
SUBMISSION FROM THE MORAY COUNCIL 
 

Schools (Consultation) (Scotland) Bill 
 
1. I refer to your letter of 5 March 2009 to Alastair Keddie, Chief Executive, 
The Moray Council, who has passed it to me for a response, which you will 
find below. 
 
2. Overall the general principles of the Bill are seen by us as being 
reasonable. The Moray Council is content with the majority of the proposals 
regarding the process and timescale of school closure consultation, given that 
these very closely mirror the “Stage 1 and Stage 2” procedures, which we 
utilised in our most recent consultation exercises. 
 
3. The proposal regarding ministerial call-in is only acceptable if it is limited 
to the criteria as detailed in the Bill ie “where it appears to them that there may 
have been failures in the consultation or decision making process either by 
way of significant non-compliance with the new requirements of the Bill or by 
the authority failing to take proper account of a material consideration relevant 
to its decision”. Given that, in our response to the original consultation, we, 
along with many other local councils, made the point strongly that local 
decisions affecting local services should be taken locally by locally 
accountable elected members, it is of vital importance that the ministerial call-
in proposal is not usurped by any party with any interest in a school closure to 
simply enable a continuation of the current unsatisfactory ministerial referral 
process. 
 
4. The policy memorandum is informative and helpful. 
 
5. The financial memorandum is also informative but in reality the costs of 
school closure consultations will not be significantly different from the cost 
currently incurred via the existing process. This is not a major consideration. 
 
6. The consultation carried out prior to the introduction of the Bill was 
acceptable and reasonably efficient. It is worthy of note however that the 
Scottish Government public meetings were very poorly attended and that 
across the 10 public meetings led by Scottish Government officials there 
would appear to have been a total of fewer than 200 people attending, many 
of whom were in fact local councillors and local education/council officials. It is 
vitally important therefore that the Education, Lifelong Learning and Culture 
Committee takes due cognisance of the overall council services landscape 
which must be considered by the local council and that it does not limit its 
vision purely to rural or other school closures. Councils must take account of 
prevailing circumstances, including finance, as well as ensuring a best value 
approach to the utilisation of scarce council resources.  Again therefore it is 
our view that these decisions are best made locally by locally accountable 
politicians. 
 
 
Alistair Farquhar 



Head of Educational Resource Services 
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