced an 
accessibility guide to assist disabled people with their visit to the Parliament. Disabled visitors are 
encouraged to advise staff of any additional assistance they might require when they wish to attend a 
meeting of the Parliament. There are also procedures in place to ensure that staff check whether there 
are any additional requirements so that provision can be made in advance of their visit to the 
Parliament. 

 
 People who wish to attend chamber business can watch from the gallery of the chamber. The gallery 
is accessible to everyone with seating for wheelchairs users; an induction loop and infra red system 
for people who are hard of hearing; and TV screens for people who find it difficult to view the chamber 
from the gallery. Headsets and receivers are available from the front desk which enhances the level of 
sound when listening to proceedings and if someone prefers not to attend the gallery, there is the 
option to watch the proceedings from the main hall. Where business is specifically relevant to for 
example deaf people, provision is made by way of BSL interpreters. 

 

 Similarly, provision is made available for the committee rooms which have loop systems and TV 

screens and additional communication support can be provided where it is required.  
 

 For anyone who wishes to engage with chamber and committee business outside of the Parliament, 

the SPCB films and webcasts all chamber and committee business which is archived on the website, 

allowing viewers to watch and listen to past meetings for a month online. Since 2012 all videos are 

available on the Parliament’s You Tube channel which allows viewers to subscribe and re-use the 

videos sharing them on other websites and social media channels. A daily business video round up of 

Parliament proceedings is produced on Parliament business days and a range of promotional videos 

are made throughout the year which provide viewers with information about the Parliament and its 

work.  

 
 The SPCB makes available information about current, forthcoming and previous chamber and 
committee business on the Parliament’s website.  This includes access to all key publications and 
reports from 1999 onwards. Each committee has a dedicated set of webpages which includes details 
of all current and previous business, and published reports. To enhance the accessibility of this 



information the home page is updated daily with news and details of forthcoming business, with links 
to more detailed information. 

 

 When a committee meets formally outside Parliament, accessibility is one of the most important 

features in deciding the choice of venue for the meeting. The venue must be suitable for wheelchair 

access to both the building and the room where the meeting is taking place, and there should be the 

availability of an induction loop, suitable lighting and accessible toilets. As with meetings held in the 

Parliament, the same procedures are applied when booking tickets for the meeting to check whether 

any access requirements need to be put in place for anyone who is attending the meeting.  

 

 When a committee is meeting outside Edinburgh, this is normally publicised through local media and 

promoted to specific groups as appropriate. External committee meetings are now also being used as 

a focus for the ‘Parliament Day’ initiative which includes engagement activities with local groups and 

organisations. In addition to formal, external committee meetings, many committees undertake fact-

finding visits to engage directly with people in a more informal manner. As part of this engagement 

activity, the SPCB is aware of those groups who are underrepresented in the Parliament and make 

every effort to ensure that these groups are directly targeted when organising public meetings.  

 The SPCB is constantly striving to ensure that the work of the Parliament and its members is as 

accessible as possible to the people of Scotland. We value feedback from service users and others 

that help us improve our processes in this regard. 

 

John Wilson (Central Scotland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Parliamentary Body 

what its’ the timescale is to provide a response to a written question and when it will provide a 

response to question S4W-13657, which was lodged on 13 March 2013. 

 

David Stewart: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-13657, published on 8 May 2013. 

 

    The following questions received holding answers: 

 

S4W-14218 

S4W-14219 

S4W-14220 

S4W-14399 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 


