
Monday 9 February 2015 

SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT 

Enterprise and Environment 

Margaret McCulloch (Central Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
direction it has given to (a) Scottish Enterprise and (b) Skills Development Scotland regarding the East 
Kilbride Task Force. 

 (S4W-24195) 

Fergus Ewing: The Scottish Government works closely with a wide range of partners, including 
Scottish Enterprise, Skills Development Scotland and local authorities, to create the right conditions 
necessary to support businesses, create employment opportunities and facilitate sustainable 
economic growth across Scotland, including East Kilbride. 

The enterprise and skills agencies complement the work being undertaken by local authorities, 
working closely to align support. That is particularly so in East Kilbride where both Scottish Enterprise 
and Skills Development Scotland are partners in the multi-agency East Kilbride Task Force, which is 
led by South Lanarkshire Council. The task force is encouraging economic activity, promoting growth 
and protecting and creating employment opportunities in the area. The Scottish Government is 
represented on the task force through Scottish Enterprise and Skills Development Scotland. 

Finance 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what proportion of 
the funding for each of its subsidised air services is being met from Barnett consequentials, and 
whether it would be able to provide the same level of funding in the absence of the Barnett formula. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24106) 

John Swinney: The departmental expenditure limit (DEL) budget accounts for 85 per cent of the 
total resources available to the Scottish Government. Subsidised air services, road equivalent tariff, 
central government grants to local authorities, welfare reform mitigation, the Regeneration Capital 
Grant Fund and major public transport projects are all DEL funded. As the member will be aware, only 
changes to DEL are calculated using the Barnett formula. 

With regard to future funding, I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24030 on 30 
January 2015. All answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s 
website, the search facility for which can be found at:  
www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what action it is 
taking to encourage the use of low-carbon vehicles, and what impact the removal of the Barnett 
formula would have on this. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24107) 

John Swinney: We've invested £17 million over the last two years in a range of low emission 
vehicle initiatives, such as helping public sector fleets procure vehicles, the development of a network 
of electric vehicle charging infrastructure across Scotland and helping bus operators switch to cleaner 
technologies through the Scottish Green Bus Fund. 

This investment is helping us achieve our vision, as set out in Switched On Scotland: A Roadmap to 
Widespread Adoption of Plug-in Vehicles, of freeing Scotland’s towns, cities and communities from the 
damaging effects of petrol and diesel fuelled vehicles by 2050. 

With regard to future funding, I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24030 on 30 
January 2015. All answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s 
website, the search facility for which can be found at:  
www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government for what reason the 
Digital Economy and Infrastructure fund has been reduced from £13.8 million in 2014-15 to £1 million 
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for 2015-16, and what impact the removal of the Barnett formula would have had on the amount 
allocated. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24108) 

John Swinney: In 2014-15 the capital budget for the superfast broadband programme was split 
across the Infrastructure, Investment and Cities portfolio and Rural Affairs, Food and Environment 
portfolio. In 2015-16 it was decided to consolidate this budget in a single budget line and following the 
portfolio restructure in 2014, this now sits within the Finance, Constitution and Economy portfolio. The 
resource budget for the digital economy remains constant between the two financial years. 

With regard to future funding, I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24030 on 30 
January 2015. All answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s 
website, the search facility for which can be found at:  
www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what impact the 
removal of the Barnett formula would have on the sustainability of the concessionary fares scheme. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24109) 

John Swinney: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24030 on 30 January 2015. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how much has 
been allocated to the Road Equivalent Tariff scheme from Barnett consequentials, and what impact 
the removal of the Barnett formula would have on the scheme. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24110) 

John Swinney: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24106 on 9 February 2015. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what proportion of 
the major public transport projects set out in the 2015-16 budget are to be met from Barnett 
consequentials. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24111) 

John Swinney: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24106 on 9 February 2015. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how much of the 
2015-16 Regeneration Capital Fund would be affected by the removal of the Barnett formula. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24112) 

John Swinney: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24106 on 9 February 2015. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what proportion of 
the money allocated to mitigating the effects of the so-called bedroom tax in 2015-16 is to be met from 
Barnett consequentials. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24113) 
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John Swinney: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24106 on 9 February 2015 All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how much of the 
investment programme for Scottish Water for 2015-21 has been allocated from Barnett 
consequentials. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24114) 

John Swinney: Barnett consequentials accruing to the Scottish Government are added to or 
deducted from the total funding available to Scottish Ministers. It is then for Scottish Ministers to 
decide how all the resources available to them should be allocated. 

