
Thursday 25 April 2013 

SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT 

Enterprise and Environment 

Willie Rennie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish 
Government which UK regulators it consulted in preparing its report, Economic and Competition 
Regulation in an Independent Scotland and whether it will publish any evidence received. 

Holding answer issued: 24 April 2013 (S4W-13931) 

John Swinney: We consulted Ofgem, Ofcom, the Office of the Rail Regulator, the Civil Aviation 
Authority, the Office of Fair Trading and the Competition Commission. We also consulted the Scottish 
Regulator, Water Industry Commission for Scotland. The evidence from these consultations underpins 
the work of the published paper. 

 

Willie Rennie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish 
Government which companies operating in Scotland and regulated by a UK-wide regulator it consulted 
in preparing its report, Economic and Competition Regulation in an Independent Scotland, and 
whether it will publish any evidence received. 

Holding answer issued: 24 April 2013 (S4W-13932) 

John Swinney: We did not consult with individual companies. However, we met with 
representatives from the Federation of Small Businesses, and the Confederation of British Industry. 
Any evidence received underpinned the published paper. 

 

Willie Rennie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish 
Government which parcel delivery companies it consulted in preparing its report, Economic and 
Competition Regulation in an Independent Scotland; what evidence it received, and what views were 
expressed about the ability of a separate Scottish regulator to reduce delivery charges in the Highland 
and Islands. 

Holding answer issued: 24 April 2013 (S4W-13933) 

John Swinney: Consultations with parcel delivery companies did not take place prior to the 
publication of the paper. However, work on combined economic regulation is on-going, and this will 
include engagement with key stakeholders. 

 

Willie Rennie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish 
Government which countries it assessed for inclusion in Figure A2 of its report, Economic and 
Competition Regulation in an Independent Scotland, and how it selected those that were published. 

Holding answer issued: 24 April 2013 (S4W-13934) 

John Swinney: A range of countries were considered for comparison in figure A2, based on 
population size and the country’s chosen model of economic and competition regulation. Full details 
are set out in Annex A of the report.  

 

Willie Rennie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish 
Government which “regulatory experts across the UK” it consulted in preparing its report, Economic 
and Competition Regulation in an Independent Scotland, as noted on page 8 of the report. 

Holding answer issued: 24 April 2013 (S4W-13937) 

John Swinney: We consulted Ofgem, Ofcom, the Office of the Rail Regulator, the Civil Aviation 
Authority, the Office of Fair Trading, the Competition Commission, and the Scottish Regulator Water 
Industry Commission for Scotland . We also consulted Ewan Sutherland, a telecoms consultant, and 
Gordon Downie, head of Energy and Natural Resources at Shepherd and Wedderburn. 



 

Willie Rennie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish 
Government, in preparing its report, Economic and Competition Regulation in an Independent 
Scotland, what discussions it had with the (a) Civil Aviation Authority and (b) New Zealand Commerce 
Commission. 

Holding answer issued: 24 April 2013 (S4W-13939) 

John Swinney: We spoke with the Civil Aviation Authority on 7 January 2013 and the New Zealand 
Commerce Comission on 22 January 2013. 

 

Gavin Brown (Lothian) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the Scottish 
Government what savings the Strategic Forum made in 2012-13, also broken down by (a) 
organisation and (b) measure taken. 

 (S4W-14041) 

John Swinney: This is an operational matter for the bodies within the Strategic Forum. l shall ask 
the Chief Executives to write to you. 

 

Alex Fergusson (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): 
To ask the Scottish Government whether its policy on the publication of sea lice data was influenced 
by the 2012 study by Jensen et al on sea lice and salmon farming that was published in Proceedings 
of the Royal Society B. 

 (S4W-14054) 

Paul Wheelhouse: While the Scottish Government continue to welcome all scientific consideration, 
including the study by Jensen et al, the Scottish Government’s clear preference has always been, and 
continues to be, to deliver necessary improvements in data availability through voluntary means, both 
in terms of sea lice data and other data requirements going forward. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it has explored the possibility of Highlands and Islands Enterprise supplying a European 
Fisheries Fund bridging loan when payment schedules are disrupted. 

 (S4W-14067) 

Fergus Ewing: Discussions regularly take place with the Enterprise Networks regarding the delivery 
of the European Fisheries Fund (EFF) programme in Scotland, which already operates with match 
funding through the Scottish Government and the enterprise networks. 

Highlands and Islands Enterprise have no plans to establish bridging loan arrangements for EFF 
beneficiaries. A bridging loan from a public body would constitute a State aid with grant equivalence 
which would count towards the aid awarded to the applicant, and therefore reduce overall assistance. 

Finance 

Nigel Don (Angus North and Mearns) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
what the impact has been of Public Contracts Scotland's national advertising portal. 

 (S4O-2043) 

Nicola Sturgeon: Scotland’s public bodies spend over £9 billion each year on procurement and the 
Public Contracts Scotland (PCS) service has had a significant impact in opening up opportunities in 
this area, especially to Small and Medium Enterprises (SMEs) in Scotland. Statistics from PCS 
indicate that last year 82% of suppliers that were awarded contracts were SMEs and that 80% were 
Scottish-based companies. 

