
Wednesday 20 November 2013 

SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT 

Enterprise and Environment 

Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what impact its 
target of making Scotland 100% reliable on renewable energy sources by 2050 will have on energy 
prices. 

 (S4W-18062) 

Fergus Ewing: The Scottish Government’s target is to generate the equivalent of 100% of 
Scotland’s gross annual electricity consumption from renewable sources by 2020, as part of a wider, 
balanced, low carbon energy mix.  

In the future, we would see far greater energy price increases if our energy supplies relied more on 
fossil fuels and did not take advantage of our abundant renewable resources. As such, our continued 
focus on renewable generation will help protect Scotland’s consumers by keeping energy prices down 
in the long term. 

Governance and Communities 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
how much it will cost to transfer 10,000 of its computers to the Windows 8 operating system and train 
staff to use it. 

Holding answer issued: 15 November 2013 (S4W-17885) 

John Swinney: The software upgrade is entirely cost-neutral as new versions of operating system 
software are covered as part of our Microsoft Enterprise Agreement. 

As with the previous upgrade to Windows 7, no formal training programme will be required but online 
help and assistance will be provided via interactive guides and a purpose built online productivity hub. 
This will incur no additional cost. 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
what consideration it has given to ending the provision of security support for earlier versions of the 
Windows operating system and moving to an open source operating system. 

Holding answer issued: 15 November 2013 (S4W-17886) 

John Swinney: The Scottish Government commenced a rolling upgrade programme two years ago 
in anticipation of Windows XP becoming unsupported from April 2014. As of November 2012, 86% of 
devices have been upgraded and the exercise will be completed in February 2014. 

An open source desktop assessment was conducted in early 2011 and concluded that there was still 
no suitably mature, scalable and secure alternative to the Microsoft Windows and Outlook products.  

Health and Social Care 

Anne McTaggart (Glasgow) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how many cases 
of female genital mutilation have been reported by (a) midwives and (b) other health professionals, 
broken down by (i) country of origin of patient and (ii) NHS board. 

 (S4W-17946) 

Shona Robison: There have been three reports of female genital mutilation made to the police by 
NHS staff since 2005. 

The Scottish Government does not have any information on which NHS staff made the report, the 
country of origin of the patient, nor NHS board. However information from Police Scotland advises that 
the legacy force that dealt with each case were as follows: 

 

 



Year Case Country of Origin 

2011  Case 1 Fife Constabulary Pakistan 

2012 Case 1 Strathclyde Police Papua New Guinea 

2012  Case 2 Lothian and Borders Police-E Division East Lothian Indonesia 

 

Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
what steps it is taking to (a) regulate and (b) inspect GP practices. 

 (S4W-18124) 

Alex Neil: The General Medical Council (GMC) is the regulatory body for doctors in the UK and its 
purpose is to protect, promote and maintain the health and safety of the public by ensuring proper 
standards in the practice of medicine. All doctors have to be registered by the GMC to practise and the 
GMC has powers to take action on serious concerns which call into question a doctor’s fitness to 
practise. 

Individual GP practices are also responsible for the provision of the premises from which they 
operate and directly accountable to their contracting health board for the services they provide. This 
includes ensuring their premises are suitable for the delivery of their services, including cleanliness, 
and sufficient to meet the needs of their patients. GP contractors must also co-operate fully with any 
reasonable inspection or review that the health board or another relevant statutory authority wishes to 
undertake, that may include random visits. 

 

Jackson Carlaw (West Scotland) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government whether it plans to move health professions on the assured voluntary registration 
system to a statutory regulatory system, and what discussions it has had with the Department of 
Health on this issue. 

 (S4W-18150) 

Alex Neil: The Scottish Government supports the accredited voluntary register scheme, run by the 
Professional Standards Authority for Health and (in England only) Social care as a proportionate 
response to the risks presented by unregulated practitioners. There are no current plans to make any 
of the accredited voluntary registers subject to statutory regulation. 

The ministers of the four administrations have committed to working together to maintain a 
consistent regulatory landscape for healthcare professionals working across national boundaries. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
what its position is on the analysis in paragraphs 73 and 74 of Audit Scotland’s report, NHS financial 
performance 2012/13. 

