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RURAL ECONOMY AND CONNECTIVITY COMMITTEE 

AGENDA 

6th Meeting, 2018 (Session 5) 

Wednesday 21 February 2018 

The Committee will meet at 10.00 am in the Mary Fairfax Somerville Room (CR2). 

1. Implications for Scotland of the UK leaving the EU – Agriculture and
Fisheries: The Committee will take evidence from—

Martin Kennedy, Vice President, NFU Scotland; 

Andrew Midgley, Policy and Research Manager, Scottish Land and 
Estates; 

Vicki Swales, Head of Land Use Policy, RSPB Scotland; 

Dr Carmen Hubbard, Senior Lecturer, Agriculture, School of Natural and 
Environmental Sciences, Newscastle University; 

Professor Michael Keating, Professor of Politics, University of Aberdeen; 

and then from— 

Simon Collins, Executive Officer, Shetland Fishermen's Association, 
Scottish Fisherman's Federation; 

James Cook, board member, Scottish Creel Fisherman's Federation; 

Dr James Harrison, Senior Lecturer in International Law, the University of 
Edinburgh; 

Calum Duncan, Head of Conservation Scotland, Marine Conservation 
Society. 

2. Subordinate legislation: The Committee will consider the following negative
instruments—
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Regulations 2018 (SSI 2018/22)  
  
 

 
Steve Farrell 

Clerk to the Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee 
Room T3.40 

The Scottish Parliament 
Edinburgh 

Tel: 0131 348 5211 
Email: steve.farrell@parliament.scot 



REC/S5/18/6/A 

The papers for this meeting are as follows— 
 
Agenda Item 1  

Cover note  
 

REC/S5/18/6/1 

PRIVATE PAPER 
 

REC/S5/18/6/2 (P) 

Agenda Item 2  

SSI cover note 
 

REC/S5/18/6/3 

 



 

Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee 
 

6th Meeting, 2018 (Session 5), Wednesday 21 February 2018 
 

Implications for Scotland of the UK leaving the EU – Agriculture and Fisheries 
 
 

Background 
 
1. The move towards the UK’s departure from the EU as a consequence of the 

European Union (EU) referendum has caused great uncertainty for many 
stakeholder organisations. The Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee has 
agreed to hold evidence sessions to obtain updates on the implications of the 
UK’s departure from the EU on those policy areas within its remit. At its meeting 
on 21 February the Committee will further discuss the impact on agriculture and 
fisheries. 
 

Previous committee considerations 
 

2. In early 2017, the Committee discussed with stakeholders the impact of the UK’s 
departure from the European Union on the fisheries, agriculture and forestry 
sectors. This was followed by a session with the Cabinet Secretary for the Rural 
Economy and Connectivity and the Minister for Negotiations of Scotland’s Place 
in Europe on 19 April 2017 to discuss the issues arising from the stakeholder 
sessions.   
 

3. A further evidence session with the Cabinet Secretary for the Rural Economy and 
Connectivity and the Minister for Negotiation of Scotland’s Place in Europe took 
place on 29 November 2017. Following on from this meeting, the Committee 
requested and received a letter from the Cabinet Secretary for the Rural 
Economy and Connectivity on the implications of the UK’s departure from the EU 
for other areas within the Committee’s remit, such as transport and digital 
connectivity. 

 
Forthcoming committee considerations 
 
4. Michael Gove MP, Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, 

UK Government, has agreed to give evidence on the impact of the departure 
from the EU to the Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee and the 
Environment, Climate Change and Land Reform Committee. Both committees 
are working with Mr Gove’s office to identify a date for this session. 
 

5. The Committee has also appointed Mike Rumbles MSP as EU reporter to monitor 
and assess the impact on issues within the REC Committee’s remit.  
 

6. Annex A includes written submissions from the organisations who are giving 
evidence today. 
 

Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee Clerks 
February 2018 
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Submission

POST-BREXIT AGRICULTURAL FRAMEWORKS: NFU SCOTLAND 
SUBMISSION 

• NFU Scotland (NFUS) welcomes the opportunity to submit evidence to the

Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee’s inquiry on future legislation

frameworks after EU exit.

