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Enterprise and Environment 

 Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what it considers the potential harm to be to bees from the use of neonicotinoid 
pesticides. 

Holding answer issued: 11 March 2013 (S4W-13039) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government’s position is based on the scientific advice it receives 
from the Advisory Committee on Pesticides (ACP), its own scientists in SASA (Science and Advice for 
Scottish Agriculture), and through other sources such as The European Food Safety Authority. 

A number of studies have demonstrated risks to bee health and gaps in the knowledge about the 
effects of neonicotinoids on pollinators. However, there has been a lack of evidence of a direct link 
between neonicotinoids and a reduction in pollinator numbers when farmers use neonicotinoids in 
their fields. 

The ACP has been asked urgently to produce new advice taking account of the latest scientific data. 
As part of this process, the ACP has commissioned independent reviews of key research findings. 
ACP’s advice following their reviews will then inform the Scottish Government’s view on any action. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what measures it takes to ensure that pesticides used in farming are not harmful 
to bees. 

Holding answer issued: 11 March 2013 (S4W-13040) 

Richard Lochhead: All agricultural pesticides are tightly regulated under European legislation to 
protect people and the environment. The risk assessment process, set out in the legislation, looks in 
detail at the risks to honey bees. The regulatory process is constantly updated so that it advances with 
scientific knowledge. 

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 safe use of neonicotinoids, including notifying beekeepers prior to 
their use, as well as being strongly advised to follow label recommendations. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what testing is being carried out to ensure that horsemeat is not being traded as 
beef. 

Holding answer issued: 1 March 2013 (S4W-13114) 

Richard Lochhead: FSA Authenticity Survey: 

On the 19 February 2013, the Food Standards Agency (FSA) published information about its robust 
UK wide authenticity survey where 28 local authorities took samples of beef products from all parts of 
the food chain in the first two phases. Two local authorities in Scotland (City of Edinburgh and Stirling 
Councils) participated in phases 1 and 2. A further 24 local authorities will take samples for phase 3 
and Highland Council and Dundee City Council are participating in this phase. 

Phase 1: As at 11 March 2013, 224 samples (16 in Scotland) of raw comminuted (minced) beef 
have been checked for horse and pig DNA. The results show that 212 of the 224 samples taken in 
phase 1 are negative for horse DNA at or above the 1% threshold. One Scottish sample tested 
positive. 

Seven samples are awaiting further verification and the FSA will publish details as soon as further 
information is received. 



Phase 2: As of 11 March 2013, 140 (10 in Scotland) samples of beef-based ready meals have been 
checked for horse and pig DNA. Of the 140 samples taken, and the 52 results received, all are 
negative for horse DNA. 0 Scottish samples tested positive. 

Phase 3: As part of an EU sampling programme 150 products will be tested in Phase 3. 12 samples 
will be taken in Scotland. 

Industry testing: 

The FSA also ordered food businesses to conduct authenticity tests on all processed beef products 
and provide the results to the FSA. Of the 5430 tests carried out by the industry to 11 March 2013 
5386, over 99% did not contain horse DNA at or above the 1% threshold. The industry will continue to 
report the results of their ongoing testing and the FSA will provide quarterly updates via its website. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what action it is taking to assure consumers that products labelled as beef do 
not contain horsemeat. 

Holding answer issued: 1 March 2013 (S4W-13115) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government: 

On the 23 January 2013, Scottish Ministers asked the Food Standards Agency (FSA) to work with 
local authorities to carry out focused food standards audits of approved processed meat 
manufacturers. Scotland was the first part of the UK to initiate this work, which is in addition to the 
actions set out in the FSA’s plan and the European Commission’s testing programme. All the focused 
audits are now complete and no issues relating to horse DNA have been reported (as at 11 March 
2013). 

Throughout the horsemeat incident I have met regularly with stakeholders, including retailers, and 
have been in regular contact with ministers in other parts of the UK. 

At the National Farmers Union Annual General Meeting on 19 February 2013 I announced additional 
funding of £1 million to Quality Meat Scotland to strengthen the Scotch label, including a new licensing 
scheme to add weight to the rigorous requirements already in place to guarantee the authenticity of 
“Scotch Beef”, “Scotch Lamb” and “Specially Selected Pork”. This will provide the highest possible 
assurance that consumer food purchases contain premium quality branded beef and lamb. 

This ties in well with our plans, announced last week, for an expert group to take forward the 
Scottish food industry’s work on traceability and provenance and this group will work on any further 
steps that need to be taken. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what plans it has to 
change how the money raised from landfill tax credits is distributed to communities affected by nearby 
landfill sites and what the reasons are for any such changes. 

Holding answer issued: 6 March 2013 (S4W-13165) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government has announced its intention to use new powers in the 
Scotland Act 2012 to create a replacement tax on landfill when the UK system is disapplied in 
Scotland after the 1 April 2015. As mentioned in our consultation paper, “Protecting Our Resources-
Consultation on a Scottish Landfill Tax”, we are proposing that the Landfill Tax Communities Fund be 
replaced with a new credit system that will retain the ability for communities and environmental 
organisations to access funds to offset the dis-amenity and negative impacts of landfill. 

