
Thursday 8 January 2015 

SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT 

Communities 

 Anne McTaggart (Glasgow) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what action it is 
taking to address the reported rise in the number of households facing court action because of 
personal debt. 

 (S4O-03880) 

Alex Neil: A great deal is being done, both by the Scottish Government and our partners and 
stakeholders, to address the issue of indebtedness in Scotland and help people who are struggling to 
pay their bills. 

In addition to the £35 million made available to local authorities across Scotland to help mitigate the 
iniquitous bedroom tax, we have also taken steps to address concerns over historic debts from the 
defunct community charge which was abolished 21 years ago. We have delivered a programme of 
legislative reform in personal insolvency that will deliver the UK’s most progressive range of statutory 
debt solutions and we have launched the Scotland’s Financial Health Service – which we are currently 
promoting via a prime-time television campaign. Scotland’s Financial Health Service is specifically 
designed to help with early diagnosis of financial difficulty and directs people facing these issues to 
trusted organisations who can provide free and impartial advice. 

Enterprise and Environment 

 Jim Hume (South Scotland) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what the (a) timescale and (b) criteria will be for applications to the agri-environment climate fund in 
March 2015. 

Holding answer issued: 6 January 2015 (S4W-23583) 

Richard Lochhead: Our current plan is to launch the agri-environment climate scheme in January 
2015 and customers will be invited to apply online from March 2015, with contracts issued from late 
2015. 

High level guidance was available on-line from 15 December 2014, and detailed scheme guidance 
will be available to customers for January 2015. We will also be running pillar 2 roadshows around 
Scotland from February 2015. 

 

Jim Hume (South Scotland) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government what 
its position is on NFU Scotland's view that the application period for the agri-environment climate fund 
in March 2015 should be three months. 

Holding answer issued: 6 January 2015 (S4W-23585) 

Richard Lochhead: A final decision on the length of the application period has not yet been made. 
We will need to take into account the time required: 

a) For applicants to prepare their applications. 
b) For our case officers to assess applications. 
c) For the approving officer (or national expert panel) to approve or reject applications. 
d) To create and issue contracts. 
e) For applicants to return signed contracts. 
 
Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 

Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-22462 by Paul Wheelhouse on 25 
September 2014, whether fish farms are included among the “barriers to fish migration” that are to be 
removed. 

 (S4W-23632) 

Aileen McLeod: Fish farms are not included among the ‘barriers to fish migration’ that are to be 
removed. In the answer to question S4W-22462, the ‘removal of barriers to fish migration’ referred to 
the removal of physical obstacles to fish migration within rivers such as weirs and dams, either by 
physical removal of the structure or by the installation of a fish pass. 



 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-22462 by Paul Wheelhouse on 25 
September 2014, whether the research that is being conducted includes sea lice. 

 (S4W-23633) 

Aileen McLeod: The research referred to in the answer to question S4W-22462 is solely to identify 
the host salmonid species of particular freshwater pearl mussel populations. As such, the research is 
focused on the freshwater environment and does not examine sea lice or any other marine issues. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-22462 by Paul Wheelhouse on 25 
September 2014, whether the information and guidance arising from the research has been published. 

 (S4W-23634) 

Aileen McLeod: The research commissioned by Scottish Natural Heritage is due to be published in 
March 2015. It is understood that the research conducted by the Integrated Aquatic Resources 
Management between Ireland, Northern Ireland and Scotland project has yet to be finalised, although 
initial results are available here:  
http://www.loughs-agency.org/ibis/the-project/research/13-conservation-ecology-of-the-freshwater-
pearl-mussel 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-22147 by Paul Wheelhouse on 12 
August 2014, in order to avoid infraction proceedings, what further measures it plans to introduce to 
reverse the deteriorating trend and status of freshwater pearl mussels in the River Spey, which was 
designated with EU special area of conservation status in 2004. 

 (S4W-23635) 

Aileen McLeod: Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) recently published the results of its most recent 
condition assessment of the freshwater pearl mussel feature in the River Spey Special Area of 
Conservation. The Report of Site Condition Monitoring survey of freshwater pearl mussels in the River 
Spey during 2013 and 2014 is available via the following weblink: 
http://www.snh.gov.uk/docs/A1478200.pdf. 