• Scottish agriculture plays a pivotal role in the rural economy. It is the bedrock

of Scotland’s £14.4 billion food and drink industry – which now exceeds the oil

and gas industry in returns to the Scottish economy. Scottish farming and

crofting supports 65,000 jobs in agricultural production, and 360,000 jobs in

the wider food and drink industry.

• Scottish and UK agriculture has operated under the EU regulatory framework

and Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) for over 40 years and the negotiations

to leave the EU will have significant consequences for the industry. NFUS has

previously submitted evidence to the Scottish Parliament’s Finance and

Constitution Committee and Environment, Climate Change and Land Reform

Committees; as well as the House of Commons Scottish Affairs Committee,

and the Environment, Food and Rural Affairs Committee on these issues.

• This submission is formulated from previous NFUS responses to inquiries

focusing on the transposition of frameworks after EU exit. The transposition of

current EU regulatory frameworks via the UK Government’s European Union

(Withdrawal) Bill remains a key element within discussions with UK and

Scottish Government.

• As the largest representative body for Scottish farmers and crofters who have

operated under EU regulations over the last forty years, NFUS understands

the importance of ensuring continuity and legal certainty in the immediate

aftermath of ‘exit day’. NFUS considers the European Union (Withdrawal) Bill

to be a technical and procedural piece of legislation in order to ensure that ‘the

wheels do not come off’ in the short-to-medium term. However, it is vital that

all political implications of this landmark Bill are understood.

Annex A
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• The primary concerns of NFUS from the legislation pertain to the transposition

of policy frameworks from the EU into UK law – namely, the CAP – and

ensuring that governments establish a sensible regulatory framework after

Brexit that allows Scottish agriculture to thrive.

Frameworks  
Agriculture has been the domain of the Scottish Government since the inception of 

devolution in 1999. NFUS considers that this has worked well for its membership and 

the agricultural industry of Scotland, as it has allowed decisions to be made closer to 

those businesses that agricultural policies influence. In particular, and despite its 

shortcomings, the ability to implement the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) in the 

most effective way to meet Scottish agriculture’s needs and profile has been 

essential.  

The UK Government has identified 142 distinct policy areas where EU law intersects 

with devolved powers in at least one part of the UK. This issue arises most often in 

the Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra), where there are 28 

such areas.  

The NFUS position is that at the very least, the Scottish Government must retain the 

ability to manage payment schemes and implement agreed schemes, policies and 

regulations in a manner very similar to what it has been able to do as a devolved 

administration operating under the CAP. These management and implementation 

powers would enable policy to reflect Scottish, but should also be subject to 

conformity with agreed a commonly agreed framework at a UK level. 

These constraints will be overarching elements of regulation which are best-suited to 

be managed on a ‘framework’ basis – such as animal welfare and traceability, public 

health, pesticides regulation, and food labelling. 

It is understood that the UK and devolved governments have now reached some 

agreement that frameworks should be created where they are necessary to:  

• preserve the functioning of the UK internal market;

• to ensure the UK can enter into trade agreements;

• to ensure the UK meets existing international obligations; and,

• to provide for the effective management of common resources.

2 

REC/S5/18/6/1 



NFUS suggests that the broad regulatory areas outlined above are examples of 

these criteria.  

Other areas of policy, for example the flexibility to use elements of coupled support or 

less favoured areas support in order to effectively target limited funding to vitally 

important socio-economic sectors and/or regions, would not fall within these criteria. 

NFUS argues that significant swathes of environmental policy, such as ‘greening’ 

elements within the current CAP, would also fall out with these criteria. Therefore, 

these elements of future agricultural and environmental policy should remain with the 

devolved administrations to make use of should they choose to.  