These statistics illustrate the importance of public sector procurement to Scottish businesses and 
play an important role in building a wealthier and more successful nation. 



PCS has streamlined the bidding process for low value contracts, considerably easing the 
administrative burden of doing business with the public sector, and has opened up access to sub-
contract opportunities on large scale contracts by enabling prime contractors to advertise these 
opportunities to benefit suppliers further down the supply chain. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government which 
contracts for which it has issued invitations to tender will contain community benefit clauses. 

 (S4W-14084) 

Nicola Sturgeon: The Scottish Government have implemented community benefit clauses in 
various contracts, however we do not currently have a central record containing information on 
community benefit clauses used in individual contracts. 

We intend to use the forthcoming Procurement Reform Bill to introduce a statutory requirement that 
public sector bodies include community benefit clauses in all new major public contracts and that 
those in receipt of major public contracts publish their commitments and target updates on training, 
apprenticeships and performance. 

When implementing the Procurement Reform Bill, the Scottish Government intend to hold a record 
of community benefit information in order to identify which major Scottish Government contracts 
contain community benefit clauses. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government (a) 
which and (b) what percentage of its (i) currently allocated contracts and (ii) contracts allocated in the 
last six years contain or have contained community benefit clauses. 

 (S4W-14085) 

Nicola Sturgeon: The Scottish Government have implemented community benefit clauses in 
various contracts. For example, the Scottish Government’s Ready for Business programme is a public 
social partnership pilot which aims to support social enterprises to increase their trading with 
commercial businesses through the delivery of goods and services. 

The Scottish Government do not currently have a central record containing information on 
community benefit clauses used in individual contracts, or the percentage of contracts containing 
community benefit clauses.  

We intend to use the forthcoming Procurement Reform Bill to introduce a statutory requirement that 
public sector bodies include community benefit clauses in all new major public contracts and that 
those in receipt of major public contracts publish their commitments and target updates on training, 
apprenticeships and performance.  

When implementing the Procurement Reform Bill, the Scottish Government intends to hold a record 
of community benefit information in order to identify which major Scottish Government contracts 
contain community benefit clauses. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
information it has on the average percentage of its contract clauses that community benefit clauses 
represent. 

 (S4W-14086) 

Nicola Sturgeon: The Scottish Government has implemented community benefit clauses in various 
contracts, however we do not currently have a central record containing information on the average 
percentage of contract clauses that community benefit clauses represent. 

We intend to use the forthcoming Procurement Reform Bill to introduce a statutory requirement that 
public sector bodies include community benefit clauses in all new major public contracts and that 
those in receipt of major public contracts publish their commitments and target updates on training, 
apprenticeships and performance.  



It would not be the intention to hold a record of the average percentage of contract clauses that 
community benefit clauses represent. 

 

Patrick Harvie (Glasgow) (Scottish Green Party): To ask the Scottish Government, further to the 
answer to question S4W-13897 by Nicola Sturgeon on 16 April 2013, whether it will provide a list of 
each helpline it supports that is operated by a private company and the name of each operating 
company. 

 (S4W-14288) 

Nicola Sturgeon: This information is not held centrally and could only be obtained at 
disproportionate cost. 

 

Health and Social Care 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
how many (a) outpatients and (b) inpatients have been removed from waiting lists using waiting times 
code (i) 20, (ii) 21, (iii) 37, (iv) 38, (v) 40, (vi) 41 and (vii) 42 in (A) March, (B) June and (C) December 
in each year since 2008, broken down by NHS board. 

 (S4W-13978) 

Alex Neil: I have arranged for the information requested to be placed with the Scottish Parliament 
Information Centre (Bib. number: 54884). 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what its position is 
on the appropriateness of the (a) Chief Executive and (b) Medical Director of NHS Tayside sitting on 
the board of Health Improvement Scotland. 

 (S4W-14063) 

Alex Neil: As stated in Parliament on 26 February 2013, serving members of staff of a NHS board 
will in future not be appointed as board members of a scrutiny body (Healthcare Improvement 
Scotland or the Care Inspectorate). 

The arrangements for the appointment of the chief executive of NHS Tayside as a member of the 
board of Healthcare Improvement Scotland were made prior to this announcement and in accordance 
with the rules governing Public Appointments, prior to this announcement. The Medical Director of 
NHS Tayside is not a member of the board of Healthcare Improvement Scotland. 

All members of NHS boards are expected to carry out their responsibilities in line with the board 
member’s Code of Conduct surrounding any potential conflicts of interest and any conflict of interests 
would be recorded on the Register of Interests. Further details on these can be found on the 
Healthcare Improvement Scotland website via the following link: 
http://www.healthcareimprovementscotland.org/about_us/our_board.aspx. 

 

Helen Eadie (Cowdenbeath) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government, further to the 
answer to question S4W-13200 by Michael Matheson on 5 March 2013, what restrictions relating to 
new medicines apply to ulipristal acetate that are additional to the restriction removed on 9 November 
2012 and under what conditions it can be made available without prescription. 