Over the 2015-21 investment period Scottish Water will invest around £3.5 billion to maintain and 
improve water and waste water services. Of this, up to £720 million will come from loans supplied by 
government, the remainder largely from customer charges and existing cash balances. 

 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what proportion of 
the money to be allocated in 2015-16 as central government grants to local authorities is to be met 
from Barnett consequentials. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24115) 

John Swinney: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24106 on 9 February 2015. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, 
further to the recommendation at paragraph 132 of the Finance Committee’s 1st report 2015, Draft 
Budget 2015-16, whether the Scottish Fiscal Commission has now been instructed to monitor the 
Scottish Government's long-term investment commitments. 

 (S4W-24122) 

John Swinney: As set out in the Scottish Government’s response to the Finance Committee report 
on the 2015-16 Draft Budget of 3 February 2015, the Scottish Government does not consider that the 
monitoring of long term investment commitments as currently set out in Annex A of the draft budget 
falls within the remit of the Scottish Fiscal Commission. The Scottish Government is considering a 
broader role for the commission in assessing any wider prudential borrowing regime that might be 
applied in follow up to The Smith Commission proposals. 

 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what the impact 
would be on (a) teacher numbers, (b) school building programmes and (c) class sizes if the Barnett 
formula was abandoned and its budget reduced by at least £4 billion. 

 (S4W-24175) 

John Swinney: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24030 on 30 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 

Learning and Justice 

Stewart Maxwell (West Scotland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it will provide a breakdown of recorded religious hate crimes in 2013-14 expressed as the 
number of incidents per 1,000 members of each religious affiliation, also broken down by incidents 
recorded under section (a) 74 of the Criminal Justice (Scotland) Act 2003 and (b) 1 of the Offensive 
Behaviour at Football and Threatening Communications (Scotland) Act 2012. 

 (S4W-24173) 
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Michael Matheson: The reports titled Religiously Aggravated Offending in Scotland 2013-14 and 
Charges reported under the Offensive Behaviour at Football and Threatening Communications 
(Scotland) Act 2012 in 2013-14 were published on 13 June 2014 and presented information on the 
number of charges that were reported to the Crown Office and Procurator Fiscal Service (COPFS) by 
the police in 2013-14 under section 74 of the Criminal Justice (Scotland) Act 2003 and section 1 and 
section 6 of the Offensive Behaviour at Football and Threatening Communications (Scotland) Act 
2012. 

The following table shows religious aggravation charges that were reported to COPFS in 2013-14 for 
conduct which was derogatory to each religion under the two pieces of legislation. The final column 
presents the number of charges per 1,000 members of each, as recorded in the 2011 census. 

It is important to note that reported charges only contain information about the nature of the 
offensive conduct and not about the religious affiliation of the victims of incidents. In 48% of charges, 
the victim of the conduct was a police officer (an increase from 40% in 2012-13), and in 11% of 
charges the victim was a worker (decreased from 12% in 2012-13). The occasions when religious 
abuse targeted people within the ‘general community’, and not a particular individual, represented 
26% of all charges (a decrease from 34% in 2012-13). 

This suggests that for many of the charges it is unlikely the accused knew the religious 
affiliation/belief of the victim at the time of incident, and that the attacks were more arbitrary in nature. 