 (S4W-18186) 

Alex Neil: Funding for the treatment time guarantee was part of the £230 million made available to 
NHS boards for the 18 weeks referral to treatment time target. This funding covered the period 2008-
09 to 20010-11. This was made clear in the Patient Rights (Scotland) Bill Financial Memorandum 
placed in the Parliament on 17 March 2010. This funding is now reflected as part of NHS boards 
allocations. 

In the current year NHS boards plan to make available £67 million to increase capacity. This is being 
used to recruit around 420 more doctors, nurses and support staff as well increasing theatre capacity. 
This investment will ensure patients are seen and treated quickly. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether it is 
considering suspending the use of transvaginal mesh implants and what legal advice it has received in 
this regard. 

 (S4W-18257) 

Alex Neil: The Scottish Government is not considering suspending the use of transvaginal mesh 
implants.  



 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether the risk 
classification of transvaginal mesh implants has recently changed.  

 (S4W-18258) 

Alex Neil: There have been no recent changes to the risk classification of transvaginal mesh 
implants. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what alternative 
treatments there are to transvaginal mesh implants in the treatment of (a) pelvic organ prolapse and 
(b) stress urinary incontinence. 

 (S4W-18260) 

Alex Neil: Alternative treatment options to transvaginal mesh implants for vaginal prolapse include 
pelvic floor exercises, changes to diet to reduce weight, eating a high-fibre diet with plenty of fresh 
fruit, vegetables, wholegrain bread and cereal, the use of vaginal pessaries or a range of surgical 
techniques. 

There are a number of treatment options available for stress urinary incontinence. These include 
changes to diet to reduce weight and physiotherapy to strengthen the pelvic floor muscles. Surgical 
treatment is recommended only if conservative (non-surgical) management is ineffective. There are a 
number of surgical procedures for this condition. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether current 
procedures to remove transvaginal mesh implants are resulting in patients having to undergo multiple 
operations. 

 (S4W-18261) 

Alex Neil: This information requested is not held centrally. Information on the number of patients 
that have had to undergo multiple operations following a procedure to remove transvaginal mesh 
implants is not available as there are no specific clinical codes used to identify the removal of 
transvaginal implants. 

However, available data shows that between 2007-08 and 2012-13, 15 of the 101 patients who had 
a procedure involving the removal of unspecified prosthesis from organ or the removal of other 
unspecified repair material from organ, were involved in a subsequent procedure during the year 
following treatment which could be related to the original removal procedure. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what the cost is of each 
procedure to remove or partially remove a transvaginal mesh implant. 

 (S4W-18262) 

Alex Neil: The information requested is not held centrally. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what consideration it 
has given to using ultrasound as a treatment in the removal of transvaginal mesh implants. 

 (S4W-18263) 

Alex Neil: The consideration of clinical procedures including the use of ultrasound as a treatment in 
the removal of transvaginal mesh implants will be considered by the transvaginal mesh working group. 
This working group has been set-up to look in detail at issues surrounding transvaginal mesh implants. 
The next meeting of the working group will take place 13 December 2013. 

 



Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what recent 
discussions it has had with manufacturers of transvaginal mesh implants regarding (a) the suspension 
of their use and (b) concerns about their impact on women’s health.  

 (S4W-18264) 

Alex Neil: The Deputy Chief Medical Officer met with Mark Lloyd Davies, Senior Director, Johnson 
and Johnson, and a colleague from the Association of British Healthcare Industry on 16 July 2013 to 
hear views on research and medical device regulations. There was no discussion on the suspension 
of the use of transvaginal mesh implants. A research paper was provided on biocompatibility for 
information. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what recent 
discussions it has had with the Medical and Healthcare Products Regulatory Agency in relation to (a) 
the safety of using and (b) suspending the use of transvaginal mesh implants in treating pelvic organ 
prolapse and stress urinary incontinence. 

 (S4W-18265) 

Alex Neil: The Deputy Chief Medical Officer and colleagues have participated in discussion with the 
Medical and Healthcare Products Regulatory Agency and other professional bodies on the reporting 
and use of the implant database. The professional bodies have agreed in principle to work together on 
reporting complications and outcomes. There have been no discussions on suspending the use of 
transvaginal mesh implants. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what (a) recent 
discussions it has had with and (b) information it has received from the Medical and Healthcare 
Products Regulatory Agency regarding complications arising from the use of transvaginal mesh 
implants. 

