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1. As a permanent resident of Rothesay, I am strongly opposed to the 
recommendation to close the Sheriff’s Court and my comments are addressed solely 
to this issue. 
 
2. I consider that the SCS recommendation fails adequately to recognise 
Rothesay’s situation as an island community. In particular, neither the SCS 
Response nor the Analysis of Consultation Responses (para 8.33) make any 
mention of the likelihood that both prosecution and defence witnesses would have no 
alternative but to travel in close proximity to each other in the ferry lounge (see the 
Rothesay standard campaign response set out in Annex 2 of the Analysis). 
 
3. The SCS accepts that the annual running cost of Rothesay is “relatively 
modest” (para 7.24). Surely in the context of projected savings of £1,229,000 the 
figure of £6,000 should more accurately be described as miniscule? In addition, it 
should be noted that keeping Rothesay open would have no impact on the total 
estimated backlog maintenance saving of £4,256,000 (Shaping Scotland’s Court 
Services p78).  
 
4. Being unable to justify the closure on financial grounds, the SCS appears to 
base its recommendation primarily on the question of the suitability of the 
accommodation.  I am not aware of this being raised as a major issue by any of the 
participants in the Rothesay court processes. To recommend closure on the grounds 
that the accommodation used on Bute does not fully meet “the standards and 
expectations of a modern court service” is tantamount to suggesting that one size 
should fit all.  Should all local hospitals be closed because they cannot provide all 
the facilities of a major city hospital? 
 
5.  I respectfully urge the Committee not to implement the closure recommendation 
for Rothesay.  
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