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SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT 

Communities 

 Joan McAlpine (South Scotland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
what evidence it has of a link between the UK Government’s welfare policies and the increase in the 
number of people using foodbanks. 

 (S4O-03549) 

Margaret Burgess: The Trussell Trust reported that between April and June 2014 over 6,000 
people used their Scottish foodbanks due to a benefit delay, 4,000 due to low income and 4,000 due 
to benefit changes. 

These statistics reflect the conclusions of the report we published in December 2013 - that benefit 
changes and delays are a major cause of these increases.  

That is why we are providing 26 projects with a total of over half a million pounds through our 
Emergency Food Fund, and why I continue to press the case to the UK Government that the most 
vulnerable people in our society must be protected, and that any changes to the welfare system must 
not further reduce their income. 

 

 Jean Urquhart (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government whether 
it plans to introduce a universal flat cost for Home Reports as part of its review of their operation. 

 (S4W-22539) 

Margaret Burgess: Scottish Ministers have no powers to set the cost of Home Reports under the 
existing Housing (Scotland) Act 2006 and costs are determined by the market. 

The Scottish Government’s scheduled five year review of the Home Report will examine how well 
the Home Report is meeting its original objectives and consider if those objectives are still appropriate, 
examine how it is operating in the current market, and explore in detail various issues that have been 
raised both by the general public and stakeholders since its introduction. 

The Scottish Government will set out its response to the findings of the review, including any 
proposed actions or amendments, once the research report and key findings summary paper have 
been published on the Scottish Government website (expected by early 2015). 

Learning and Justice 

 Richard Baker (North East Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government what 
support it will provide to Albyn House, Aberdeen’s designated place of safety, if Police Scotland 
withdraws its share of the funding for the service in April 2015. 

 (S4O-03570) 

Kenny MacAskill: The funding of local initiatives is a matter for Police Scotland, and it is 
appropriate that they review their commitments regularly alongside all priority and partnership 
activities. 

Police Scotland has made no announcement about cutting their funding of this project. An options 
appraisal for funding is currently being developed by the Alcohol and Drug Partnership (ADP) and 
when complete, Police Scotland will consider this along with other partners, prior to agreeing the 
allocation of any funds beyond March 2015. 

Since 2008, the Scottish Government has made a record investment of £278 million to ADPs to 
tackle problem alcohol use. In 2014-15 the three partnerships operating in Grampian area received 
over £3 million in funding through NHS Grampian. 

 

 Jean Urquhart (Highlands and Islands) (Independent): To ask the Scottish Government whether 
the provisions of the Claim of Rights Act 1689 in relation to the right to appeal to the monarch against 
perceived judicial injustice remain in force and, if not, what information it has on when these were 
revoked and for what reason. 



Holding answer issued: 17 September 2014 (S4W-22401) 

Kenny MacAskill: The provisions of the Claim of Right Act 1689 in relation to the right to appeal to 
the monarch against perceived judicial injustice remain in force to the extent that the right is now 
exercisable via appeal to the United Kingdom Supreme Court, in accordance with the usual rules of 
court, and civil procedure. 

The Claim of Right Act 1689 provided a right for a person to appeal a decision of the Court of 
Session to the Parliament of Scotland (the ‘monarch in Parliament’) and not necessarily directly to the 
sovereign as an individual. Following the Acts of Union and the abolition of the Scottish Parliament, 
this right was effectively transferred to the House of Lords, meaning that decisions of the Court of 
Session could be appealed to the House of Lords. In 2009 the appellate jurisdiction of the House of 
Lords was transferred to the new United Kingdom Supreme Court, including appeals from the Court of 
Session. The right contained in the 1689 Act has evolved into the right of appeal to the Supreme Court 
and is not a parallel right of appeal alongside the normal rules of civil procedure. 

The Scottish Government’s understanding is that the 1689 Act concerned proceedings of the Court 
of Session and does not entitle an individual to challenge a conviction or sentence of a Scottish 
criminal court by petitioning the sovereign or the government on Her Majesty’s behalf. The House of 
Lords never assumed appellate jurisdiction for criminal cases following the Union. The mechanism for 
challenging a conviction or sentence of a criminal court is by appeal in accordance with the normal 
rules of criminal procedure. An individual who remains dissatisfied with the outcome of that appeal can 
ask the Scottish Criminal Cases Review Commission to consider investigating whether a miscarriage 
of justice has occurred, which can in certain circumstances result in the case being referred back to 
the appeal court. 