 (S4W-18266) 

Alex Neil: The Deputy Chief Medical Officer and colleagues have recently participated in two 
telephone conferences and three review conversations with the Medical and Healthcare Products 
Regulatory Agency. These discussions focussed on medical device regulation. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what information it has 
on how many doctors are trained to implant and remove transvaginal mesh products; who provided 
training; who paid for this; what level of training was provided, and for what duration. 

 (S4W-18268) 

Alex Neil: The information requested is not held centrally. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government, further to the answer to 
question S4W-14623 by Alex Neil on 17 May 2013, whether it will provide an update on when an 
implant register will be in place. 

 (S4W-18271) 

Alex Neil: Discussion on an implant registry is on-going, and includes the British Society of 
Urogynaecology (BSUG), The British Association Urological Surgeons, the Royal College of 
Obstetricians and Gynaecologists and the Medicines and Healthcare Products Regulatory Agency. 

There is an existing BSUG database, currently being used by 20-30% of urogynaecologists, that 
may be adapted to record procedures, complications and some outcome data for specific 
urogynaecological procedures, including the urethral tape and vaginal mesh insertion procedures. A 
number of Scottish clinicians already contribute their data to the BSUG database and we will work with 
the Scottish Association of Medical Directors to identify the barriers to using the database amongst 
Scottish clinicians so that we can find ways of increasing uptake. 

 



Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how many women have 
received transvaginal mesh implants in each year since the treatment was introduced. 

 (S4W-18273) 

Alex Neil: The number of women who have received transvaginal mesh implants in NHSScotland 
hospitals are shown in the following table. Clinical coding for this type of procedure was introduced in 
2006 and annual data is only available since 2007-08: 

Year Number of Procedures 

2007-08 246 

2008-09 356 

2009-10 372 

2010-11 403 

2011-12 323 

2012-13 241 

Source: NHS National Services Scotland Information Services Division. 

 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how many procedures 
have taken place to remove transvaginal mesh implants. 

 (S4W-18274) 

Alex Neil: This information requested is not held centrally. Information on the number of procedures 
undertaken to remove transvaginal mesh implants is not available as there is no specific clinical codes 
used for this type of procedure. However, the following table provides information on the number of 
procedures for unspecified removal of prosthesis from organ or the removal of other unspecified repair 
material from organ that may include removal of transvaginal mesh implants: 

Year Number of Procedures 

2007-08 14 

2008-09 14 

2009-10 21 

2010-11 17 

2011-12 22 

2012-13 23 

Source: NHS National Services Scotland Information Services Division. 

 

Rhoda Grant (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government for 
what conditions people are routinely offered speech therapy. 

 (S4W-18282) 

Alex Neil: The purpose of a speech and language therapy service is to provide evidence-based 
services that anticipate and respond to the needs of individuals who may experience speech, 
language, communication or swallowing difficulties. The reasons for these difficulties will vary 
significantly and referral to speech and language therapy services will be when there is a clinical need 
identified and is not solely based on a specific diagnosis. 

Conditions for which people are routinely offered speech and language therapy include, but are not 
restricted to, the following: 

Acquired Motor Speech Disorders 
Asphasia 
Autism Spectrum Disorder 
Brain Injury 
Cerebral Palsy 
Cleft Palate and Velopharyngeal Disorders 
Dysfluency 
Dyslexia 
Dysphagia 
Progressive Neurological Conditions 
Primary Speech/Language Disorder 



Speech/Language Delay. 
 

Rhoda Grant (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government to how 
many sessions of speech therapy stroke patients are entitled in each NHS board area and for how 
long. 

 (S4W-18283) 

Alex Neil: Treatment for people with speech and language therapy needs is determined by 
individual factors which will vary from person to person. The number and duration of interventions 
offered is therefore not set at a service level but by individual clinical need. 

Learning and Justice 

Nanette Milne (North East Scotland) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government how many dogs have been destroyed (a) by the police and (b) following a court 
order in each year since 1999. 

 (S4W-18118) 

Kenny MacAskill: The information requested is not held centrally. 

 

Kezia Dugdale (Lothian) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what information it 
has on how many articulating students (a) pay and (b) are exempt from council tax. 