 (S4W-14145) 

Michael Matheson: Ulipristal acetate is licensed as an emergency hormonal contraception. For this 
indication it is a prescription only medicine. The usual route for obtaining the medicine is via 
prescription from a qualified prescriber. 

Exceptionally, it may be possible for ulipristal acetate to be obtained through a patient group 
direction (PGD) facility where such a direction has been put in place by a NHS board. 

It is for NHS boards to determine when to establish a PGD and for what service. Scottish 
Government does not hold information on NHS board PGDs. 

http://www.healthcareimprovementscotland.org/about_us/our_board.aspx


 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what information it 
has on whether NHS Counter Fraud Services is carrying out investigations regarding the State 
Hospital and what the nature is of the investigations. 

 (S4W-14244) 

Alex Neil: The Scottish Government understands that the State Hospital has undertaken an internal 
investigation into anonymous allegations made to NHS Counter Fraud Services. The outcome of the 
investigation will be reported to the State Hospital Audit Committee. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether internal 
auditors at the State Hospital have been asked to investigate issues raised by the non-executive 
directors of the board regarding decisions made by the senior management team. 

 (S4W-14245) 

Alex Neil: The Scottish Government understands that the State Hospital have asked their internal 
auditors to report on three anonymous allegations made to NHS Counter Fraud Services. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether any 
member of the State Hospital’s senior management team has had enhancements to their salary in the 
last two years and, if so, for what reason, and whether these were backdated. 

 (S4W-14246) 

Alex Neil: The Scottish Government understands that in June 2012 members of the State Hospital 
senior management team received a recruitment and retention premium as part of their remuneration 
package. 

Due to an oversight, payment of the premium was not made at the time it was due. Therefore, this 
resulted in a back payment being made. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government for what reason 
the Chief Executive of NHS Scotland sought to amend the Audit Scotland report, Management of 
patients on NHS waiting lists, as reported in the Sunday Herald on 31 March 2013. 

 (S4W-14310) 

Alex Neil: There is an agreed protocol between Audit Scotland and the Scottish Government 
covering the arrangements for carrying out and clearing performance audit reports undertaken on 
behalf of the Auditor General for Scotland (AGS) which are published as part of the Scottish Public 
Finance Manual. The purpose of the protocol is to ensure that all relevant parties in the Scottish 
Government and Audit Scotland are aware of the arrangements for carrying out performance audits 
undertaken on behalf of the AGS and clearing draft reports. 

The protocol states that in relation to the draft report/key messages: 
“The project manager sends a copy of the key messages document and draft report to all project 

advisory group members, including the SG representative, for comment.” 

For formal clearance of the report, the protocol says: 
“The AGS sends a formal letter and a copy of the report to the relevant Accountable Officer. The 

AGS’s letter specifies the date when comments are due back (this is three weeks from the date of the 
letter) and asks for confirmation of the factual accuracy of the report and any other comments on the 
presentation and conclusions.” 

While the Scottish Government can provide comment on the draft report, the final decision on what 
to include in the report is solely the responsibility of Audit Scotland. The comments provided were in 
line with standard procedures where Audit Scotland asked for comments on the draft report. In the 
interest of accuracy, Audit Scotland accepted a number of points raised and amended the final report 
accordingly, in exactly the same way as has been done on many other occasions. 

 



Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government for what reason 
the chief executive of NHS Scotland asked Audit Scotland to add “helpful” points to the report, 
Management of patients on NHS waiting lists, as reported in the Sunday Herald on 31 March 2013. 

 (S4W-14311) 

Alex Neil: There is an agreed protocol between Audit Scotland and the Scottish Government 
covering the arrangements for carrying out and clearing performance audit reports undertaken on 
behalf of the Auditor General for Scotland (AGS) which are published as part of the Scottish Public 
Finance Manual. The purpose of the protocol is to ensure that all relevant parties in the Scottish 
Government and Audit Scotland are aware of the arrangements for carrying out performance audits 
undertaken on behalf of the AGS and clearing draft reports. 

The protocol states that in relation to the draft report/key messages: 
“The project manager sends a copy of the key messages document and draft report to all project 

advisory group members, including the SG representative, for comment.” 

For formal clearance of the report, the protocol says: 
“The AGS sends a formal letter and a copy of the report to the relevant Accountable Officer. The 

AGS’s letter specifies the date when comments are due back (this is three weeks from the date of the 
letter) and asks for confirmation of the factual accuracy of the report and any other comments on the 
presentation and conclusions.” 

While the Scottish Government can provide comment on the draft report, the final decision on what 
to include in the report is solely the responsibility of Audit Scotland. The comments provided were in 
line with standard procedures where Audit Scotland asked for comments on the draft report. In the 
interest of accuracy, Audit Scotland accepted a number of points raised and amended the final report 
accordingly, in exactly the same way as has been done on many other occasions. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how 
many people in the NHS Grampian area have been screened for bowel cancer in each of the last 
three years. 

