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RURAL DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

AGENDA

19th Meeting, 2001 (Session 1)

Tuesday 11 September 2001

The Committee will meet at 2.00 pm in Committee Room 1

1. Declaration of Interests: The Convener will invite new members of the
Committee to declare any relevant interests.

2. Items in Private: The Committee will consider whether to take items 5 and 6 in
private.

3. Subordinate Legislation: The Committee will consider the following negative
instruments—

The Crofting Community Development Scheme (Scotland) Regulations 2001
(SSI 2001/208)

The BSE Monitoring (Scotland) Regulations 2001 (SSI 2001/231)

The Import and Export Restrictions (Foot-and-Mouth Disease) (Scotland)
(No.2) Amendment Regulations 2001 (SSI 2001/243)

The Beef Labelling (Enforcement) (Scotland) Regulations (SSI 2001/252)

The Products of Animal Origin (Import and Export) Amendment (Scotland)
Regulations 2001 (SSI 2001/257)

The Import and Export Restrictions (Foot-and-Mouth Disease) (Scotland)
(No.2) Amendment (No.2) Regulations 2001 (SSI 2001/271)

4. Petition PE227: The Committee will consider a paper from the clerk outlining
options for further consideration of this issue.

5. Stage 1 Debate on the Protection of Wild Mammals (Scotland) Bill: The
Committee will consider the form of a possible amendment to the motion for this
debate.

6. Annual Report: The Committee will consider a draft Annual Report for the
Parliamentary year May 2000 – May 2001.

Richard Davies
Clerk to the Committee
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The following papers are attached or are relevant to this meeting:

Agenda item 3

The Crofting Community Development Scheme (Scotland) Regulations 2001
(SSI 2001/208) (with 29th Subordinate Legislation Report and an Executive
response)

The BSE Monitoring (Scotland) Regulations 2001 (SSI 2001/231) (with letter
from Martin Morgan from SEERAD, the 29th Subordinate Legislation Report
and an Executive response)

The Import and Export Restrictions (Foot-and-Mouth Disease) (Scotland)
(No.2) Amendment Regulations 2001 (SSI 2001/243)

The Beef Labelling (Enforcement) (Scotland) Regulations (SSI 2001/252)

The Products of Animal Origin (Import and Export) Amendment (Scotland)
Regulations 2001 (SSI 2001/257)

The Import and Export Restrictions (Foot-and-Mouth Disease) (Scotland)
(No.2) Amendment (No.2) Regulations 2001 (SSI 2001/271)

Agenda item 4

A Paper from the Clerk is attached

The Petition is attached

Members briefing (for Public Petitions Committee) is attached

Agenda item 6

A Paper from the Clerk is attached (for Members only)

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parl_bus/petitions/pe227.pdf


RURAL DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

NOTE FROM THE CLERK ON PETITION PE 227

INTRODUCTION

1. The purpose of this note is to brief the Committee on Petition PE 227, from
Alistair MacDonald, and to discuss what action the Committee might take with
regard to the Petition.

BACKGROUND

2. The Petition calls on the Scottish Parliament to approve a thorough investigation
into—

•  The actions of the public agencies and the National Trust for Scotland as
architects of the current proposals and policies in Glencoe.

•  The lack of meaningful public consultation throughout this case.
•  The future role of the National Trust for Scotland as a major landowner in

the Highlands and Islands

3. The Petitioners further state We believe an investigation by Parliament is justified
in view of the special relationship with Government and the unique and influential
role in the eyes of the Scottish people which the National Trust for Scotland
enjoys.

CONSIDERATION OF THE PETITION BY OTHER COMMITTEES

4. The Petition was considered by the Public Petitions Committee on 4 July 2000
and 24 October 2000. Members of the PPC undertook a site visit to Glencoe on
Monday 2 October 2000, where they viewed the sites in question and obtained
background information. They took evidence from the Petitioners, along with the
National Trust for Scotland.

5. The Public Petitions Committee passed a copy of the Petition to the relevant
Scottish Executive Ministers and to the Transport and the Environment
Committee for comment.