Table: Religious aggravation and offensive behaviour at football charges derogatory to religions in 
Scotland in 2013-14 per 1,000 members 

 
Religious aggravation charges in 

2013-14
1 

Offensive behaviour at football 
charges in 2013-14 

The religion that the 
conduct was 

derogatory towards
5 

Number 
of 

charges
2 

Number 
of 

members
3 

Charges 
per 1,000 
members 

Number 
of 

charges
2 

Number 
of 

members
3 

Charges 
per 1,000 
members 

Christianity
4
,
5 

540 2,850,199 0.19 57 2,850,199 0.02 

of 
which: 

Roman 
Catholicism  

367 841,053 0.44 46 841,053 0.05 

Protestantism 169 1,717,871 0.10 11 1,717,871 0.01 

Judaism 9 5,887 1.53 3 5,887 0.51 

Islam 48 76,737 0.62 2 76,737 0.03 

Unknown 5 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A 

Other 2 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A 

Table notes:  
1. Information on religious aggravations is taken from Religiously Aggravated Offending in Scotland 
2013-14 and information on offensive behaviour at football charges is taken from Charges reported 
under the Offensive Behaviour at Football and Threatening Communications (Scotland) Act 2012, 
published on the Scottish Government website on 13 June 2014. 
2. The number of charges refers to the religion that the conduct was derogatory towards and not the 
number of charges where victims had the relevant affiliation. Information about victims’ religious 
affiliations is not recorded by the police. 
3. Religious group membership information data are taken from the 2011 census. These were 
published in census release 2A, on 26 September 2013. Previous calculations of the number of 
incidents per 1,000 members for 2011-12 and 2012-13, presented in response to previous 
parliamentary questions (S4W-15809 and S4W-11536), were based on membership data as 
presented in the 2001 census:  
http://www.scotlandscensus.gov.uk/documents/censusresults/release2a/StatsBulletin2A.pdf 
4. There are four charges in the Christianity total for religious aggravations charges that referred to 
conduct which was offensive to Christianity in general and were not directed towards Protestantism or 
Roman Catholicism. 
5. Religious group membership data is based on self-reported affiliation in the 2011 census. Christian 
denominations are presented in the census under three categories: ‘Roman Catholic’, ‘Church of 
Scotland’ and ‘other Christian.’ For the purpose of this table only ‘Church of Scotland’ membership has 
been attributed as ‘Protestant’ because ‘other Christian’ may include a mixture of Protestant and non-
Protestant denominations. As a consequence this may lead to an under-reporting of the ‘charges per 
1,000 members’ in the Protestant category. 

http://www.scotlandscensus.gov.uk/documents/censusresults/release2a/StatsBulletin2A.pdf


Strategy and External Affairs 

Liz Smith (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government how much it has spent on art works in each year since 1999, broken down by 
directorate. 

Holding answer issued: 6 February 2015 (S4W-24158) 

John Swinney: The Scottish Government has not purchased any art works since 1999 for display 
on its estate. 

 

Michael Russell (Argyll and Bute) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether the UK Government has implemented recommendation 4.21 of the Commission on Scottish 
Devolution and, if so, when it came into effect, what posts in Scotland it applies to, and whether it will 
apply to the appointment of a new Permanent Secretary. 

 (S4W-24166) 

John Swinney: The UK Government accepted recommendation 4.21: ‘‘The responsibility for 
appointing, or approving appointments of, senior civil servants to senior posts in the Scottish 
Government should be delegated by the Prime Minister to the Head of the Home Civil Service, acting 
on the advice of the UK Civil Service Commissioners.’’ 

Authority to appoint permanent secretaries and director generals in Scotland has now been formally 
delegated to the Head of the Civil Service. 

The advice of the UK Civil Service Commissioners is contained in the recruitment principles for 
appointments to the civil service. In line with the commission’s revised recruitment principles 
(December 2014), the First Minister will make the final selection decision in relation to the appointment 
of a permanent secretary in the Scottish Government. This provides formal delegation of authority. 