 (S4W-14340) 

Michael Matheson: The number and percentage of eligible men and women in the NHS Grampian 
area who have taken part in the Scottish Bowel Screening Programme over the last three years is 
provided in the following table: 

NHS Grampian 2010 2011* 2012 

Males 23,339 (55.7%) 21,108 (57%) These data are not 
available yet 

Females 26,605 (63.1%) 24,309 (65.1%) These data are not 
available yet 

Notes: 
*includes published data to October 2011. 

Learning and Justice 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how it 
supports access to education and training for women of all ages in South Scotland. 

 (S4O-2042) 

Michael Russell: This Government invests around £2 billion each year in colleges and universities. 
In particular included in that amount is significant and specific funding to support the development in 
the South of Scotland of the Scottish Borders Campus in Galashiels and the Crichton Campus in 
Dumfries. The priority attached by the college sector to the education and training of women is 
reflected in a substantially higher number of enrolments by women than by men, and in the majority of 
learning opportunities being offered on a part-time basis. To better meet the needs of college regions, 
we asked the Funding Council to consider a number of priorities in applying the additional £61 million 
funding recently announced. 

We have also committed £250,000 over the next two years to CareerWISE Scotland, which was 
announced at the Women's Employment Summit in September 2012. This will deliver tangible 



improvements in the position of women in science and engineering careers by seeking to change the 
actions of schools, teachers and employers. With regard to Modern Apprenticeships (MA) in 2011-12, 
43% of MA starts were woman compared with 27% in 2008-09. The number of MA starts in the 
Scottish Borders and Dumfries and Galloway in 2011-12 has increased to 1357 from previous years. 

 

Siobhan McMahon (Central Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how 
many convictions there have been under the Offensive Behaviour at Football and Threatening 
Communications (Scotland) Act 2012. 

 (S4O-2044) 

Roseanna Cunningham: Between 1 March and 31 December 2012, proceedings in relation to 64 
charges had been concluded under section 1 of the Offensive Behaviour and Threatening 
Communications (Scotland) Act 2012. Fifty four charges were convicted (84%). During the same time 
period, proceedings in relation to four charges had been concluded under section 6 of the Act, with 1 
charge convicted (25%). 

 

Anne McTaggart (Glasgow) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how many 
convictions for domestic abuse have been for a repeat of the same offence in each of the last five 
years. 

Holding answer issued: 17 April 2013 (S4W-13782) 

Kenny MacAskill: Information on the number of individuals convicted of an offence with a domestic 
abuse aggravator along with the number of those individuals with at least one previous conviction 
(also with a domestic abuse aggravator) is recorded in the following table: 

Financial Year 
Individuals convicted of a 

crime/offence with a domestic 
abuse aggravator 

Individuals with at least one 
previous conviction recorded 

(with a domestic abuse 
aggravator) 

2011-12 8,247 2,549 

2010-11 8,089 2,193 

2009-10 8,405 2,026 

2008-09 6,760 1,504 

2007-08 5,458 1,109 

Source: Scottish Government Criminal Proceedings Database. 

Offence aggravations are codes that highlight particular circumstances relating to the specific 
incident as opposed to the actual charge. Recording of offence aggravators has been improving over 
time and it is deemed that recording has only reached a sufficient level of consistency in the past three 
years from 2009-10. 

Any apparent increase in the number of previous offences is likely to be the product of improved 
recording and an increase in the counting base. Therefore, any comparisons of aggravator information 
made over time should be made with caution and in particular the number of individuals with at least 
one previous conviction is not comparable year on year. 

 

Siobhan McMahon (Central Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how it 
plans to change the focus on educational attainment in measuring outcomes for looked-after children. 

 (S4W-13962) 

Aileen Campbell: The Scottish Government is committed to achieving positive outcomes for our 
looked after children. In 2011 we published Educational Outcomes for Scotland’s Looked After 
Children 2009-10 which, for the first time linked data for looked after children provided by local 
authority social work services departments with educational data provided by publicly funded schools, 
the Scottish Qualifications Authority and Skills Development Scotland. 

The Curriculum for Excellence assessment approaches of sharing standards and developing quality 
assurance and, moderation approaches between teachers and authorities, as well as using 



Continuous Professional Development, will support the delivery of improvements in pupils’ educational 
outcomes including outcomes for looked-after children. 

The Scottish Government and its partners are currently developing the Senior Phase Benchmarking 
Tool to help local authorities and schools to analyse, compare and improve the performance of pupils 
in the senior phase of Curriculum for Excellence. This will support efforts to drive up attainment and 
tackle disadvantage including improving outcomes for looked-after children. 

 

Drew Smith (Glasgow) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what guidance it 
provides to local authorities on the planning of places at nursery schools for three-year-olds. 

 (S4W-14072) 

Aileen Campbell: Local authorities are currently required to deliver 475 hours per year of pre-
school education to three and four year olds. It is the responsibility of local authorities to ensure that all 
eligible children are offered a pre-school place. 

The Provision of School Education for Children Under School Age (Prescribed Children) (Scotland) 
Order 2002 sets out the term from which children can take up their funded place, depending on when 
in the calendar year their 3

rd
 birthday falls. 