 

 Graeme Pearson (South Scotland) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government how 
much has been raised from use of the 101 telephone number, and what plans it has to provide callers 
with a notice that a charge of 15p will be incurred. 

 (S4W-22538) 

Kenny MacAskill: The introduction of the 101 number has allowed for the cost of a non-emergency 
call to become standardised and transparent across the whole of the UK for the first time. 

There are no plans for a national campaign about the 15p charge. Information on the 101 number 
and the 15p charge is already available on the Police Scotland website. Neither the Police nor the 
Scottish Government receive money from calls to 101. The 15p cost of the call goes to the telephony 
providers to cover the cost of carrying the calls. The 15p charge per call to the 101 number was set 
and is regulated by the Home Office. 

 

 Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether there is routine testing of prisoners for learning disability and what the reason is for its 
position on this matter. 

 (S4W-22551) 

Kenny MacAskill: I have asked Colin McConnell, Chief Executive of the Scottish Prison Service, to 
respond. His response is as follows: 

“The Scottish Prison Service (SPS) does not currently routinely and systematically screen prisoners 
for learning disability. Potential learning difficulties and disabilities (LDD) issues are identified through 
a variety of means including the application of literacies screening tools for those choosing to engage 
in learning or observations by SPS, education or health centre staff and SPS to address the 
presenting needs of prisoners identified through these means. 

The principal reason that SPS does not routinely screen prisoners for LDD is that until recently, 
there has been no comprehensive tool available to identify the needs of this cohort group. We have 
therefore relied on the transfer of information accompanying the individual from health, social services 
or justice representatives to inform of any hidden disabilities that may be present. 

SPS does recognise that LDD is a significant issue amongst the prisoner population and is 
committed to improving our assessment processes and provision of services. We are currently testing 

http://www.scotland.police.uk/whats-happening/campaigns/2013/101-non-emergency/


a number of approaches including piloting. This is a comprehensive screening tool providing a ‘red 
flag’ indicator across the spectrum of LDD conditions.” 

 

 Kevin Stewart (Aberdeen Central) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
how many cases of fraudulent disposition of deeds have been recorded in each year since 1999. 

 (S4W-22567) 

Roseanna Cunningham: We do not hold this information. 

Registers of Scotland are responsible for the registering of dispositions. However, Registers of 
Scotland would only know if a fraudulent deed had been registered if the fraud comes to light. Some 
deeds are registered in the Land Register and others in the Register of Sasines. 

In the Land Register, a party affected by fraud can apply for rectification of the register. However, 
the Keeper of the Registers does not catalogue the applications for rectifications in such a way as to 
allow her to identify the number of rectifications sought as a consequence of fraud. 

In the Register of Sasines, a fraudulent deed can be reduced by a decree of reduction granted by 
the courts. These decrees may be recorded in the sasines but that is not obligatory. A search of the 
sasines to examine decrees of reduction granted by the courts following the recording of a fraudulent 
deed would be time-consuming. In any event, any such search would not give a definitive answer 
given that some fraud may be undetected and, in other cases, the decree of reduction may not have 
been recorded. 

 

 Kevin Stewart (Aberdeen Central) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
how many householders have lost their homes because of fraudulent disposition of deeds in each 
year since 1999. 

 (S4W-22569) 

Roseanna Cunningham: The Scottish Government does not hold this information. 

The Scottish Government and the Keeper of the Registers do not know how many frauds there 
might be in total and how many frauds have led to an action of reduction in the courts. Even when a 
deed is reduced by the courts, the deed may not necessarily relate to a home – it could, for example, 
relate to a commercial property. 

However, our general expectation is that the number of cases of householders losing their homes 
because of fraudulent deeds will be low. This is particularly the case as even when fraud does take 
place, householders may not lose their homes. 

 

 Kevin Stewart (Aberdeen Central) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
what plans it has to amend conveyancing law to ensure that purchasers are offered greater protection. 

 (S4W-22570) 

Roseanna Cunningham: Registers of Scotland have recently completed a comprehensive overhaul 
of registration law in the form of the Land Registration etc. (Scotland) Act 2012. Three of the changes 
brought about by that Act, which is due to be implemented later this year, will enhance the protection 
afforded to parties to conveyancing transactions. 