The report contains a number of recommendations which SNH will progress through the Spey 
Catchment Initiative. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-20170 by Paul Wheelhouse on 26 March 
2014, given the proposed increased abstraction of water from the River Spey for housing 
developments, whether it will publish the scientific evidence stating that there will be "no significant 
adverse impact" on freshwater pearl mussels. 

 (S4W-23636) 

Aileen McLeod: All applications are assessed using criteria agreed with Scottish Natural Heritage. 
In determining the River Spey abstraction application, the Scottish Environment Protection Agency, 
using the agreed criteria, undertook a hydrological assessment of the potential impact on flows in the 
River Spey. This assessment concluded that the proposal would not cause a breach of ‘good’ river 
flow standards within the River Spey and would not be likely to have a significant adverse impact on 
the water environment or its species. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-17646 by Paul Wheelhouse on 22 
September 2013, whether the good practice guide has been published and, if so, what analysis it has 
carried out on whether it is being adhered to. 
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 (S4W-23637) 

Aileen McLeod: The proposed good practice guide on Ranunculus management for river managers 
has not been produced. Following the literature review of herbicides that could be used to control 
Ranunculus, Scottish Natural Heritage felt that the preparation of a good practice guide was not a high 
priority at present. The demand for a good practice guide will be revisited once the outcome of on-
going work to identify a possible chemical control for Ranunculus is complete. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government how many freshwater pearl mussel reports have been recorded in the 
Environmental Impact Register in each year since 2006. 

 (S4W-23641) 

Aileen McLeod: The Scottish Government is not aware of the Environmental Impact Register. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-14802 by Paul Wheelhouse on 28 May 
2013, what information it has on where the illegally-acquired freshwater pearls are sold; what action 
the police has taken to tackle such sales; how many cases have been reported to the Crown Office, 
and how many subsequent (a) prosecutions and (b) convictions there have been. 

 (S4W-23642) 

Aileen McLeod: The National Wildlife Crime Unit carried out an operation to look at the trade in 
freshwater pearls. This operation confirmed that pearl fishers do not appear to be selling illegally taken 
pearls to jewellery outlets within the UK. 

Historically, freshwater pearl markets existed in Paris and South America. Alerts to the UK Border 
Force to report back individuals carrying pearls out of the UK on these routes failed to confirm that 
these markets still exist. Auctioneers have advised Police Scotland that Scottish freshwater pearls are 
currently undervalued (with salt water pearls commanding the world markets) and that items of historic 
Scottish pearl jewellery, thought to be worth thousands of pounds, are only commanding values in the 
hundreds of pounds. It is therefore considered that pearl fishers are keeping illegally taken pearls for 
themselves and that no markets currently exist. 

In light of the above, no actionable intelligence has yet been raised to activate enforcement action 
with regard to illegal pearl markets and sales. However, work continues to identify possible pearl 
fishers where reports are received by Police Scotland. 

The Crown Office has received no reports involving offences under S9(5)(a) and S9(5)(b) of the 
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, concerning freshwater pearl mussels, since 28 May 2013. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-14802 by Paul Wheelhouse on 28 May 
2013, what the outcome of the survey was and what subsequent action has been taken by the police, 
including how many additional cases were reported to the Crown Office. 

 (S4W-23643) 

Aileen McLeod: The national survey that has been underway since 2013 is due to report by the end 
of March 2015, with the outcomes published later in the year. 

During the survey a number of potential incidents were reported to Police Scotland, which have 
been, or are being, investigated. An intelligence-led operation regarding pearl fishers also took place 
in the River Spey in July 2014, supported by local water bailiffs and Scottish Natural Heritage. No 
incidents were identified, but it was the first joint operation undertaken for freshwater pearl mussels 
and has laid the foundations for further such operations. 

One of the outcomes of the national survey relating to the River Spey, was published ahead of 
schedule on 12 December 2014: 



http://snh.presscentre.com/News-Releases/Action-to-create-better-conditions-for-freshwater-pearl-
mussels-153.aspx). This survey found wildlife crime is one amongst several pressures that are 
contributing to the local decline in pearl mussel numbers. 