Guidance on pre-school education provided under Section 34 of the Standards in Scotland’s 
Schools Etc. Act 2000 will be updated to reflect changes arising from the Children and Young People 
Bill. 

 

Drew Smith (Glasgow) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what information it has 
on how many parents do not obtain a place for their child at the nursery school of their (a) first and (b) 
second choice. 

 (S4W-14073) 

Aileen Campbell: This information is not held centrally. 

 

Drew Smith (Glasgow) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what information it has 
on how many parents do not obtain a place for their child at a nursery school in the first (a) three, (b) 
six and (c) nine months of their entitlement due to a lack of available places. 

 (S4W-14074) 

Aileen Campbell: Local authorities are under a statutory duty to secure a place for all prescribed 
children, where parents wish to have a place for their child, in accordance with where their third 
birthday falls. 

The Scottish Government monitors registration of those eligible children through the annual national 
Statistical Bulletin on Statistics for Schools in Scotland. This showed in December 2012 that 
registration for the pre-school entitlement was 96% of eligible children. 

 

Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what the reasons are for the reported increase since 2009 in the number of 
children attending school who have (a) additional support needs, (b) autism, (c) a speech and 
language disorder and (d) social, emotional behavioural difficulties. 

 (S4W-14192) 

Alasdair Allan: Prior to 2010, only pupils with Co-ordinated Support Plans, Individual Education 
Programmes or who were attending a special school were recorded as having additional support 
needs. However, in 2010 this was extended to include anyone receiving additional support, regardless 
of whether it was under a formal plan. This has led to a large increase in the number of pupils 
recorded with additional support needs since 2010. 

While factors for the increase include growing public and professional awareness, improved 
diagnosis, and wider diagnostic criteria, it is believed that better recording in schools is the primary 



reason for an increase in the prevalence of pupils who have additional support needs; autism; a 
speech and language disorder; and social and emotional behavioural difficulties. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what its policy is in 
relation to nursery provision in public sector workplaces. 

 (S4W-14217) 

Aileen Campbell: The provision of a nursery service, whether in a public, private or third sector 
workplace is the responsibility of the individual employer and not the Scottish Government. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how many foster 
carers there are in each local authority area and, of these, how many were approved in each of the 
last two years. 

 (S4W-14251) 

Aileen Campbell: Neither the Scottish Government nor the Care Inspectorate collects information 
on the number of foster carers broken down by local authority area. 

 

Drew Smith (Glasgow) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what discussions it 
has had with the UK Government on proposals to devolve responsibility for the operation and 
administration of employment tribunals and when such discussions will be concluded. 

 (S4W-14261) 

Roseanna Cunningham: The UK Government has been considering the transfer of the 
administration of reserved tribunals to the Scottish Ministers. In his response to the Cabinet Secretary 
for Justice’s letter of 12 October 2012, the Lord Chancellor and Secretary of State for Justice indicated 
that he would be in a position to provide an update on this issue shortly. We are still awaiting the UK 
Government’s update. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what action it is 
taking to ensure that children in kinship care have access to respite services. 

 (S4W-14274) 

Aileen Campbell: The Scottish Government is providing over £13 million for short breaks, between 
2010-15, which will be channelled through the voluntary sector. Organisations such as CHILDREN 1

st
, 

Geeza Break and Kinship for the Future North who support Kinship Carers have benefitted from this 
fund. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what financial 
support is provided to kinship carers. 

 (S4W-14275) 

Aileen Campbell: Kinship carers of children who are looked after are entitled to financial support 
from the responsible local authority. A number of local authorities also offer allowances to kinship 
carers of non-looked after children and those on a section 11 order of the Children (Scotland) Act 
1995 (e.g Residence Order). 

The level of kinship care payments are the responsibility of local authorities. The Scottish 
Government is committed to working with local authorities to ensure that kinship carers receive the 
support they need. 

The Scottish Government is currently reviewing financial support to kinship carers with a view to 
tailoring support and tackling inconsistencies across Scotland. 

 



Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government which provisions 
in the forthcoming Children and Young People Bill will help kinship carers. 

 (S4W-14278) 

Aileen Campbell: The Children and Young People Bill will: 
Provide enhanced support to kinship carers who obtain an order under section 11(1) of the 1995 Act 

(which will be deemed a “kinship care order”). 

Place a duty on local authorities to ensure that families in the early stages of distress who seek help 
are provided with appropriate forms of intervention (for example, family group conferencing or support 
with substance misuse). This will provide more help for those carers who accept long term caring 
responsibilities for a child This will be available where a child’s wellbeing would be at risk of being 
impaired and where appropriate, it can be used to promote the role of a kinship carer; and 

Place a duty on local authorities to provide a minimum of 600 hours early learning and childcare to 
three and four year olds, looked after two year olds and two year olds subject to a kinship care order. 

The Children and Young People Bill was introduced to Parliament on 18 April. The Bill and 
accompanying documents have been published on the Scottish Parliament website: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/Bills/62233.aspx 

http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/People/Young-People/legislation/impact. 