The distribution mechanism will be decided at a later stage following further consultation with 
stakeholders. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
when it will publish its plans on reform of the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP). 

Holding answer issued: 18 March 2013 (S4W-13452) 

Richard Lochhead: Many key aspects of the CAP reforms are still very unclear. 



We do not know the size of our CAP budget and the main regulations will not be agreed before the 
end of June 2013. 

Those key issues must be addressed before we can take decisions on what the final CAP will look 
like in Scotland. 

We will take these decisions in consultation with the industry once the final budget and wider CAP 
framework is known. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what plans it has regarding how many payment regions there will be under the new area-based 
payment system for landowners, and what the criteria will be for setting up the boundaries for this 

Holding answer issued: 18 March 2013 (S4W-13453) 

Richard Lochhead: Building on the work they did for the Brian Pack Inquiry, we have 
commissioned the James Hutton Institute to model a wide range of scenarios for payment regions in 
Scotland. They are due to present their findings to a Stakeholder conference in April 2013. 

There are many criteria that can be used to define payment regions and those currently being 
considered include land quality and land classification criteria. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
how quickly it plans to phase out the historic payment system for landowners. 

Holding answer issued: 18 March 2013 (S4W-13454) 

Richard Lochhead: It is expected that the new Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) regulations, once 
they have been finalised, will grant a substantial degree of discretion over the speed and trajectory of 
the transition from the current Direct Payments system to an area based system. The Scottish 
Government has consistently stated that its ultimate decision on the speed of transition will depend on 
how well those who are disadvantaged by the current system, for example new entrants to farming, 
are catered for in the final CAP deal. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
how much common agricultural policy funding it will shift from Pillar 1 to 2 and whether it will (a) co-
finance the funds transferred and (b) use its option to (i) support young farmers funding in Pillar 1 and 
(ii) top-up Less Favoured Areas farmers in Pillar 1 payments. 

Holding answer issued: 18 March 2013 (S4W-13455) 

Richard Lochhead: At this stage the EU has not published details of Member States’ budget 
allocations under the Common Agricultural Policy and we have no firm indication yet of the timescale 
for finalising Scotland’s share of the UK allocation once it is known. We therefore do not yet know 
what our Pillar 1 and Pillar 2 budget allocations will be, and so it is not possible to make any decision 
on the transfer of funds between the two pillars at this stage. The same goes for decisions on co-
financing any funds transferred, a young farmers scheme and Areas of Natural Constraint payments in 
Pillar 1  

 

 Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it will use the small farmers scheme to deliver support to crofters. 

Holding answer issued: 18 March 2013 (S4W-13458) 

Richard Lochhead: Support for small farmers and crofters under Pillar 2 of the Common 
Agricultural Policy (CAP) will be a feature of the Scotland Rural Development Programme 2014-2020. 
Consultation on the detail of the Programme is expected to commence in spring 2014, and the 
agricultural and crofting sectors will have the opportunity to present their views. 

We will consider whether to use the Pillar 1 Small Farmer Scheme once the final outcome of the 
CAP negotiations is known. As the proposals stand the maximum payment under this scheme would 
be €1,000 per year. 



 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it will use its option to establish a coupled support scheme for beef and sheep production. 

Holding answer issued: 18 March 2013 (S4W-13460) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government believes coupled payments are an important way to 
try and address the continuing decline in livestock numbers and risk of land abandonment in Scotland. 
We continue to argue for the ability to use up to 15% of our direct payments ceiling for coupled 
payments. 

Our decision on the detailed design of coupled support schemes will be taken after the new 
Common Agricultural Policy regulations have been finalised and following stakeholder consultation. 

 

Alison Johnstone (Lothian) (Scottish Green Party): To ask the Scottish Government how much 
has been awarded to the University of St Andrews to develop a cetacean-friendly seal scarer and 
when the scarer will be commercially available. 

Holding answer issued: 21 March 2013 (S4W-13510) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government provided £94,000 to the Sea Mammal Research Unit 
at University of St. Andrews to support initial research into a range of possible new options for seal 
deterrence using sound. The research project yielded some promising results amidst a number of 
failures, as might be expected with experimental designs of this nature. It did not itself produce an 
effective deterrent. 

The University subsequently developed a single prototype device using a sound that produced a 
“startle” response in seals. This prototype proved effective in initial limited captive trials and initial field 
tests, which were supported by Scottish Government funding of £110,000. 

The final prototype device is the intellectual property of the University and it is for them to explore 
potential options for commercial development. The Scottish Government is not permitted to directly 
fund the commercial development of such a device. The University advises us that the device is 
expected to continue development and field testing for another 12 to 18 months before reaching the 
stage of commercial development. 