It is vital that whatever issues are managed on a ‘framework’ basis, and what is left in 

the mainstay of the devolved nations, must be commonly agreed. NFUS is very clear 

that any move which will drop down a ‘Defra-centric’ policy on to Scotland would not 

be acceptable. The ‘framework’ must allow Scotland – and the other devolved 

nations – to have ‘tools in the toolbox’ and flexibility to use more of, or less of, certain 

policy tools in order to complement the vastly different agricultural systems and 

landscapes across the UK. 

NFUS has consistently pressed governments about the significant diversity of 

Scottish agriculture and the performance of agricultural businesses. It is vital that the 

unique needs of the Scottish agricultural industry are fully accommodated in the 

development of a future support package and the UK Government’s upcoming 

Agriculture Bill. NFUS supports Scottish Government efforts to make the case for 

ensuring the UK Government allows significant flexibility for the devolved nations to 

develop and deliver the right policies for the differing agricultural systems across the 

UK. 
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Whilst it appears some initial agreement has been found between the UK and 

devolved administrations as to the transposition of frameworks after EU exit, NFUS 

suggests that it is important UK and devolved ministers become more effective at 

jointly finding solutions and making decisions. NFUS is interested in the concept of a 

strengthened Joint Ministerial Committee, or an emulated Council of Ministers, which 

allows qualified majority voting and better dispute resolution procedures to minimise 

political infighting over these issues.  

NFUS suggests that is a deficiency of the European (Withdrawal) Bill that there is no 

timeline or structure defined for the setting of common frameworks on the face of the 

Bill.  

Funding  
The UK Government’s commitment to deliver “the same cash total in farm support to 

the end of the parliament” is welcome. Security of this essential funding is needed, 

and provides some element of certainty and stability for farmers and crofters in the 

short term. 

The Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs has also clarified in 

writing to NFUS that: “The commitment to continue to commit the same cash total in 

funds for farm support until 2022, the expected date for the end of the Parliament, 

includes all EU and Exchequer funding currently provided as farm support under both 

Pillar 1 and Pillar 2 of the Common Agricultural Policy”. 

However, questions do remain on how this money will be delivered to Scotland after 

‘EU exit day’ in 2019. Clarity is needed from HM Treasury on whether the funding will 

be delivered as it was previously, or by other means – such as the Barnett Formula.  

Post-2022, NFUS strongly argues that agriculture must continue to receive the same 

quantum of funding as it currently does under the CAP. This budget must be 

ringfenced to agriculture and rural support, but delivered via new approaches that 

enable even greater return for the taxpayer. 
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It is the NFUS position that HM Treasury should finance the new agricultural policy 

on a UK-wide funding framework, but with the devolved administrations given the 

policy tools and levers to ensure the agricultural policy works for all four parts of the 

UK. 
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13 Feb’18 

Dear Committee Members, 

https://www.esri.ie/pubs/WP550.pdf 

The above link was passed to me over the weekend and has created a lot of uncertainty and 
concerns within our organisation.   

I have had our resident Economist look at the document and his concerns are expressed in the 
letter below.  

As this is an alarming insight to what the inshore industry might face moving forward, I 
would be obliged if the committee were to consider reading the documentation as presented 
prior to the Evidence gathering session on the 21st Feb.  

I am sure the committee will want to fully understand the ramifications if the outcomes are as 
forecast.  

The impact on our inshore fleet (creelers and divers) could be catastrophic with rural 
communities suffering most.  

Kind Regards, 

Alistair Sinclair, National Coordinator, Scottish Creel Fishermen’s Federation 

www.scottishcreelfishermensfederation.co.uk 

Alistair, 

This is indeed worse than I imagined ......... 

Currently, where there is no separately agreed trade agreement, the EU applies an external tariff to 
third country trade. This is registered with the World Trade Organisation (WTO). The paper assumes 
that, in the event of a “hard” Brexit and no immediately agreed trade treaty, these third country tariffs 
would be the fall-back or default position between the EU and UK.  