First of all, the process of registering or recording a deed can take several weeks, or months. This 
creates a risk period during which the purchaser is exposed to the insolvency of the seller or a 
competing conveyance. The current solution is for the seller’s solicitors to provide a letter of obligation 
in which the firm undertakes to ensure that there is no impediment to the purchaser being registered 
as owner within a certain period, usually 14 days. The 2012 Act provides a mechanism to avoid the 
risk period by lodging an advance notice on the register. This provides protection against the 
registration of a competing conveyance and the insolvency of the seller for up to thirty five days from 
the date when the notice is lodged. 



Secondly, at the moment under the Land Registration (Scotland) Act 1979, if a mistake is made 
during the registration of a title in the Land Register then this cannot be altered except in very limited 
circumstances. Under changes made by the 2012 Act, it will be easier to rectify the Land Register. 

Thirdly, the 2012 Act provides for a new statutory system of caveats. A caveat on the title sheet will 
effectively warn third parties of on-going litigation. This is not possible at present under the 1979 Act. 

In addition, the Law Society are currently undertaking an independent review of the consumer 
protections which are in place for clients buying and selling property:  
http://www.lawscot.org.uk/news/2014/05/law-society-announces-independent-review-of-consumer-
protections/. If the review should suggest that changes to the law might be required, the government 
will consider fully and carefully any points raised. 

 

 Kevin Stewart (Aberdeen Central) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
what recent discussions it has had with the Law Society of Scotland about fraudulent disposition of 
deeds. 

 (S4W-22571) 

Roseanna Cunningham: The Law Society of Scotland announced on 16 May 2014 the setting up 
of an independent review of the consumer protections which are in place for individuals buying and 
selling property in Scotland. This review will be carried out by former Sheriff Principal Bowen. 

The Scottish Government discussed the review and related matters at one of our regular quarterly 
meetings at ministerial level with the society, held on 25 September 2014. 

In addition, Registers of Scotland staff met with the society on 15 August 2014 to discuss a number 
of matters of common interest including fraud. Registers of Scotland staff also met with former Sheriff 
Principal Bowen on 21 July 2014 about the review. 

 

 Kevin Stewart (Aberdeen Central) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
whether it will make a submission to the Law Society of Scotland’s independent review of consumer 
protections for clients buying and selling property. 

 (S4W-22572) 

Roseanna Cunningham: The Scottish Government do not plan to make a submission to the 
review. We will however, provide the society with any help or information it may require while carrying 
out the review. In addition, we will consider very carefully any recommendations made by the review 
which may impact on government. 

Strategy and External Affairs 

 Aileen McLeod (South Scotland) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government 
what progress is being made on the rollout of next generation broadband in South Scotland. 

 (S4O-03550) 

Nicola Sturgeon: The local authorities in the south of Scotland are key investment partners in the 
Digital Scotland Superfast Broadband programme. 

The south of Scotland will receive upgraded infrastructure throughout the four year programme, 
which will run until the end of 2017. 

In the first two phases of the programme, it has been confirmed that cabinets connected to the 
exchanges in Galashiels and Dumfries will receive fibre broadband. It has also been announced that 
the following exchange areas will be fibre-enabled: Amisfield, Castle Douglas in Dumfries and 
Galloway, and Earlston, Lauder, Melrose, Selkirk and St Boswells in Scottish Borders. 

By the end of the programme, access to fibre broadband in the south of Scotland is expected to 
increase from 32% to 94% of premises. 

  

http://www.lawscot.org.uk/news/2014/05/law-society-announces-independent-review-of-consumer-protections/
http://www.lawscot.org.uk/news/2014/05/law-society-announces-independent-review-of-consumer-protections/


Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (Scottish National Party): To ask the Scottish Government what 
progress has been made toward providing additional powers to the Parliament to enhance Scotland's 
role internationally. 

 (S4O-03558) 

Humza Yousaf: As the First Minister set out in his statement on 23 September 2014, any enhanced 
devolution settlement should enable Scotland to have a stronger and more clearly articulated voice on 
the international stage. The Scottish Government will be pursuing that objective in the next phase of 
this work. 

 

 Paul Martin (Glasgow Provan) (Scottish Labour): To ask the Scottish Government when the 
Cabinet Secretary for Culture and External Affairs last met Historic Scotland and what was discussed. 

 (S4O-03559) 

Fiona Hyslop: I meet regularly with Historic Scotland officials to discuss a variety of matters. Most 
recently, I met with the Director of Heritage Management on Thursday 25 September 2014 to discuss 
significant cases relating to the historic environment. 

 