The Crown Office has received no reports concerning relevant offences in respect of freshwater 
pearl mussels since 28 May 2013. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-14802 by Paul Wheelhouse on 28 May 
2013, in light of the freshwater pearl mussel being considered one of the world's most endangered 
species and numbers in the River Spey and other Scottish rivers deteriorating, whether it considers 
that Scottish Natural Heritage's decision to employ one staff member to cover the whole country for 
three years offers adequate protection, and what the reasons are for its position on this matter. 

 (S4W-23644) 

Aileen McLeod: The staff member referred to in the question is working for the ‘Pearls in Peril’ (PIP) 
project. Although Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) is leading the project, the person is employed by the 
Rivers and Fisheries Trusts of Scotland, who are a key partner in this project. SNH supports work to 
address wildlife crime affecting freshwater pearl mussels in many other ways. Examples include 
providing staff to support the work of the priority delivery group for freshwater pearl mussel and staff 
support for police investigating wildlife crimes affecting freshwater pearl mussels (e.g. SNH employs a 
Wildlife Crime Project Officer whose work includes freshwater pearl mussels, and operational and 
advisory staff members also support police investigations). SNH also provides grant funds to the 
National Wildlife Crime Unit to employ a Scottish Investigative Support Officer, who prioritises 
freshwater pearl mussel crime. 

SNH and other organisations also devote considerable resources to protecting and restoring the 
status of freshwater pearl mussels by means other than tackling wildlife crime. Within the PIP project, 
the bulk of the £3.5 million budget is spent on measures such as reducing diffuse pollution, improving 
and creating riparian woodlands and restoring high quality river habitat to benefit freshwater pearl 
mussels. SNH and other organisations, including Forest Enterprise Scotland, are also surveying a 
range of watercourses across Scotland to better understand and target conservation measures. The 
Scottish Environment Protection Agency have also used their Water Environment Fund to fund river 
restoration projects such as the removal of dams, that will help restore this critically endangered 
species. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-14154 by Paul Wheelhouse on 2 May 
2013, what further reintroduction of freshwater pearl mussel beds has been carried out. 

 (S4W-23645) 

Aileen McLeod: Since the response to question S4W-14154 on 2 May 2013, there have been no 
further reintroductions of freshwater pearl mussels in Scotland. Scottish Natural Heritage remains 
unclear why some previous reintroductions have been unsuccessful and intend to investigate this 
issue in 2015. Since 2011, when the last reintroduction took place, efforts have been focused on 
protecting and restoring existing freshwater pearl mussel populations, particularly through partnership 
projects such as ‘Pearls in Peril’. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-14153 by Paul Wheelhouse on 1 May 
2013, what plans there are to hold further "sharing good practice" events aimed at regulators and 
developers of hydro electric schemes. 

 (S4W-23646) 

Aileen McLeod: The programme of ‘Sharing Good Practice’ events organised by Scottish Natural 
Heritage (SNH) for 2015 is still to be finalised. However, SNH plan to hold an event in March 2015 
focused on the monitoring and enforcement of conditions associated with renewable energy schemes. 
This will be aimed at regulators and developers of onshore renewable energy schemes, including 
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hydro electric schemes. While not specific to freshwater pearl mussels, it is intended that improving 
awareness about the importance of both monitoring and enforcing planning and other conditions that 
are in place to protect the environment will lead to a reduced risk of damage to the water environment 
and freshwater pearl mussels. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-14153 by Paul Wheelhouse on 1 May 
2013, whether the good practice guidance has been published and, if so, what sanctions can be 
imposed on those who damage freshwater pearl mussels because they have not followed it. 

 (S4W-23647) 

Aileen McLeod: The good practice guidance on Constructed tracks in the Scottish uplands was 
published in June 2013 and is available here: 
http://www.snh.gov.uk/publications-data-and-research/publications/search-the-catalogue/publication-
detail/?id=513 

The sanctions that could be imposed on those who damage freshwater pearl mussels because they 
have not followed the guidance will vary depending on the circumstances. However, sanctions 
associated with damaging freshwater pearl mussels and/or causing pollution may be the most serious 
and could include prosecution under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, the Water Environment 
(Controlled Activities) (Scotland) Regulations 2011 or the Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) 
Regulations 1994. Other sanctions may include enforcement action by a planning authority for breach 
of conditions in a planning permission. Enforcement action could also be taken, should the damage be 
particularly severe, under the Environmental Liability (Scotland) Regulations 2009. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to questions S4W-14151 and S4W-14155 by Paul 
Wheelhouse on 5 April 2013, how many of the 72 suspected criminal incidents were reported as 
wildlife crime and, in light of only two of the incidents being reported to the Crown Office, whether it 
considers this reflects that sufficient resources are being allocated to dealing with the issue, and what 
the reasons are for its position on this matter. 