 (S4W-18141) 

Michael Russell: This information is not held by the Scottish Government. Individual local 
authorities are responsible for collecting council tax payments and for applying any exemptions that 
apply. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what it considers the benefits are of the reclassification of further education 
colleges by the Office for National Statistics. 

 (S4W-18165) 

Michael Russell: None. The Scottish Government opposed this unnecessary move imposed upon 
Scotland. However, through the post 16 Education (Scotland) Act 2013, and previous legislation, we 
have established a relationship with colleges commensurate with the level and proportion of our public 
investment and that will continue. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether (a) Skills for Scotland: Accelerating the Recovery and Increasing Sustainable Economic 
Growth, (b) The Government Economic Strategy, (c) Action for Jobs - Supporting Young Scots into 
Work: Scotland's Youth Employment Strategy or (d) Working for Growth: A refresh of the employability 
framework for Scotland provides the basis for its approach to youth employment. 

 (S4W-18177) 

Angela Constance: Action for Jobs - Supporting Young Scots into Work: Scotland's Youth 
Employment Strategy provides an overview of the government's all-Scotland, all-government 
approach to harnessing and supporting the national effort required to increase youth employment 
through a strategic approach which builds on the knowledge, experience and commitment of others. 

 

Tavish Scott (Shetland Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
from what budget lines the Employability Fund is drawn. 

 (S4W-18179) 



Angela Constance: The funding for the Employability Fund is drawn from two budget lines, Skills 
Development Scotland’s core funding; and the Scottish Funding Council’s Further Education 
Programme budget. 

 

Willie Rennie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish 
Government when it learned of the visa issue for the Confucius Institute teachers as reported by the 
BBC on 4 November 2013 and when it first contacted the Home Office on the matter. 

 (S4W-18190) 

Michael Russell: Ministers learned of the visa issue on 1 November 2013 and contacted the Home 
Office on 1 November 2013. 

 

Liam McArthur (Orkney Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it will place copies of the minutes of all meetings of the educational psychologists' workforce 
planning group in the Scottish Parliament Information Centre (SPICe). 

 (S4W-18248) 

Michael Russell: Should copies be requested then they would be issued. 

 

Liam McArthur (Orkney Islands) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether there has been a reduction in the number of students training as educational psychologists in 
the last three years. 

 (S4W-18249) 

Michael Russell: There has been a slight reduction in the number of students training as 
educational psychologists in the last three years. Numbers are set out in the following table: 

Year Dundee Strathclyde 

2011-12 22 22 

2012-13 21 22 

2013-14 21 17 

The Scottish Government is working in partnership with the National Scottish Steering Group for 
educational psychologists to look at appropriate workforce planning at a national level. 

Transport Scotland 

Gavin Brown (Lothian) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the Scottish 
Government for what reason its consolidated accounts for the year ended 31 March 2013 record a 
£10 million overspend on concessionary fares. 

 (S4W-18220) 

Keith Brown: The budget for Concessionary Fares and Bus Services in 2012-13 was £248.6 
million. The largest elements of this were £187 million to reimburse bus operators for concessionary 
travel under the Scotland-wide Free Bus Travel Scheme for Older and Disabled Persons and £53.8 
million for support for bus services, including Bus Service Operators Grant (BSOG). Smart ticketing 
projects, other concessionary travel schemes, staffing, IT and marketing costs make up the rest of the 
budget. 

Claims for reimbursement under the older and disabled persons concessionary travel scheme were 
capped at £187 million by the scheme regulations (The National Bus Travel Concession Scheme for 
Older and Disabled Persons (Scotland) Order 2006, S.S.I. 2006/107, as amended by the National Bus 
Travel Concession Scheme for Older and Disabled Persons (Scotland) Amendment Order 2010, S.S.I. 
2010/140). 

During negotiations with the industry on reimbursement terms for April 2013 onwards, it was decided 
to provide an additional £10 million through BSOG in March 2013 as transitional relief to help bus 
operators adjust to new reimbursement rates. 

 



Patricia Ferguson (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish 
Government, further to the answer to question S4W-17994 by Keith Brown on 7 November 2013, for 
what reasons the adapted plans excluded the electrification of the Maryhill railway line. 

 (S4W-18292) 

Keith Brown: Electrification of the Maryhill railway line is not required to deliver the outputs of the 
initial phase of Edinburgh Glasgow Improvement Programme. 