The tariffs applied by the EU on non-members without a specific trade deal range from 0% to over 
80%. As a result, a WTO arrangement would impact trade quite differently and across different 
sectors within the UK. There is no doubt the food sector in the UK would be subject to very high 
tariffs. For fish and crustaceans the WTO tariff (and price rise) would be 9%. For processed meat and 
fish the figure is 34%.   

The paper then uses the concept of “price elasticity” to consider how consumers on the continent will 
react to these price hikes. It concludes that sales of fish and crustaceans from the UK would fall by 
40%. For processed meat and fish the figure is 90%. The scampi producers should be very worried.  

More seriously, as the authors warn “ A decision by the UK to deviate from the common external tariff 
means removing itself from the EU customs union which in turn means that customs checks and 
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documentation to comply with rules of origin would need to be implemented in order to prevent third 
countries from transiting goods through the UK to avoid higher EU tariffs (Sapir, 2016).” 

These are indeed very sobering results which would have devastating results on the food sector 
across Scotland.   

Whilst the economic analysis is fine, the conclusions relate to a particular scenario (WTO) and the 
reality could be different. Even if the WTO scenario is the outcomes, there are a number of things to 
bear in mind. 

1) The actual tariff depends on the individual product. We will need to check the current tariff on live
Nephrops. If it is zero, then there is no real worry on prices. 

2) As price increases, consumers purchase less. The term price elasticity describes how responsive
consumer demand is to price changes. The more responsive is demand the higher is the price 
elasticity. The actual elasticity depends on the individual product within the general category of fish 
and crustaceans. I suspect that live Nephrops would have a lower elasticity that the average of the 
general category “fish and crustaceans”.  The average elasticity figure seems very high. James Cook 
would have an idea about how his buyers would react if all UK sellers hiked prices by 9%. 

3) There will a trade agreement, perhaps even in the short run.

4) The real worry is the hard borders if we are out of the customs union.

For Nephrops and scallops there is no good news on the Brexit front. 

Hope this helps 

Alan 
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Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee 

6th Meeting, 2018 (Session 5), Wednesday 21 February 

Subordinate Legislation  

Background 

1. The Committee will consider the following negative SSI:

Negative: 

• SSI 2018/22: The Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland)
Amendment Regulations 2018 (see Annexe A).

2. Annex A also contains:

• the clerk’s note, and

• the  Scottish Government policy note.

Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee Clerks 
16 February 2018 
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Annex A – SSI 2018/22: The Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland) 
Amendment Regulations 2018 

Type of instrument: Negative 

Laid date: 25 January 2018 

Coming into force: 19 March 2018 

Minister to attend the meeting: No 

Procedure 

1. Under the negative procedure, an instrument can be annulled if a motion to annul
is agreed to by the Parliament within the 40-day period. Lead committees are not
obliged to report to the Parliament on negative instruments, except where a
motion recommending annulment has been lodged.

Consideration by the Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee 

2. At its meeting on 6 February 2018, the Delegated Powers and Law Reform
(DPLR) Committee considered the instrument and determined that it did not need
to draw the attention of the Parliament to the instruments on any grounds within
its remit.

Policy Objectives 

3. As stated in the policy note in the Annex , the purpose of  the instrument is to
amend the list of reduced rate fees in regulations 3 and 4(2) of, and schedule 2
to, the Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees)(Scotland) Regulations 2014 (“the
2014 Regulations”).  Further information is available in the policy note.

4. The policy note and instrument are attached in this Annex. The instrument and
Policy Note are also available online here

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2018/22/contents/made

Recommendation 

5. The Committee is invited to consider:

• any issues that it wishes to raise in reporting to the Parliament on this
instrument.

Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee Clerks 
16 February 2018 
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POLICY NOTE 

THE PLANT HEALTH (IMPORT INSPECTION FEES) (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT 
REGULATIONS 2018 

SSI 2018/22 

Introduction 

1. The above instrument is made by the Scottish Ministers in exercise of powers
conferred by section 56(1) and (2) of the Finance Act 1973. The instrument is
subject to negative procedure.

