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The Committee met with local community members to discuss their views on 
the Islands (Scotland) Bill. These notes are an informal summary of the views 
expressed.  

 

What were your expectations of an islands Bill?  

People felt that… 

 It could be positive or completely irrelevant. 

 They were pleased that the Argyll Islands are included but had a feeling that 
decisions will still be made on the mainland and generally that island 
communities are an afterthought. 

 Some issues are the same for islands as remote rural communities. However,  
on an island there is literally no way to get off the off or on the island at night. 

 Some kind of “sub-council” representing the Islands or more power to area 
committee’s would be helpful.  
 

The Bill creates a duty to publish a national islands plan and lay it before the 
Scottish Parliament. What are your views on this provision? 

People felt that… 

 There is a general view that the Plan will only be positive depending on 
content. 

 The Bill should set out very clear high-level objectives to be covered in the 
plan - including the development and maintenance of sustainable populations. 
The Scottish Government would then come forward with the Plan to provide 
detail 

 The Plan needs to recognise the very different settlements within islands. 
There is a huge difference in need, not only between islands, but even 
between villages within islands. For example, there is a massive difference 
between the Argyll Islands and the Western Isles. The Western Isles make 
their own decisions as an entirely islands Local Authority. Argyll Islands still 
have decisions made on the mainland. 

 There should be something in the Plan about a commitment to maintaining 
well balanced Island populations and avoid a substantially elderly 
demographic. We need to encourage young people to stay. “Settled balanced 
and sustainable populations with appropriate services and opportunities”.  

 Any additional autonomy has to be coupled with better connectivity (Inter 
island transport / broadband etc) 



 The Plan must be created in close consultation with Islanders. For example, 
local consultation was poor regarding Road Equivalent tariffs (RET) and it 
didn’t pan out how local people thought it would. 

 A question should be raised around whether the Bill should specify who in 
islands communities should be consulted.  Are community councils genuinely 
representative? 

 The Plan must include issues such as transport, digital connectivity, access to 
education, health and social care which are critical. It must also address the 
‘island premium’ which inhabitants must pay e.g. increased cost of house 
building, delivery of goods etc. 

o The Plan must encourage people to remain on the islands or make 
them attractive enough that people want to move there. Being able to 
learn and access health care remotely could help keep people on the 
island but building costs and cost of living would also need to be looked 
at. 30% of houses on the Island are holiday homes. 

o Some school subjects can’t be offered due to small numbers of pupils 
and teacher knowledge. E-learning could help this but again broadband 
would need to be improved. 

 The Plan needs to be flexible enough to deal with emerging or changing 
circumstances  

 The Plan must be closely integrated with the Community Empowerment Act.  

 Hopefully the Plan may delegate more powers to community councils which 
will in turn generate more interest in participation.  If this was to happen, 
community development bodies, community councils etc- would need to be 
supported in developing capacity etc 

 Islands are judged differently when it comes to national charity funding. Island 
organisations as they will never be able to hit the same number of participants 
/ clients. They should have a different weighting during funding discussions.  

 

The Bill will require Scottish Ministers and certain Scottish public authorities 
to prepare island impact assessments. Do you agree with this provision? How 
do you think it should work in practice? 

People felt that… 

 There is a need to avoid it being a box ticking exercise. It needs to be robustly 
carried out.  Island communities should be involved in impact assessments 
and there should be a requirement/mechanism to do so should be in the Bill. 

 Questions remained on the practicalities of island proofing. There was a 
desire for clarity on what it will cover. It shouldn’t just be a tick box exercise.  

o During an impact assessment bodies will have to decide if the action 
they plan to undertake will have a ‘significant’ impact on the islands. 
How do we stop them just deciding the impact isn’t ‘significant’ and not 
doing anything? Poor drafting.  

o How does the Bill legislate for private companies? There is only 1 bank 
and 2 mobile banks on the island. How do we stop them leaving? 

o The Council Boundaries and NHS Boundary is different. How will this 
impact on island proofing? 