 

Alison Johnstone (Lothian) (Scottish Green Party): To ask the Scottish Government when it will 
publish the second tranche of regulations implementing Council Regulation (EC) No 1099/2009 on the 
protection of animals at the time of killing. 

Holding answer issued: 21 March 2013 (S4W-13514) 

Richard Lochhead: The Scottish Government put in place new domestic legislation, the Welfare of 
Animals at time of killing (Scotland) Regulation 2012, to implement and enforce 1099/2009 from 1 
January 2013, when the EU legislation came into effect. 

The domestic legislation currently maintains existing national rules that go beyond the EU regulation 
in terms of protection of animal welfare at slaughter. However, we have previously stated that an 
amendment may be necessary in 2013 in light of consultation responses. 

Analysis of the responses received to the consultation on the implementation of 1099/2009 in 
Scotland is underway. Until this process is complete, it would be premature to confirm if or when an 
amendment might be laid before Parliament. 

Learning and Justice 

 Annabel Goldie (West Scotland) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government whether the National Gaelic Language Plan 2012-17 is delivering improvement 
against the outcomes and priorities identified in the plan. 

Holding answer issued: 28 February 2013 (S4W-12773) 

Alasdair Allan: I am pleased to say we are seeing good progress against the priorities identified in 
the National Gaelic Language Plan. This progress is in the main development areas listed in the plan 



such as Home and Early Years, School Education, Post-School Education, Communities, Workplace, 
Arts and Media and Heritage and Tourism. 

Any description of the progress that has been made does involve considerable detail in the areas 
mentioned above and this has been included in a report which I have made available at the Scottish 
Parliament Information Centre (Bib. number 54809) 

 

John Finnie (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government what (a) 
support and (b) advice it gives to local authorities on facilitating travel for pupils who want to attend 
primary and secondary Gaelic medium school. 

 (S4W-13732) 

Alasdair Allan: Transportation to schools for pupils is a matter for the local authorities, and the 
Scottish Government has no locus to intervene. 

However, some local authorities do include an element for transportation in their bids from the 
Gaelic Specific Grant Scheme under the Gaelic Education (Scotland) Regulations 1986. 

 

John Finnie (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government whether it 
compares progress in the (a) use and (b) active promotion of Gaelic with that achieved by Welsh and 
Irish language authorities. 

 (S4W-13734) 

Alasdair Allan: The Scottish Government does not directly compare progress made with Gaelic 
against any other language. 

All indigenous languages have unique circumstances and face unique challenges which need to be 
addressed in a manner that suits the specific language. However, we continue to work closely with 
other administrations to identify and share best practice to the benefit of all our languages. 

 

John Finnie (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government whether it 
will provide an update on the recruitment of teachers for Gaelic Medium Education (GME). 

 (S4W-13735) 

Alasdair Allan: There are currently 343 teachers teaching through the medium of Gaelic in all levels 
from Nursery through to Secondary. In 2012 we saw 24 probationers graduate which was the largest 
number of Gaelic Medium Teachers ever to come through training in a single year. 

However, we are aware that the recruitment of teachers to the Gaelic sector remains a challenge. To 
help address this challenge Bòrd na Gaidhlig has set up the Gaelic Teachers Recruitment and 
Retention Group which is made up of representatives from the Scottish Government, all the Teacher 
Education Institutions and a number of local authorities who provide GME. The Group seeks to identify 
recruitment, promotion and retention opportunities in the sector whilst seeking to remove any barriers 
to individuals who wish to teach. The Group is making good progress and a new Gaelic Teacher 
Immersion Course is being developed through its work. The aim of this course will be to enable 
teachers to transfer to Gaelic Medium teaching. 

In addition the Scottish Government has written to the Scottish Funding Council asking it to support 
initiatives which could improve effectiveness and widen access to Gaelic teacher education. In 
response to this request the Council have agreed to support The University of the Highlands and 
Islands with the funding of 20 additional student places for Gaelic Teacher Training. 

 

John Finnie (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government what 
regard it has had to Gaelic in relation to the provision of additional pre-school hours.  

 (S4W-13736) 

Alasdair Allan: The Children and Young People Bill, currently being developed, includes provisions 
to increase the current entitlement to 475 hours per year of funded pre-school education for 3 and 4 



year olds, to a minimum of 600 hours per year of funded early learning and childcare for 3 and 4 year 
olds, as well as 2 year olds who are looked after or subject to a kinship care order, from 2014. 

We expect that providers of Gaelic medium early learning and childcare will have an important role 
to play in delivering the entitlement to those eligible children whose parents wish to make use of this 
type of provision. 

Scottish Ministers aim to see the expansion of Gaelic medium education at all levels and see Gaelic 
early years as playing a key role. Gaelic early years are also a key priority area listed in the National 
Plan for Gaelic. In view of this, and the forthcoming expansion of the funded early learning and 
childcare hours set out above, we are working closely with local authorities and Bord na Gaidhlig to 
expand this sector. 

 