Purpose of the Instrument 

2. The purpose of the instrument is to amend the list of reduced rate fees in
regulations 3 and 4(2) of, and schedule 2 to, the Plant Health (Import Inspection
Fees)(Scotland) Regulations 2014 (“the 2014 Regulations”).

EU Legislative Background 

3. Council Directive 2000/29/EC (OJ L 169, 10.7.2007, p.1) (“the Plant Health
Directive”) establishes the EU plant health regime.  It contains measures to be
taken in order to prevent the introduction into and spread within the EU of serious
pests and diseases of plants and plants products.  The Directive is implemented
in Scotland for non-forestry matters by the Plant Health (Scotland) Order 2005
(SSI 2005/613).  Similar but separate legislation operates in England, Wales and
Northern Ireland.

4. Council Directive 2002/89/EC (OJ L 355, 30.12.2002, p.45) amended the Plant
Health Directive to clarify the existing requirement for mandatory examinations on
certain plants and plant products being imported into the EU and the obligation to
charge fees for these inspections.

Policy Background 

5. Scotland regularly imports consignments of plants and plant products from third
countries which pose a risk of introducing new plant pests and diseases to
European crops and ecosystems.  Scottish Government inspectors check these
imports to ensure that they comply with EU rules to minimise plant health risks.

6. The 2014 Regulations provide for fees to be charged for these inspections,
namely documentary checks, identity checks and physical inspections.  On
occasion it is also necessary for samples to be examined by the official
laboratory.
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7. The level of examinations is set at 100%, except for those trades which have a
history of compliance under the EU’s arrangements and are thus considered to
pose a lower risk.  These trades, as decided by the EU, are permitted a reduced
level of inspection and a reduced fee.  An EU working group meets annually to
consider dossiers of trades for reduced frequency checks and determines what
reduced rate, if any, will apply.

8. The notification of products eligible for reduced inspections for period 01.01.2018
– 31.12.2018 has now been published by the Commission:
https://ec.europa.eu/food/sites/food/files/plant/docs/ph_biosec_trade-non-
eu_prods-recom-reduced-ph-checks_2018.pdf. 

9. This instrument amends schedule 2 to the 2014 Regulations (Import Inspection
Fees for Applicable Checks (Reduced Rates)) to reflect the changes contained in
the 2018 notification and revokes the amended schedule 2 which was inserted by
regulation 2(a) of the Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland)
Amendment Regulations 2017.

Timing 

10. The instrument will come into force on 19th March 2018.

Business and Regulatory Impact Assessment 

11. The instrument will only have a limited impact on businesses in Scotland given
that, currently, no plant health imports into Scotland fall within the scope of the
reduced checks.  We do not expect this to change in the foreseeable future,
therefore no business and regulatory impact assessment has been carried out. In
any event, we are nevertheless required to reflect the EU reduced check
provisions in domestic law.

Scottish Government 
Agriculture, Food and Rural Communities Directorate 
December 2017 
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S C O T T I S H  S T A T U T O R Y  I N S T R U M E N T S

2018 No. 22 

PLANT HEALTH 

The Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland) 

Amendment Regulations 2018 

Made - - - - 23rd January 2018 

Laid before the Scottish Parliament 25th January 2018 

Coming into force - - 19th March 2018 

The Scottish Ministers make the following Regulations in exercise of the powers conferred by 

section 56(1) and (2) of the Finance Act 1973(a) and all other powers enabling them to do so. 

Citation, commencement and extent 

1.—(1) These Regulations may be cited as the Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland) 

Amendment Regulations 2018 and come into force on 19th March 2018. 

(2) These Regulations extend to Scotland only. 