 (S4W-23648) 

Aileen McLeod: It is unknown how many of the 72 suspected criminal incidents were reported as 
wildlife crime over the past 14 years. This statistic was sourced from the National Wildlife Crime Unit 
(NWCU) when the unit recorded incident data. Since 2012, the unit has recorded intelligence logs only 
to reflect their core business; the police continue to record incident data and crimes. 

Prior to the start of Scottish Natural Heritage’s 2013-14 freshwater pearl mussel survey, guidelines 
were established for the surveyors to report incidents of pearl mussel kills to Police Scotland and the 
NWCU. In addition, processes are in place with Scottish Natural Heritage and the ‘Pearls in Peril’ 
project to report all pearl mussel kills to Police Scotland and the NWCU. 

Processes are also in place through the Scottish Crime Recording Standard for Police Scotland to 
accurately capture and record reported incidents. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government, further to the answer to question S4W-17646 by Paul Wheelhouse on 22 
September 2013, whether the review of literature on use of herbicide for the control of ranunculus has 
been completed and, if so, what the outcome was. 

 (S4W-23653) 

Aileen McLeod: The literature review on the use of herbicide to control aquatic plants, including 
ranunculus in rivers, was commissioned by the Spey Fishery Board. The Spey Fishery Board has 
published the review on their website:  
http://www.speyfisheryboard.com/wp-content/uploads/downloads/2014/12/412815-Control-of-
Ranunculus-on-the-Rivers-Spey-Dee-and-Don_FINALv2.pdf. 
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The review concluded that no chemical solution currently exists that is specifically recommended for 
the control of submerged aquatic plants such as ranunculus. 

The review did identify a product that appears to offer some potential to treat ranunculus in rivers. 
The Dee, Don and Spey District Salmon Fishery Boards collaborated and conducted a trial during 
summer 2014 in the River Don to test the effectiveness of the product. The results of the trial are 
unknown at present. Once the results become available, they will help determine if there is value in 
undertaking further experimental and field trials. 

 

John Finnie (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government, until a 
decision is made about their future, whether it will give an assurance that the two fields that it plans to 
dispose of at its farm at Knocknagael, Inverness will remain in agricultural use. 

 (S4W-23679) 

Richard Lochhead: Discussions are on-going as to the future of this land and until such time as a 
decision is made, the two fields in question will remain in agricultural use. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government whether the regulatory framework for the commercial aquaculture sector is 
adequate to protect and conserve wild fish. 

 (S4W-23767) 

Aileen McLeod: Yes. Scotland’s regulatory framework provides the right balance between growing 
the sector and protecting the marine environment on which both aquaculture and wild fish sectors 
depend. It was further enhanced by the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act, which commenced 
in September 2013 and ensures farmed and wild fisheries and their interactions continue to be 
managed effectively, maximising their combined contribution to supporting sustainable economic 
growth with due regard to the wider marine environment. 

The Ministerial Group for Sustainable Aquaculture, which I chair and comprises the aquaculture 
industry, wild fish interests and other stakeholders, was established to facilitate industry to achieve 
their 2020 sustainable growth targets with due regard to the marine environment. 

 

Bruce Crawford (Stirling) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government when it will 
publish its response to the Report of the Wild Fisheries Review Panel. 

 (S4W-23819) 

Aileen McLeod: As indicated in One Scotland - the Government's Programme for Scotland 2014-
15, Scottish Ministers are considering the report and recommendations of the Wild Fisheries Review 
and are committed to a consultation in spring 2015 on policy options for a new fisheries management 
system followed by a further consultation on a draft Wild Fisheries Bill before the end of the 
parliamentary session. In addition, I announced on 5 December 2014 my intention to consult 
separately early in 2015 on a conservation proposal in response to one specific recommendation in 
the Wild Fisheries Review report: a ban on the killing of wild salmon except under licence. 

Each of these public consultations will seek and consider the views of a wide variety of organisations 
and individuals interested in the future of wild fisheries and their management, including anglers and 
angling associations. 