For director general roles in the Scottish Government the recommendations of the selection panel 
are approved by the Head of the Civil Service following agreement by the First Minister or by the 
cabinet secretary most closely associated with the appointment having discussed with the First 
Minister. 

 

Michael Russell (Argyll and Bute) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it will seek to have delegated to the First Minister the responsibility for appointing or approving 
appointments of senior civil servants previously held by the Prime Minister. 

 (S4W-24167) 

John Swinney: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24166 on 9 February 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 

Transport Scotland 

David Stewart (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how 
many closures of the Skye Bridge to (a) high-sided vehicles and (b) all vehicles there have been since 
September 2014. 

 (S4W-24187) 

Derek Mackay: Statistics about closures of the Skye Bridge are contained in the following table: 

Time Period 

Number of Closures 
of the Skye Bridge to 
High-Sided Vehicles 

Number of Closures 
of the Skye Bridge to 

All Vehicles 

2012 30 0 

2013 54 1 

2014 97 11 

September 2014 
to January 2015 

97 14 
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The above data is based on records of triggers automatically generated by the instrumentation on 
the bridge, which prompts signing by Traffic Scotland and closure of the bridge when the appropriate 
threshold is reached. In some cases, especially recently, wind speeds have varied substantially over 
relatively short time periods, resulting in rapid change from one state to another and back again. To 
reflect these factors in the case of full closures, these have been grouped into one closure event. 

The wind management plan for the bridge requires that it is closed to high-sided vehicles when the 
wind gust speed exceeds 50 mph and closed to all vehicles when it exceeds 75 mph. These trigger 
thresholds have not been formally reconsidered for change since they were first established around 
2004. In part, this is due to experience that they were operating well. They are designed as much as 
possible to ensure the safety of the public, whilst minimising disturbance to the movement of traffic.  

However, in the light of increased wind events and resultant restrictions since September 2014, 
Transport Scotland has been working with its operating company BEAR Scotland to consider all 
aspects of the plan with a view to bringing forward any appropriate improvements. The thresholds, 
contingency planning and possible additional infrastructure are included in this exercise. 

Transport Scotland will report in full when all aspects have been considered and discussed with 
stakeholders, in particular the Highland Council and Police Scotland, with whom the legal authority to 
close the bridge lies. Safety will remain the overriding principle. 

The location of the Skye Bridge measuring equipment has recently been discussed with our 
operating company BEAR Scotland and their equipment supplier, Vaisala. The location should 
represent the likely highest winds that drivers would encounter over their entire crossing journey. A 
wind profile study undertaken by the previous operating company identified that the current location 
meets that criteria, hence the interim advice is that it should remain where it is.   

There has been no specific economic assessment of the impact of closure. However, in seeking to 
ensure the safety of the public whilst minimising disturbance to the movement of traffic the Scottish 
Government recognises the importance of the bridge to the people and economy of Skye and beyond. 

We will report on the outcome of our analysis outlined above in due course. In the meantime, BEAR 
Scotland has improved communications with stakeholders by adopting a system of automatically 
generated email messages when trigger thresholds are reached. 

 

David Stewart (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how 
many closures of the Skye Bridge to (a) high-sided vehicles and (b) all vehicles there were in (i) 2012, 
(ii) 2013 and (iii) 2014. 

 (S4W-24188) 

Derek Mackay: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24187 on 9 February 2015. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

David Stewart (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when 
it last reviewed warning level criteria for high winds on bridges. 

 (S4W-24189) 

Derek Mackay: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24187 on 9 February 2015. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

David Stewart (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it has discussed with Transport Scotland changes in the location of the system for measuring 
wind speeds on the Skye Bridge. 

 (S4W-24190) 

Derek Mackay: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24187 on 9 February 2015. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 
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David Stewart (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it has assessed the economic impact on the island of closures of the Skye Bridge. 

 (S4W-24191) 

Derek Mackay: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-24187 on 9 February 2015. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx 

 

The following question received a holding answer: 

S4W-24164 
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