
Monday 7 July 2014 

SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT 

Enterprise and Environment 

Claire Baker (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government, further 
to the statement by Richard Lochhead on 11 June 2014 (Official Report, c. 32086), whether it will list 
each of the “ten green gains in the policy” referred to by the minister. 

 (S4W-21782) 

Richard Lochhead: The “ten green gains” referred to in the statement are examples of ways in 
which the post-2015 CAP will improve the environmental performance of Scottish agriculture.  These 
are listed below: 

Pillar 1 Greening: 

Improved nutrient efficiency on livestock farms  

Subject to commission approval, Pillar 1 Greening obligations in Scotland will be delivered under a 
certification scheme, including a combination of standard and equivalent practices which non-exempt 
farmers will need to observe in order to claim their full direct payment. 

The scheme will include a new requirement for nutrient management planning on permanent 
grassland (excluding rough grazing). This will reduce greenhouse gas emissions and diffuse pollution 
of watercourses by avoiding over-application of fertiliser and slurry, helping to deliver climate change 
and Water Framework Directive commitments. 

Improved habitat for farmland birds and other biodiversity on arable land  

The greening certification scheme will include a requirement for non-exempt farmers to ensure that 
5% of arable land is ecological focus area. This will benefit farmland birds and other biodiversity by 
increasing or maintaining the area of wildlife-friendly habitats in intensively farmed arable landscapes. 

Pillar 2 Scottish Rural Development Programme (SRDP): 

Increased Agri-Environment-Climate budget and a maintained Forestry budget 

Despite Scotland’s poor Pillar 2 allocation, the agri-environment-climate budget has been increased by 
over £10 million per year compared to the 2007-13 SRDP and the forestry budget has been 
maintained. This will increase the impact of the SRDP in delivering a range of environmental 
objectives, including support for vulnerable species and habitats, progress towards designated site 
condition targets, reduction in diffuse pollution, flood risk management and climate change mitigation. 

Additional support for peatland restoration 

An additional £15m for peatland restoration has been included in the agri-environment-climate budget. 
This will help to deliver climate change targets by protecting internationally important peatland carbon 
stores while also contributing to flood risk management and benefiting biodiversity. 

Improved targeting of Agri-Environment-Climate measures 

New spatial targeting of agri-environment-climate measures will ensure that support is directed to the 
right locations to create meaningful environmental benefits and maximise multiple benefits. 

Increased support for collaboration and advice  

A new cooperation fund for agri-environment-climate and forestry measures will support land 
managers to deliver landscape-scale environmental benefits. Access to advice will be improved under 
the Farm Advisory Service, supporting joined up delivery of the schemes. 

Promotion of new carbon audits tool under SRDP 

The Farm Advisory Service will promote the use of a new carbon audit tool which helps to reduce the 
farm’s environmental impact whilst improving resource efficiency. 

Scottish Beef Improvement Database 



The SRDP will include new incentives for the establishment of a national cattle database able to 
feedback information on genetics, management and performance to farmers and their advisors. This 
will enable animals to be managed more efficiently, reducing death, disease and lack of productivity, 
which in turn will reduce waste and minimise the carbon footprint per kilogram of meat produced. 

GAEC (Good Agricultural and Environmental Condition): 

Increased protection for hedgerows 

A new requirement for 2 million uncultivated buffer strips along hedgerows will be introduced. This will 
help to halt the decline in farmland birds and benefit other farmland biodiversity, also boosting habitat 
networks. 

Strengthened measures to reduce diffuse pollution 

A new requirement for 2 million uncultivated buffer strips with no fertiliser along watercourses will be 
introduced. This will reduce diffuse pollution from fertiliser run off and sediment by reinforcing an 
existing General Binding Rule (under the Controlled Activities Regulations). 

 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether it 
considers the system of resolving rent disputes through the Scottish Land Court fit for purpose. 

