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RURAL AFFAIRS AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 
 

WILDLIFE AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY WRITTEN SUBMISSION FROM SCOTTISH RURAL PROPERTY 
AND BUSINESS ASSOCIATION 

 
At the Rural Affairs and Environment Committee meeting on 7 September 2010, Karen 
Gillon asked Malcolm Strang Steel what the SRPBA had said about single witness 
evidence in its consultation response, and this note is just to follow up on that issue as 
Malcolm did not have the information to hand.  
 
At the consultation stage we were of the view that the status quo should be maintained 
i.e. single witness evidence should be retained for poaching offences. 
 
Since the consultation, our CEO has chaired the PAW Poaching and Hare Coursing 
Crime Priority Group which has discussed this issue in some detail. This group is run by 
the police and comprises various industry bodies including the national Wildlife Crime 
Unit. The view from that group was that the use of single witness evidence is very 
limited and hardly ever used. 
 
This matter was not raised specifically in our written evidence to the Committee. Whilst 
the SRPBA believes that single witness evidence could be useful in prosecuting these 
types of offences, we must take on board the views of those at the coalface in 
prosecuting offences. It may be useful for the Committee to explore with fiscals or police 
how many successful prosecutions there have been in recent years based on single 
witness evidence. If it can be shown to be a reliable and useful tool then we see no 
reason why it should not be considered in relation to other serious offences. If on the 
other hand there are practical difficulties in using single witness evidence then perhaps 
its retention in the Bill is of questionable value. The Thematic Review carried out by the 
Inspectorate of Prosecution in Scotland found that there was no desire to reconsider the 
need for corroboration of evidence in other wildlife cases than it currently applies. On 
the contrary it was stated by one agency that corroboration served to protect against 
any accusations of malpractice. 

 
The SRPBA has never made any statements opposing the extension of single witness 
evidence, but any measure introduced needs to be effective in the detection and 
prosecution of serious wildlife offences. 
 
As a supplementary follow-up point, the issue of enforcement in relation to poaching 
and other offences was raised briefly yesterday and this note provides some information 
which the Committee may find useful in this regard which was not brought out 
yesterday. 
 
The SRPBA has been working with Central and Tayside Police to devise a workable 
model to deliver additional rural policing through use of volunteer police specials. These 
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specials would be recruited from employees across rural Scotland, keepers, foresters, 
farm workers etc. This would be part of a recognised police project called Employer 
Supported Policing which is already established in other business sectors e.g. retail and 
finance in urban areas. Employers grant their employees paid time off to undertaking 
policing duties within their own community area/region.  
 
With an increase in all forms of rural crime and financial cut backs to come we think this 
project needs to be accelerated. We are currently working with the police to bespoke 
this approach for the rural sector in Scotland. 
 
Clarification 
Please also note a point of correction in the SRPBA’s written submission in relation to 
snaring. There was an unintentional error on our part in quoting the British Veterinary 
Association position, as contained on the BVA website 
http://www.bva.co.uk/activity_and_advice/1555.aspx and as previously quoted by the 
former Minister Mike Russell in the 2008 parliamentary debate on this subject 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/business/officialReports/meetingsParliament/or-
08/sor0220-02.htm . The BVA’s position was in fact that snaring would in some 
circumstances be the least inhumane method of control where control was necessary. 
Our submission misquoted this as most humane which was incorrect and we apologise 
for any confusion caused. 
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