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Petitioner’s Response to Scottish Government Letter of 8 August 2011 

 

Reply to Scottish Government’s response to: 

What are your views on the issues raised in the petition? 

 

As a United Kingdom, why should the right to use the title of City because of Ancient 

Prescriptive Usage be denied to Scotland. Use of the style and title must have been 

legal when the future King George VI and a Secretary of State for Scotland both 

accepted the Freedom of the City and Royal Burgh of Dunfermline and promised to 

support the City and its Citizens. In a reply from the Scotland Office it was written 

that, because the title had no legal status, any town in Scotland could call itself a 

city. Does it follow that we could have the city of East Linton, Cumbernauld or 

Broughty Ferry? This denigrates the status that many towns in Scotland had before 

the ill thought out Local Government Act of 1973 was enacted. 

 

Reply to Scottish Government’s response to: 

Will you consider making the representations to the UK Government as 

requested by the petitioner? 

 

MSPs for the ancient cities of Scotland should consult their constituents and make 

further representations to the Scottish Government to take a more serious view on 

this matter. 

 

It is not about being able to call a place a city it is about being able to refute the 

statement that you are not a city. 

 

This is more or less the argument being put forward to support the claim of Perth. 

 

Reply to Scottish Government’s response to: 

Can I refer to you to the comments made by Bill Walker during the discussion 

in relation to the Scotland Bill and seeks your views on this suggestion? 

 

Ask the MSPs for Elgin and for Brechin for their views and those of their 

constituents. 

 

E-mails that I received showed complete support for the Petition. There are already 

references to Small Cities being used by the media, would this not be an acceptable 

way forward.  