 (S4W-21818) 

Richard Lochhead: Despite the Rent Review Working Group’s report in 2012 concluding that no 
changes to the legislation were required, and the subsequent production of the industry led 
Practitioner’s Guide setting out best practice for rent reviews, the interim report of the Agricultural 
Holdings Legislation Review has confirmed that there are still issues with the statutory rent review 
process. 

The fact that current legislation is not delivering for Scotland’s tenant farming sector has been 
thrown into sharp relief by recent reactions to the Scottish Land Court’s decision in the Roxburgh 
Mains rent review case. This vindicates the need for the Agricultural Holdings Legislation Review and 
the very thorough work we are undertaking. 

Clearly we have lived with some of these issues and uncertainties for a long time and so the review 
group needs time to come up with the right solutions. 

The review group will continue to work with STFA and other stakeholders as we develop 
recommendations for the tenanted sector in Scotland on a number of specific issues, including rent 
reviews. 

 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government whether, 
following the Scottish Land Court’s decision in relation to the Roxburgh Mains rent review, it plans to 
reconsider how tenant farmer rent rates are calculated. 

 (S4W-21819) 

Richard Lochhead: I refer the member to my response to question S4W-21818 on 7 July 2014. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx. 

 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
trends in sandeel abundance were observed during the sandeel survey in 2006. 

 (S4W-21963) 

Richard Lochhead: In 2006 there was a trawl survey of the Shetland coastal grounds. This was 
part of an annual survey that ran from 1984-2007. In 2006, the index for young of the year sandeels 
was below the average for the survey but above the preceding five years and in 2007 the index was 
similar to this average. 

 

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx


Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how the 
conservation of sandeels can be monitored in the absence of a specific survey. 

 (S4W-21964) 

Richard Lochhead: The breeding success of some surface feeding seabirds provides a reliable 
proxy of sandeel abundance near colonies and these seabird species are monitored annually at 
colonies around Scotland. Hence it is possible to get a regular indication of sandeel abundance. In 
addition, Marine Scotland Science has undertaken an annual survey off the east coast of Scotland 
since 2008 in order to obtain reliable estimates of sandeel abundance in the only region which is still 
subject to a significant fishery. 

Health and Social Care 

Jim Hume (South Scotland) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government how 
many medicines for treating (a) cancer and (b) other conditions the Scottish Medicines Consortium 
has considered in each of the last four years, and how many were subsequently (i) approved and (ii) 
not recommended for use. 

 (S4W-21803) 

Michael Matheson: All Scottish Medicines Consortium (SMC) decisions are available on the SMC 
website: www.scottishmedicines.org.uk. I have asked the Chief Executive of Healthcare Improvement 
Scotland to provide the requested information. 

Details as follows: 

Table 1: Full submissions  

 2010 2011 

 Accepted 
/Accepted with 

Restriction 

Not 
recommended 

Accepted 
/Accepted with 

Restriction 

Not 
recommended 

Cancer 
medicines  

1 10 7 3 

Medicines for 
other 
conditions 

23 10 24 12 

 2012 2013 

 Accepted 
/Accepted with 

Restriction 

Not 
recommended 

Accepted 
/Accepted with 

Restriction 

Not recommended 

Cancer 
medicines  

2 7 4 7 

Medicines for 
other 
conditions 

23 10 28 5 

Table 1: Figures for full submissions only (i.e. excludes re-submissions, abbreviated submissions, 
non-submissions and independent review panels) based on decisions made at SMC meetings 
between 2010 and 2013. 

 

Table 2: Resubmissions 

 2010 2011 

 Accepted 
/Accepted with 
Restriction 

Not 
recommended 

Accepted 
/Accepted with 

Restriction 

Not recommended 

Cancer 
medicines  

4 3 2 2 

Medicines for 
other 
conditions 

4 3 4 7 

http://www.scottishmedicines.org.uk/


 

 2012 2013 

 Accepted/ 
Accepted with 

Restriction 

Not 
recommended 

Accepted/ 
Accepted with 

Restriction 

Not recommended 

Cancer 
medicines  

2 0 4 0 

Medicines for 
other 
conditions 

8 1 6 2 

Table 2: Figures for all resubmissions (i.e. excludes abbreviated submissions, non-submissions and 
independent review panels. Note that the initial full submission may not have been assessed in the 
same year) based on decisions made at SMC meetings between 2010 and 2013. 