6. In response, the then Deputy Minister for Environment, Sport and Culture stated
that although the National Trust for Scotland is established under statute, it is not
a part of Government and does not receive funding from the Scottish Executive,
except possibly for specific projects in the same way as other organisations.
Regarding  the issue of planning permission, the Minister clarified that this was a
matter for Highland Council and therefore there was no reason for the Scottish
Ministers to intervene. He was further satisfied that the treatment of the National



Trust for Scotland in no way differed from that of any other applicant under the
Woodland Grant Scheme.

7. The Transport and the Environment Committee considered the Petition at its
meeting on 7 March 2001 and agreed to write to the Scottish Executive to seek
further information on what steps might be taken to improve procedures for local
consultation on planning issues. The Committee further noted that the request for
an investigation to be held into the role of the NTS as a major landowner in the
Highlands and Islands was a matter for the Rural Development Committee.

8. The Committee should note that the Parliament’s Legal Team advised the Public
Petitions Committee that the Parliament has no remit to examine the operation
of the NTS or its internal policies as it is a body corporate established under the
National Trust for Scotland Order Confirmation Act 1938, and is a registered
charity.

9. The Legal Office did advise however, that it would be possible for the Parliament
to conduct an inquiry into the economic and environmental impact of the
particular developments referred to in the Petition on Glencoe. The land use
policies of the NTS in Glencoe and elsewhere in Scotland could form part of such
an inquiry.

10. The Public Petitions Committee agreed to write to the Rural Development
Committee to establish whether it would be minded to carry out an inquiry into the
role of the National Trust for Scotland as a major landowner in the Highlands and
Islands.

11. The Justice 1 Committee considered the Petition and agreed to note it, and to
include it if appropriate in its consideration of the proposed Land Reform Bill. The
Committee acknowledged that in the meantime the Rural Development
Committee will consider other aspects of the Petition.

RURAL DEVELOPMENT CONSIDERATION OF THE PETITION

12. The Committee should note that the Petition has not formally been referred to the
Rural Development Committee, and that it is merely being asked to indicate to
the PPC whether it would consider carrying out an inquiry into the role of the
National Trust for Scotland as a major landowner in the Highlands and Islands.

13. Any decision must take account of the Committee’s workload for the Autumn of
2001. The Committee may have to consider the Protection of Wild Mammals
(Scotland) Bill at Stage 2 after September. The Committee may also be
considering further legislation over the winter months, and will wish to consider
the Land Reform Bill in the first part of 2002.

SUGGESTED COURSES OF ACTION

14. The Committee could agree to hold an inquiry into the economic and
environmental impact of the particular developments referred to in the petition,



perhaps making reference to the land use policies of the NTS in Scotland.
However, it may be inadvisable for the Committee to delve too deeply into the
individual circumstances of the case; but instead to extract the broad principles
for more general application.  It is clear that a certain amount of Committee time
would be taken up in establishing such an inquiry. The Committee would be
required to agree to terms of reference, perhaps appoint an adviser, invite written
submissions, and set dates for taking oral evidence. The Committee will then
have to spend time agreeing to a report on the issue.

15. If the Committee felt that the matter warranted further investigation, it could also
appoint reporters to meet with relevant agencies and report back to the
Committee with recommendations for action.

16. Alternatively the Committee could agree to note the Petition, acknowledging the
issues it raises, whilst agreeing not to pursue an inquiry, on the grounds that the
Committee may have a heavy legislative programme for the forthcoming year.
The Committee could also agree to take forward issues raised during any
consideration it undertakes of the Land Reform Bill or of wider rural development
policies.

Summary

20 Whilst it is possible for the Committee to examine a limited aspect of the petition,
the decision on whether to take forward any such inquiry should be taken in the
context of the Committee’s work programme as a whole. Options for the
Committee include:

•  undertaking a limited inquiry into the aspect the Committee is competent to
investigate

•  appointing reporters to examine the issues
•  noting the petition and taking forward issues in the context of other business.

Richard Davies
Clerk to the Committee
5 September 2001


