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Written submission from Ian Lowe 

I am deeply, deeply disappointed by the text of the Land Reform Bill. 

I question whether a “statement” of land rights and responsibilities has any value 
whatsoever. The Scottish parliament is not there to make statements. It is there to 
make legislation; a statement of intent is what you publish in a manifesto – now it’s 
time to get down to business and actually DO land reform, not talk some more.  

In my previous submission, I highlighted that I felt the key issue leading to unfairness 
and lack of access to Scotland’s Land was the absence of clear ownership 
information, and ability of corporate bodies, including charitable trusts, to own land in 
a semi-anonymous or obfuscated fashion. 

I am disappointed that there is no intent to prevent offshore trusts and corporate 
shells from owning large chunks of our country. I see this bill as deeply flawed and 
ineffective if it does not address this most basic iniquity. 

You MUST reinstate the provision, recommended in 2014 to prevent any corporate 
body, trust or individual operating from an offshore tax haven from owning Scottish 
property and require that only EU bodies may do so. 

I would suggest that restrictions on the ownership of land by charitable trusts and 
registered charities, such that any land ownership was proportionate and linked to 
the delivery of some societal good or benefit (for example, the Scouts ownership of 
sites like Auchengillan). There appears to be considerable use of charitable trusts 
that have no actual benefit to society, simply to shield assets from taxation or liability.  

Finally, the bill does not confront the issue of properties being left to ruin and 
disrepair by absent owners. Where I live in Argyll and Bute, there are many 
properties that have been allowed to rot until they are in a ruinous state; some of 
them in highly visible locations.  The current owners are not under any compulsion to 
accept offers to buy, and are not required to maintain the properties to an 
appropriate level. 

These obvious and visible ruins make the entire area seem unsuitable for 
investment. It also ties up property that could be used, and developed productively. 

I believe that any Land Reform bill should include a provision to require owners of 
property to maintain them in a reputable state, or, if ruinous, to either develop them 
within a set period, or be forced to sell them at a nominal fee to those who are 
willing. 

I trust that you will consider these suggestions in your consideration of evidence, and 
can yet improve this Bill to provide greater value than it promises to do at present. 

 