Amendment of the Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland) Regulations 2014 

2. In the Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland) Regulations 2014(b), for schedule 2

(import inspection fees for applicable checks (reduced rates)), substitute— 

(a) 1973 c.51.  The reference to a Government department in section 56(1) is to be read as a reference to the Scottish 
Administration by virtue of article 2(2) of the Scotland Act 1998 (Consequential Modifications) (No. 2) Order 1999 (S.I. 
1999/1820) and the functions of the Minister transferred to the Scottish Ministers by virtue of section 53 of the Scotland Act 
1998 (c.46).  The requirement to obtain the consent of the Treasury was removed by section 55 of the Scotland Act 1998.  
Section 56(1) was amended by article 6(1)(e) of the Treaty of Lisbon (Changes of Terminology) Order 2011 (S.I. 
2011/1043). 

(b) S.S.I. 2014/338, as amended by S.S.I. 2015/392 and S.S.I. 2017/6. 

Certified copy from legislation.gov.uk Publishing
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“SCHEDULE 2 Regulations 3 and 4(2) 

IMPORT INSPECTION FEES FOR APPLICABLE CHECKS 

(REDUCED RATES) 

Fees(1) 

Item Plant/plant 

products 

Quantity Country of 

Origin 

Normal 

working 

hours 

Outside 

normal 

working 

hours 

Cut Flowers 

Aster 

up to 20,000 

in number 

Zimbabwe 

£37.50 £57.00 

for each 

additional 

1,000 units 

£0.15 £0.23 

maximum 

price 
£132.00 £246.00 

Dianthus 

up to 20,000 

in number 

Colombia £24.60 £31.10 

Ecuador, 

Turkey 
£26.70 £35.40 

Kenya £24.90 £31.80 

for each 

additional 

1,000 units 

Colombia £0.01 £0.01 

Ecuador, 

Turkey 
£0.03 £0.05 

Kenya £0.01 £0.02 

maximum 

price 

Colombia £28.40 £38.70 

Ecuador, 

Turkey 
£45.60 £73.20 

Kenya £31.20 £44.40 

Phoenix 

up to 20,000 

in number 

Costa Rica 

£30.30 £42.60 

for each 

additional 

1,000 units 

£0.07 £0.11 

maximum 

price 
£74.40 £130.80 

Rosa 

up to 20,000 

in number 

Columbia, 

Ecuador 
£24.60 £31.10 

Ethiopia, 

Kenya 
£24.90 £31.80 

Tanzania £26.70 £35.40 

Zambia £25.80 £33.60 

for each 

additional 

1,000 units 

Columbia, 

Ecuador 
£0.01 £0.01 

Ethiopia, 

Kenya 
£0.01 £0.02 

Tanzania £0.03 £0.05 

Zambia £0.02 £0.03 

maximum 

price 

Columbia, 

Ecuador 

£28.40 £38.70 

Ethiopia, £31.20 £44.40 

Certified copy from legislation.gov.uk Publishing
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Kenya 

Tanzania £45.60 £73.20 

Zambia £38.40 £58.80 

Fruit 

Citrus 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 

Morocco £24.90 £31.80 

Peru £25.80 £33.60 

Turkey £24.60 £31.10 

USA £26.70 £35.40 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

Morocco £0.04 £0.08 

Peru £0.08 £0.15 

Turkey £0.03 £0.05 

USA £0.12 £0.23 

Citrus limon, 

C.aurantiifolia 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 
Israel 

£28.50 £39.00 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

£0.20 £0.38 

Malus 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 

Argentina £30.30 £42.60 

Brazil £37.50 £57.00 

Chile, South 

Africa 
£24.90 £31.80 

New Zealand £25.80 £33.60 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

Argentina £0.28 £0.53 

Brazil £0.60 £1.13 

Chile, South 

Africa 
£0.04 £0.08 

New Zealand £0.08 £0.15 

Passiflora 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 

Columbia £25.30 £32.60 

Kenya £28.50 £39.00 

South Africa, 

Vietnam 
£30.30 £42.60 

Zimbabwe £33.00 £48.00 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

Columbia £0.06 £0.11 

Kenya £0.20 £0.38 

South Africa, 

Vietnam 
£0.28 £0.53 

Zimbabwe £0.40 £0.75 

Prunus 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 

Argentina £37.50 £57.00 

Chile £25.80 £33.60 

Morocco, 

USA 
£28.50 £39.00 

Turkey £30.30 £42.60 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

Argentina £0.60 £1.13 

Chile £0.08 £0.15 

Morocco, 

USA 
£0.20 £0.38 

Turkey £0.28 £0.53 

Prunus – other 

than persica 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 
South Africa 

£24.90 £31.80 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

£0.04 £0.08 

Certified copy from legislation.gov.uk Publishing
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Pyrus 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 