 

Patricia Ferguson (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish 
Government, further to the answer to question S4W-17994 by Keith Brown on 7 November 2013, for 
what reason the electrification of the Maryhill railway line was not subsequently included in the control 
period (CP) 5 proposals. 

 (S4W-18293) 

Keith Brown: The Scottish Ministers’ High Level Output Specification for control period 5 (CP5) 
included a requirement for the rail industry to develop and deliver a rolling programme of electrification 
covering 100 single track kilometers per annum following the completion of the initial phase of 
Edinburgh Glasgow Improvement Programme. In their strategic planning for CP5 the rail industry did 
not prioritise the route via Maryhill for delivery within the CP5 rolling programme. 

 

Patricia Ferguson (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish 
Government, further to the answer to question S4W-17994 by Keith Brown on 7 November 2013, in 
what cost period the electrification of the Maryhill railway line will be included. 

 (S4W-18294) 

Keith Brown: This will be considered as part of the regulatory process for Control Period 6 (2019 – 
2024). 

 

Patricia Ferguson (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish 
Government, further to the answer to question S4W-18000 by Keith Brown on 7 November 2013, 
when (a) it and (b) Transport Scotland last discussed with Strathclyde Passenger Transport (SPT) the 
(i) future of the Maryhill railway line and (ii) Edinburgh Glasgow Improvement Programme and control 
period (CP) 5 proposals and what the outcome was. 

 (S4W-18295) 

Keith Brown: Transport Scotland officials met with SPT on 1 November 2013 to discuss the (i) 
future of the Maryhill railway line and (ii) Edinburgh Glasgow Improvement Programme and control 
period (CP) 5 proposals, with SPT being updated on current progress. 

To re-iterate, the future of the Maryhill line is safe. We remain committed to Maryhill services using 
the direct route from Anniesland to Queen Street station. 

 

Patricia Ferguson (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish 
Government what discussions (a) it and (b) its agencies have had regarding the linking Maryhill and 
North Clyde railway lines. 

 (S4W-18297) 

Keith Brown: The issue of linking Maryhill and North Clyde railway lines was discussed at the 
meeting of 1 November between Transport Scotland and Strathclyde Passenger Transport officials. 

 

Patricia Ferguson (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish 
Government, further to the answer to question S4W-17994 by Keith Brown on 7 November 2013, what 
impact its proposals will have on the (a) frequency of trains, (b) level of service and (c) routes on the 
Maryhill railway line prior to electrification. 

 (S4W-18298) 



Keith Brown: There will be no impact on the current level of service provided on the Maryhill line. 

 

Liz Smith (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what assessment it has made of the protection of the route of the former railway 
line between Inverkeithing and Perth. 

 (S4W-18301) 

Keith Brown: The responsibility for this matter lies with the relevant planning authorities, namely 
Fife Council and Perth and Kinross Council, rather than the Scottish Government. 

Scottish Planning Policy clearly states that disused railway lines with a reasonable prospect of being 
reused as rail, tram or active travel routes should be safeguarded in development plans. 

Following representations, and examination of the Perth and Kinross Council Local Development 
Plan, the reporter has concluded that the council’s development policy in respect of public access 
should be amended to refuse any development proposals that would have an adverse impact upon 
the integrity of any disused railway, unless adverse impacts are adequately addressed in the plans 
and suitable alternative provision is made. 

However, the Scottish Government has no plans or studies currently considering re-opening the 
former railway line between Inverkeithing and Perth. 

 

Liz Smith (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what assessment it has made of the protection of routes of former railway lines 
across the country. 

 (S4W-18302) 

Keith Brown: The responsibility for protecting the historic alignment of former railway lines lies with 
relevant planning authorities. The Scottish Planning policy states that disused railway lines with a 
reasonable prospect of being reused as rail, tram or active travel routes should be safeguarded in 
development plans. 

 

Liz Smith (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what discussions it has had with local authorities regarding the protection of 
routes of former railway lines. 

 (S4W-18303) 

Keith Brown: The Scottish Government is not aware of any discussions that have taken place with 
local authorities regarding the protection of routes of former railway lines. 

 

The following questions received holding answers: 

S4W-17940 
S4W-18116 
S4W-18117 
S4W-18122 