 

Strategy and External Affairs 

Neil Bibby (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how much it has 
invested in (a) Clyde Muirshiel Regional Park, (b) Pentland Hills Regional Park, (c) Edinburgh Castle 
(d) the National Museum of Scotland, (e) the National Gallery of Scotland, (f) Kelvingrove Art Gallery 
and Museum and (g) the Burrell Collection in each year since 1999 and (i) Cairngorms National Park 
and (ii) Loch Lomond and the Trossachs National Park in each year since 2002. 

 (S4W-14005) 

Fiona Hyslop: The level of investment in the following organisations: Edinburgh Castle; National 
Museum of Scotland; National Galleries of Scotland and Kelvingrove Art Gallery and Museum, for the 
years requested, can be found in the following table: 

Organisation 2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 

Edinburgh Castle*           

Capital - - - - £273,034 

Maintenance - - - - £643,041 

National Museum of Scotland £13,300,000 £16,100,000 £16,600,000 £18,100,000 £21,000,000 

National Galleries of Scotland £11,600,000 £18,200,000 £15,300,000 £11,900,000 £18,100,000 

Kelvingrove Art Gallery and Museum     £3,000,000     

 

Organisation 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 

Edinburgh Castle*           

Capital £322,358 £844,556 £1,841,279 £446,914 £60,177 

Maintenance £593,689 £602,029 £485,083 £523,918 £489,379 

National Museum of Scotland £24,000,000 £23,800,000 £24,700,000 £26,800,000 £26,500,000 

National Galleries of Scotland £12,100,000 £12,400,000 £12,700,000 £21,000,000 £21,000,000 

Kelvingrove Art Gallery and Museum           

 

Organisation 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 

Edinburgh Castle*       

Capital £108,719 £253,364 £119,005 

Maintenance £419,646 £530,827 £444,981 

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/Bills/62233.aspx
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/People/Young-People/legislation/impact


Organisation 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 

National Museum of Scotland £27,700,000 £22,700,000 £22,600,000 

National Galleries of Scotland £24,200,000 £14,200,000 £13,300,000 

Kelvingrove Art Gallery and Museum       

Note: *Edinburgh Castle - Due to a change in accounting heads it has only been possible to provide 
comparable information from 2004-2005. 

The Scottish Government has not provided any investment in the Burrell Collection in the years stated. 

The level of investment in the Cairngorms National Park Authority and Loch Lomond and the 
Trossachs National Park Authority, for the years requested, can be found in the following table: 

Organisation 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 

Cairngorms National Park £1,926,000 £3,111,000 £4,188,000 £4,446,000 £4,548,000 

Loch Lomond and Trossachs £5,232,000 £5,667,000 £5,778,000 £7,068,000 £6,673,000 

 

Organisation 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 

Cairngorms National Park £4,546,000 £4,805,000 £5,357,000 £5,153,000 £6,282,000 

Loch Lomond and Trossachs £6,940,000 £7,376,000 £7,802,000 £7,189,000 £9,511,000 

Regional Parks do not receive direct funding from the Scottish Government. However, they do receive 
financial support in the form of grants paid via other public bodies/public sector organisations. Further 
information on this is provided in the background note. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, whether one of its 
officials keeps track of all engagements between Scottish Government officials and government 
officials from (a) Qatar and (b) Argentina. 

 (S4W-14016) 

Humza Yousaf: Officials from respective policy areas are responsible for keeping a record of 
engagement between Scottish Government officials and officials from other countries in accordance 
with the values set out in the Civil Service Code. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, whether there is 
policy guidance that officials are obliged to follow when engaged in dialogue with government officials 
from (a) Qatar and (b) Argentina and, if so, whether it will publish such guidance. 

 (S4W-14017) 

Humza Yousaf: Officials are required to adhere to the Civil Service Code when engaging with 
government officials from other countries. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, how ministers are 
informed of dialogue between Scottish Government officials and government officials from (a) Qatar 
and (b) Argentina. 

 (S4W-14018) 

Humza Yousaf: Scottish Government officials engage with Ministers on a regular basis. As part of 
this process, officials update Ministers on their engagement and dialogue with officials from other 
countries, in accordance with the Civil Service Code. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W0-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, what topics have 



been presented to or summarised for ministers as a result of dialogue between Scottish Government 
officials and government officials from (a) Qatar and (b) Argentina. 

 (S4W-14019) 

Humza Yousaf: The Scottish Government places a high value on its relationships with other 
countries and engages with government officials from other countries on a number of areas of mutual 
interest. For example, the topics summarised for Ministers on Qatar include official to officials’ 
dialogue on trade and investment, Scotland’s energy and climate justice policies, planned visits to the 
Gulf region, proposed inward visits, opportunities for cultural exchange and other topics of mutual 
interest. Due to the high number of topics presented/summarised, a full break down could only be 
obtained at a disproportionate cost. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, within what 
parameters its officials are expected to work when engaged in dialogue with government officials from 
(a) Qatar and (b) Argentina. 

