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RURAL ECONOMY AND CONNECTIVITY COMMITTEE  
 

INQUIRY INTO CONSTRUCTION AND PROCUREMENT OF FERRY VESSELS IN 
SCOTLAND 

 
SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 

 
I wish to comment on the inconsistent treatment of the written submission made by 
the Scottish Ministers to the parliamentary inquiry, dated 12 August 2020 and 
assertions contained therein. 
 
I understand, after correspondence with committee clerks, that there is a two-tier 
process with regard to the review of submissions made to the Ferries Inquiry.  All 
submissions made by the general public are subject to review with amendments 
proposed by committee clerks before they are displayed publicly on the committee’s 
webpage and released to the committee members.  The clerks of the committee state 
that the purpose of the review is for reasons of “data protection, copyright infringement 
or defamation” however their review goes beyond this.  Their review focuses on 
identifying assertions otherwise presented as facts and ensuring arguments are 
supported with external references to source documentation. 
 
The submission on behalf of Scottish Ministers, dated 12 August 2020, is not subject 
to this same review.  This allows ministers to make unsupported assertions in their 
submission not independently checked by clerks of the committee. 
 
All submissions must be treated and seen to be treated equally by the clerks of 
the committee in order to maintain public confidence in the committee’s 
proceedings.  The general public will be unaware of the current different 
treatment of submissions. 
 
The following is purely an example of an unsupported assertion made by Ministers 
(the underlining is my emphasis): 
 
Section 80 of the Minister’s submission states “Following due diligence undertaken by 
expert external commercial and legal advisers the Scottish Ministers made two 
commercial loans to FMEL for an aggregate amount of £45 million.”  This assertion of 
Minster’s “due diligence” is unreferenced and contradicts comments made by 
Minister’s expert external commercial advisers in their letter dated 13 June 2018 to 
Ministers which states (at the top of page 3) “We have not been instructed to perform 
a full independent review of the latest financial information provided and note that SG 
will consider the full suite of our work from August 2017 to date in reaching its 
conclusion.”  A copy of this letter is available from the Scottish Government’s website. 
 
It is not practical for the committee to attempt to validate all assertions made in an 
extensive written submission by Ministers during committee session.  For this further 
reason, all written submissions must be treated equally. 