 

Bruce Crawford (Stirling) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government whether, in 
reaching a conclusion on the Report of the Wild Fisheries Review Panel, it will consider carefully the 
views of organisations such as the Loch Lomond Angling Improvement Association. 

 (S4W-23820) 

Aileen McLeod: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-23819 on 8 January 2014. 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. 

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


 

Health and Social Care 

 Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what its position is on 
the use of payments to consultants for recruiting patients for medical trials. 

 (S4O-03878) 

Shona Robison: The Scottish Government supports the position of the General Medical Council 
that clinicians should not let their judgement about a research project be influenced, or be seen to be 
influenced, at any stage, by financial, personal political or other external interests. Any actual or 
potential conflicts of interest must be identified and declared as soon as possible to the research 
ethics committee, other appropriate bodies, and the trial participants. 

 

Jim Hume (South Scotland) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it considers that community hospitals can play a key role in delivering integrated health and 
social care. 

 (S4O-03879) 

Jamie Hepburn: Integrated health and social care partnerships are now working on developing their 
strategic commissioning plans. We would expect partnerships to consider the role their community 
hospitals could play in the delivery of their local health and social care services. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what its position is 
on the report in the Daily Record on 8 December 2014 that, in the last five years, almost 2,500 people 
in Scotland have been buried in unmarked local authority graves. 

 (S4W-23697) 

Maureen Watt: The Scottish Government is currently preparing a consultation paper on 
recommendations made by the Burial and Cremation Review Group and the Infant Cremation 
Commission to modernise and improve many aspects of burial and cremation in Scotland. As part of 
the consultation, it is intended to consider ways to tackle funeral poverty and ensure that no-one is 
unable to afford a dignified funeral. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether it will 
review the charges set by (a) local authorities and (b) private crematoria for (i) burial plots or 
cremations and (ii) the interment of remains, and what the reasons are for its position on this matter. 

 (S4W-23699) 

Maureen Watt: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-23697 on 8 January 2014. 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. 

 

Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government in which NHS boards are waiting times for IVF treatment are lower than one 
year, and, in light of its policy that boards in this position should provide three full cycles of treatment, 
which provide this and when it expects all to do so. 

 (S4W-23702) 

Maureen Watt: Information Services Division published the first IVF Waiting Times for patients who 
were screened for IVF treatment during the period July to September 2014, in November 2014. This 
shows that 13 out of 14 NHS boards in Scotland are meeting the maximum 12 month target for IVF, 
ahead of the 31 March 2015 target date. A copy of the publication is available using the following 
link:http://www.isdscotland.org/Health-Topics/Waiting-Times/IVF-Waiting-Times/Publications/2014-11-
25/  
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The National Infertility Group, chaired by a Health Board Chief Executive, and whose members 
include senior infertility consultants, senior infertility nurses, senior planners, and the patient 
stakeholder group Infertility Network Scotland, reconvened in December 2014. 

The expert group will, as part of the 2015 review, reflect on the implementation of access criteria 
changes from 1 July 2013 and emerging clinical evidence in light of new treatment pathways. The 
expert group will also look at the recurring service cost, and available capacity before any further 
criteria changes are considered. 

 

Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what estimate it has made of the costs associated with funding a third full cycle 
of (a) IVF treatment and (b) intracytoplasmic sperm injection. 

 (S4W-23703) 

Maureen Watt: The National Infertility Group, chaired by a Health Board Chief Executive, and 
whose members include senior infertility consultants, senior infertility nurses, senior planners, and the 
patient stakeholder group Infertility Network Scotland, reconvened in December 2014. 

The expert group will, as part of the 2015 review, reflect on the implementation of access criteria 
changes from 1 July 2013 and emerging clinical evidence in light of new treatment pathways. The 
expert group will also look at the recurring service cost, and available capacity before any further 
criteria changes are considered. 

 

Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what its position is on relaxing the access criteria to IVF treatment. 

 (S4W-23704) 

Maureen Watt: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-23703 on 8 January 2015. 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  

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether it 
considers that the charges set by (a) local authorities and (b) private crematoria for (i) burial plots or 
cremations and (ii) interment of remains can lead to a so-called postcode lottery for people who have 
to meet funeral costs, and what the reasons are for its position on this matter.  