 (S4W-14020) 

Humza Yousaf: I refer the member to the answer to questions S4W-14016, S4W-14017 and S4W-
14018 on 25 April 2013. All answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the 
Parliament’s website, the search facility for which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, whether, in the 
last three months, it has issued new guidance to its officials with responsibilities for dialogue with 
government officials from (a) Qatar and (b) Argentina. 

 (S4W-14021) 

Humza Yousaf: No new guidance has been published. I refer the member to the answer to 
questions S4W-14016, S4W-14017 and S4W-14018 on 25 April 2013. All answers to written 
Parliamentary Questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search facility for which can be 
found at: http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, how ministers 
ensure that dialogue between Scottish Government officials and government officials from (a) Qatar 
and (b) Argentina reflect ministerial policy. 

 (S4W-14022) 

Humza Yousaf: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-14018 on 25 April 2013. All 
answers to written Parliamentary Questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, whether ministers 
discuss with the Foreign and Commonwealth Office dialogue between Scottish Government officials 
and government officials from (a) Qatar and (b) Argentina. 

 (S4W-14023) 

Humza Yousaf: There has been no recent contact with Foreign and Commonwealth Ministers on 
Scottish Government officials’ contact with these two countries but the Scottish Government engages 
in regular dialogue with the UK Government. A Memorandum of Understanding is in place to facilitate 
this interaction. 

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


 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, how ministers will 
report to the Parliament on dialogue between Scottish Government officials and government officials 
from (a) Qatar and (b) Argentina. 

 (S4W-14024) 

Humza Yousaf: The parliamentary process provides mechanisms through which the Parliament can 
request information about the Scottish Government’s engagement with these countries. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the answer to question S4W-13606 by Humza Yousaf on 27 March 2013, whether it will 
provide a summary of the engagement in the last six months between its officials and government 
officials from (a) Qatar and (b) Argentina. 

 (S4W-14025) 

Humza Yousaf: Due to the potential high number of engagements across the Scottish Government 
officials and government officials from (a) Qatar and (b) Argentina, a full break down of engagements 
in the last six months could only be obtained at a disproportionate cost. In addition, I refer the member 
to the answer to question S4W-14019 on 25 April 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. 

Transport Scotland 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
provision has been planned for people travelling between the rail and bus stations at the new 
Galashiels public transport interchange. 

 (S4W-14106) 

Keith Brown: In preparation for the return of rail services to the central Scottish Borders, a new 
Transport Interchange will be delivered in Galashiels by Scottish Borders Council that will fully 
integrate train, bus, taxi, car, cycling and pedestrians. 

Further information can be found at the following link: 
http://www.scotborders.gov.uk/info/209/regeneration_and_town_centre_management/476/galashiels

_inner_relief_road_and_traffic_management/5. 

 

Dennis Robertson (Aberdeenshire West) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish 
Government what funding is available to community transport organisations serving rural areas. 

 (S4W-14297) 

Keith Brown: Local authorities are provided with resources for community transport services as part 
of the local government block finance settlement each year. The resources are not ring fenced, 
allowing local authorities flexibility to decide local priorities and allocate funding accordingly. 

Community transport operators can claim Bus Service Operators Grant (BSOG) in respect of 
mileage travelled by community transport services that are registered local services or operating under 
a section 19 permit to carry specific groups of passengers. Changes made to BSOG from April 2012 
provide more funding for longer routes, which benefits rural services in particular. £50 million is 
available for the grant scheme in 2013-14. 

Community transport providers who operate registered local bus services can receive fare 
reimbursement under the National Concessionary Travel Scheme for passengers using a National 
Entitlement Card. The reimbursement of fares in 2013-14 is 60% of the adult single fare. 

Funding has been provided to the Association of Community Rail Partnerships (ACoRP) to assist 
with the creation and development of Community Rail Partnerships (CRPs) in Scotland. Once 
established, CRPs will have access to project funding managed by ACoRP and designed to 
encourage match funding from other sources. 

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx
http://www.scotborders.gov.uk/info/209/regeneration_and_town_centre_management/476/galashiels_inner_relief_road_and_traffic_management/5
http://www.scotborders.gov.uk/info/209/regeneration_and_town_centre_management/476/galashiels_inner_relief_road_and_traffic_management/5


The current LEADER programme provides funding for a wide range of community projects in rural 
areas. 24 community transport projects across Scotland have been funded under the LEADER 
programme since 2008. 

We are providing £45,000 per year in both 2012-13 and 2013-14 to the Community Transport 
Association to help develop the community transport sector in Scotland. 

 

Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how 
many contracts were awarded to Scotland-based small or medium-sized companies through Public 
Contracts Scotland in (a) 2010, (b) 2011 and (c) 2012, also broken down by (i) micro-sized, (ii) small 
and (iii) medium-sized companies and expressed as a percentage of the total number. 