 

Table 3: Figures for non-submissions  

 2010 2011 2012 2013 

Cancer 
medicines 

3 2 8 6 

Medicines 
for other 
conditions 

7 16 16 15 

Table 3 provides the number of non-submissions (i.e. medicines ‘not recommended’ in the absence 
of a company submission. Figures not included here for medicines where the company subsequently 
made a submission; these are included in table 2). The above figures are based on decisions made at 
SMC meetings between 2010 and 2013.  

 

Jim Hume (South Scotland) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government how 
many of the medicines for treating (a) cancer and (b) other conditions that were not recommended by 
the Scottish Medicines Consortium in each of the last four years have since been (i) approved and (ii) 
not recommended for use following consideration through the Patient and Clinician Engagement 
process. 

 (S4W-21805) 

Michael Matheson: I refer the member to the answer to question S4W-21803 on 7 July 2014. All 
answers to written parliamentary questions are available on the Parliament’s website, the search 
facility for which can be found at: 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx. 

 

Jim Hume (South Scotland) (Scottish Liberal Democrats): To ask the Scottish Government, in 
light of the comment in the Scottish Medicines Consortium’s (SMC) June 2014 briefing note that the 
cancer treatment drug, Abraxane, “offered a substantial improvement in life expectancy”, what its 
position is on the SMC’s decision not to recommend it for use. 

 (S4W-21808) 

Michael Matheson: Scottish Medicines Consortium (SMC) decisions are made independently of the 
Scottish Government. SMC advice should be read in the context of the whole of the Detailed Advice 
Document, published at www.scottishmedicinesconsortium.org.uk. 

The Scottish Government has already acted to put in place changes to the way that medicines are 
assessed in Scotland, to ensure that there will be increased access to medicines for treatment at end 
of life. 

SMC had made the pharmaceutical company aware that the timing of their submission meant that it 
would not be considered under the new, more flexible process but the company wished to proceed on 
that basis. The new process for these medicines allows a further opportunity for a company to submit 
a patient access scheme to improve the cost effectiveness of the medicine. This submission did not 
include a patient access scheme. 

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx
http://www.scottishmedicinesconsortium.org.uk/


The Scottish Government would welcome a resubmission to SMC and encourage that the 
pharmaceutical company considers a patient access scheme. 

Learning and Justice 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what plans it has to review the children’s hearings system. 

 (S4W-21809) 

Aileen Campbell: The introduction of the Children’s Hearings (Scotland) Act 2011, which came into 
force on 24 June 2013, involved a full review of the children’s hearings system. The Scottish 
Government intends to build on the improvements already introduced by continuing to work with all 
partners, including children, young people and their families, and by measuring the success of the 
modernisation programme. 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government how many Children’s Panel members have (a) been recruited and (b) resigned 
in each of the last five years. 

 (S4W-21810) 

Aileen Campbell: The information requested is in the following table. 

 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

(a) Appointments 508 526 492 114 544 

(b) Resignations 395 371 359 353 385 

Source: Children’s Hearings Scotland 

 

Mary Scanlon (Highlands and Islands) (Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party): To ask the 
Scottish Government what support is given to Children’s Panel members facing grievance and 
disciplinary procedures in relation to their work for the Children's Panel. 

 (S4W-21811) 

Aileen Campbell: This is an operational matter for Children’s Hearings Scotland. 

 

Fiona McLeod (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish 
Government how many local authorities have adopted a six-week settling-in period for pupils starting 
primary one. 

 (S4W-21917) 

Alasdair Allan: The statutory responsibility for the provision of education in Scotland rests with local 
authorities. In discharging these duties authorities are responsible for the day to day organisation of 
the schools including the arrangements for the settling in of primary one pupils each year. Information 
relating to how many local authorities have adopted a six week-settling in period for primary one pupils 
is not collected centrally by the Scottish Government. 

 