 (S4W-23706) 

Maureen Watt: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-23697 on 8 January 2014. 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. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government whether it has undertaken the audit of the NHS inpatient estate for mental health 
patients as outlined in the Mental Health Strategy for Scotland 2012-15. 

 (S4W-23764) 

Jamie Hepburn: The ‘Mental Health and Learning Disability Bed Census: One Day Audit’ and the 
‘Mental Health and Learning Disability patients: Out of Scotland and Out of NHS Placements Census’ 
was held on 29 Oct 2014. 

NHS boards are in the process of validating and submitting their data to the Scottish Government for 
analysis and publication. A report is planned for publication by the Scottish Government in spring 
2015. The report will be accessible via the Scottish Government's publications webpage: 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Publications/Recent. Further information about the censuses is available 
here: http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/Statistics/Browse/Health/DataSupplier/MHandLD. 
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Learning and Justice 

 Lewis Macdonald (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
how many civil servants belong to its Defence Policy Unit and what its remit is. 

 (S4W-23682) 

Keith Brown: The Scottish Government Defence Policy Unit was established in June 2011. Its remit 
is to provide support to ministers, to the Armed Forces, veterans and our communities across a range 
of defence activity in Scotland. This includes: ensuring that Armed Forces personnel, their families and 
veterans in Scotland can access inclusive, quality services as outlined in the Scottish Government’s 
Our Commitments paper; supporting the relationship between defence bases and the communities 
that host them; liaising with the UK Government and the Armed Forces on defence issues and impacts 
in Scotland; and advising ministers on relevant aspects of defence issues. 

The unit currently comprises seven officials, who report mainly to me, in line with my ministerial 
responsibility for Armed Forces and veterans’ issues. In addition, I have appointed a Veterans 
Commissioner who has an independent role of improving outcomes for veterans in Scotland, by 
engaging with, listening to and acting on the experience of veterans, to help public services focus on 
veterans’ experience of their service provision and improve where possible. 

 

Anne McTaggart (Glasgow) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
consideration it is giving to strengthening the role of financial education in the curriculum for 
excellence. 

 (S4W-23700) 

Alasdair Allan: We have recently set up a curriculum, learning, teaching, assessment and support 
forum on maths and numeracy chaired by Education Scotland and this forum aims, amongst other 
things, to secure, consolidate and embed improvements to the curriculum in order to maintain 
relevance and deliver high-quality outcomes for all learners. This will include considering whether the 
role of financial education within curriculum for excellence needs to be strengthened. In addition to this 
the Read Write Count campaign announced in the Programme for Government on 26 November 2014 
will present further opportunities to develop sound financial education from early primary school, 
building on current good practice. 

Strategy and External Affairs 

 John Finnie (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government, further to 
the answer to question S4W-23410 by Fiona Hyslop on 11 December 2014, whether it will 
nonetheless carry out an equality impact assessment of the decision of Historic Scotland not to 
schedule the Tinkers’ Heart as a monument of national importance, and what the reasons are for its 
position on this matter. 

 (S4W-23661) 

Fiona Hyslop: As I explained previously, equality impact assessment is applied to new or revised 
plans, policies and strategies, but is not normally applied to individual operational decisions, such as 
which monuments and structures to designate. 

However, the Chief Executive of Historic Scotland has undertaken to consider this matter further and 
I will offer an update in due course. 

 

John Finnie (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government how much 
it cost to calculate the figures set out in its document, Scotland Government Travel Strategy 2011-
2016, and how much it would cost to collate similar information for travel by bicycle. 

 (S4W-23662) 

John Swinney: The Scottish Government Travel Strategy 2011-2016 document does not hold 
figures itself. The cost of the document’s production will therefore be the staff hours taken to draft it. It 
is therefore not possible to put a cost on the collation of similar information for travel by bicycle. 



Transport Scotland 

 Nanette Milne (North East Scotland) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government when the A90 between Ellon and Peterhead and Fraserburgh will be dualled. 

 (S4O-03877) 

Derek Mackay: We have no plans to dual the A90 between Ellon and Peterhead and Fraserburgh. 
Nestrans are currently undertaking an appraisal which will consider the strategic transport connections 
on the A90 from Fraserburgh and Peterhead to Aberdeen. We will contribute £25,000 towards the cost 
of this study. 

 