 (S4W-14307) 

Nicola Sturgeon: The information requested is set out in the following table: 

 Calendar Year 2010* Calendar Year 2011 Calendar Year 2012 

**Scotland-based Micro 
(1-9 employees) 

181 (14%) 1,789 (21%) 3,456 (26%) 

Scotland-based Small 
(10-49 employees) 

274 (22%) 2.233 (27%) 3,592 (27%) 

Scotland-based 
Medium (50-249 
employees) 

244 (19%) 1,394 (17%) 1,932 (15%) 

Total Scotland-based 
SMEs (less than 250 
employees) 

699 (55%) 5,416 (65%) 8,980 (68%) 

Notes: 

*2010 figures are for October to December only as this is when reporting functionality on the size and 
location of suppliers became available in Public Contract Scotland. 

**Scotland-based and employee numbers according to the supplier registrations on Public Contracts 
Scotland. 

 

David Stewart (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
contingencies are in place to assist people stranded overnight in Dunoon without accommodation due 
to ferry services being suspended as a result of adverse weather. 

 (S4W-14101) 

Keith Brown: On 3 April 2013 the Scottish Government announced a new arrangement whereby 
dedicated replacement buses for Argyll Ferries Limited passengers will now operate between Argyll 
Ferries’ terminals at each town centre, when both its ships are off for prolonged periods, using 
Western Ferries’ service. This arrangement went live on 9 April 2013 and should ensure that no foot 
passengers are stranded at either Dunoon or Gourock. 

Both the Argyll Ferries Limited service and the Western Ferries (Clyde) service operate late into the 
evening, every night of the week. 

 

Rhoda Grant (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when 
the research it commissioned on the impact of removing road equivalent tariff for commercial vehicles 
on routes between the mainland and the Western Isles, Coll and Tiree was completed and on what 
date it will publish the findings. 

 (S4W-14263) 

Keith Brown: Over the last few months we have engaged closely with the study consultants and 
with steering group members on the final report into the post-RET commercial vehicle fares impact 
study. We are finalising publication arrangements, and anticipate that the report will be published 
shortly. 

 



Jamie McGrigor (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask 
the Scottish Government whether Argyll Ferries Ltd’s replacement bus service is a result of a variation 
of contract and, if so, whether it will provide details of the variation, including the cost. 

 (S4W-14270) 

Keith Brown: The new replacement bus service is currently operating ahead of a formal contract 
variation to the public services contract between Argyll Ferries Limited (AFL) and the Scottish 
Ministers. 

Argyll Ferries Limited will be tendering for the replacement bus service including the costs of the 
arrangement and will formally submit a contract variation once this has been completed. 

Although a formal variation has not yet been received, Scottish Ministers in agreement with all 
parties, AFL and Western Ferries (Clyde) Limited, wanted to deliver this contingency arrangement as 
soon as possible to ensure that disruption to the communities of Gourock and Dunoon were kept to a 
minimum during occasions of adverse weather. 

All contract variations in respect of this service are published by Transport Scotland at: 
http://www.transportscotland.gov.uk/water/ferries/subsidised/gourock-dunoon.  

The contract variation, once submitted, will have an impact on the level of subsidy given by Scottish 
Ministers. The Scottish Government agreed to fund 90% costs of the replacement bus service and 
AFL will contribute the remaining 10% of costs. As the cost of the service will be paid at the end of 
each financial year the precise costs of this new arrangement are not yet known. In any case it is 
difficult to estimate the cost given it is dependent on future weather conditions and any consequential 
disruption to the town centre service. Budgetary provision has been set aside to cover the cost of the 
new arrangement. The cost of the contract variation is commercially sensitive and therefore will not be 
published. 

 

Dennis Robertson (Aberdeenshire West) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish 
Government what funding has been provided in each year since 2008 to support community transport 
organisations serving rural areas. 

 (S4W-14298) 

Keith Brown: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-14297 on 25 April 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. 

In addition, grant totalling £324,207 has been provided through the LEADER programme for rural 
community transport projects since 2008, with further funding expected to be claimed in 2013. Total 
grant provided by year was: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what progress it has made on delivering the 2007 SNP manifesto commitment to 
reduce train journey times between Edinburgh and Inverness by 45 minutes. 

 (S4W-14359) 

Keith Brown: The long-term goal of the project, which is due to be completed by 2025, seeks to 
achieve a journey time of 2 hours 45 minutes between Inverness and the Central Belt with an average 
journey time of 3 hours and an hourly service. The aim is that these measures will encourage a modal 
shift for both passengers and freight. 

2008 £26,980 

2009 £29,188 

2010 £108,322 

2011 £74,256 

2012 £58,521 

2013 £26,940 

http://www.transportscotland.gov.uk/water/ferries/subsidised/gourock-dunoon
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx


The first phase of the Highland Main Line improvements has been completed delivering 2 extra 
trains each way per day from December 2011 and journey time improvements of up to 18 minutes 
from December 2012. Network Rail are expected to deliver a report on proposals for phase 2 by 
summer 2013. 

 

Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government whether there has been an increase from nine to eleven trains per day on long 
distance services on the Highland main line, as indicated in the SNP 2011 manifesto. 

 (S4W-14360) 

Keith Brown: The first phase of the Highland Main Line improvements has been completed, 
introducing two additional services each way, to increase the number of trains per day from nine to 
eleven from December 2011 and providing journey time improvements of up to 18 minutes from 
December 2012. 

 