o Medical appointments being moved further and further away with 10 
minute appointments being scheduled for Glasgow. If poor weather 
means you can’t travel you are waiting months again to reschedule. 
Will Island proofing address this? 

o There are no nursing home facilities on Mull so older people who have 
lived on the Island their whole life may need to move to the mainland 
for care. Will Island proofing address this? 

o Tele-health and skype consultations may help but Broadband 
connectivity needs to improve for that to work. Perhaps Islands need 
priority status in R100. 

o Maybe RET should have been island proofed. Some view it as perhaps 
contributing to depopulation 

 Community groups need to be statutory consultees on any Islands plan or 
future Island proofing measures 

 Questions remained on how input from islands would be encouraged.  
Genuine engagement and consultation is seldom seen 

 It is important that the process is transparent and that outcomes are 
publicised. 

 We need to be sure that process of assessment is genuinely appropriate to 
Islands.  
 

The Bill proposes to protect the Scottish Parliamentary constituency boundary 
of Nah Eileanan an Iar (the Western Isles) from change. Do you agree with 
this? 

People felt that… 

 If that is what the people of Nah Eileanan an Iar want then Islanders would be 
supportive. 

The Bill proposes to make an exception to the rules for local government 
electoral wards to allow areas with inhabited islands to return 1 or 2 members 
(instead of the usual 3 or 4). What are your views on this proposal? 

People felt that… 

 There was general agreement this proposal in principle and that they are in 
favour of greater representation of the Islands. However, there was 
uncertainty on what this proposal would mean for the overall number of 
councillors.  

 Some community members expressed a desire for a Mull & Iona Ward and a 
Coll & Tiree ward. Unsure how this would operate in practical terms.  

 Practicalities need to be taken into account. Caution was expressed as travel 
between smaller islands can take longer than getting to the mainland. A 
councillor may need to spend days away from home in order to visit all areas 
of their ‘patch’.  
 
 



The Bill will provide a regulation making power for the Scottish Ministers to 
create a marine licensing scheme for coastal waters. Do you agree with this 
power? Do you have any comments on how it should be used? 

People felt that… 

 There is a concern that the Local Authority is the licensee. How do we ensure 
that the scheme benefits the Islands directly when our local authority is based 
on the mainland? 

 The local authority should be obliged to consult with community trusts / 
councils when considering the granting of licenses. 

 There should be increased community input into the designation of Marine 
Protected Areas.  

 Marine licensing should perhaps be a more locally based community 
responsibility.  However this would be dependent on an appropriate 
representative body being available.  If not, responsibility would default to next 
level.  
 

Do you have any comments on the bill in relation to human rights or 
equalities? 

People felt that… 

 There are potential issues around the “right to family life” given that there are 
no nursing homes on the island and therefore older people who need this 
support may have to move away from the island for the first time in their life. 
This would also apply to secondary school age children who have to board on 
the mainland away from their family.  

 Home care on Mull is stretched to the limit. The amount of travel involved for 
home carers makes it difficult. This could ultimately impact on someone’s right 
to dignity & quality of life. 

 If you would like to opt for a home birth for your child there are difficulties in 
accessing midwife care. The midwife needs to come over to the island 2 
weeks prior to your due date. 

 The islands have an increasingly diverse population in terms of the various 
nationalities who are present.  

 There is a need to ensure that the impact assessment takes account of 
equalities and human rights 
 

With all this in mind - does the Bill achieve its aims and are you in favour 
overall? Is there anything else that you feel should be included or excluded 
from the Bill? 

People felt that… 

 Overall it is a positive thing that the Bill exists 

 There is potential for the Islands Bill to be hugely significant if it is seen to 
deliver for island areas.   

 It has to work and bring real benefits and not just be a tick box, tokenistic 
exercise 



 A lot of the issues faced by Island communities are also felt by remote, rural, 
mainland communities. 

 The Bill needs to contain positive mention/regard of community groups/trusts. 
Often they have the knowledge and means to bring about change but are 
restricted by red tape or by authorities needing Council Approval/agreement 
before proceeding with plans 

 There is a need to legislate for Scottish Government to give proper regard to 
community trusts without having to have local authority approval. 