Argentina, 

Chile 
£26.70 £35.40 

China £33.00 £48.00 

South Africa £25.80 £33.60 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

Argentina, 

Chile 
£0.12 £0.23 

China £0.40 £0.75 

South Africa £0.08 £0.15 

Vaccinium 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 
Argentina 

£28.50 £39.00 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

£0.20 £0.38 

Vegetables 

Capsicum 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 
Morocco 

£24.90 £31.80 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

£0.04 £0.08 

Momordica 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 
Surinam 

£30.30 £42.60 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

£0.28 £0.53 

Solanum 

lycopersicon 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 
Canary 

Islands, 

Morocco 

£24.90 £31.80 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

£0.04 £0.08 

Solanum 

melongena 

up to 

25,000kg in 

weight 

Kenya £25.80 £33.60 

Turkey £28.50 £39.00 

for each 

additional 

1,000kg 

Kenya £0.08 £0.15 

Turkey £0.20 £0.38 
(1) Fee includes a documentary check, an identity check, travel costs (weekday or weekend based 

on average costs) and the cost of physical inspection which depends on the type and size of 

import and the country of origin. 

Note: fees are rounded up to the nearest decimal point, with the exception of the additional 

quantity values, which are rounded up to the nearest penny.”. 
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Revocation 

3. Regulation 2 of the Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland) Amendment Regulations

2017(a) is revoked. 

FERGUS EWING 

A member of the Scottish Government 

St Andrew’s House, 

Edinburgh 

23rd January 2018 

(a) S.S.I. 2017/6. 
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EXPLANATORY NOTE 

(This note is not part of the Regulations) 

These Regulations amend the Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland) Regulations 2014 

(“the principal Regulations”). 

Article 13d of Council Directive 2000/29/EC (OJ L 169, 10.7.2000, p.1) (“the Directive”) requires 

a Member State to ensure the collection of fees to cover the costs occasioned by the documentary 

checks, identity checks and plant health checks of certain imports of plants, plant products and 

other objects from third countries which are required by Article 13a(1) of the Directive. Pursuant 

to Article 2 of Commission Regulation (EC) 1756/2004 (OJ L 313, 12.10.2004, p.6), the European 

Commission notifies Member States of plants and plant products which should be subject to 

reduced inspection and of the rate of such inspection. Regulation 2 substitutes schedule 2 of the 

principal Regulations to take account of the most recent Commission Notification on reduced 

inspection rates as published on the following website: 

http://ec.europa.eu/food/plant/plant_health_biosafety/trade_non_eu/reduced_frequency_checks_en

.htm. 

The table provides a comparison of changes made to the fees in schedule 2 of the principal 

Regulations: 

TABLE 

Genus Country of 

origin 

Previous 

rate of 

inspection 

Previous 

fee(1) 

New rate of 

inspection 

New fee, 

specified in 

schedule 2(1) 

Fruit 

Citrus Egypt 25% £28.50 100%(2) - 

Citrus limon 

C.aurantiifolia(3) 

Israel 10% £25.80 25% £28.50 

Citrus- other(3) Israel 10% £25.80 100%(2) - 

Malus Brazil 25% £28.50 75% £37.50 

Malus USA 75% £37.50 100%(2) - 

Passiflora Zimbabwe 75% £37.50 50% £33.00 

Prunus-persica(4) South Africa 10% £25.80 100%(2) - 

Prunus-other(4) South Africa 10% £25.80 5% £24.90 

Prunus Turkey 10% £25.80 35% £30.30 

Pyrus Argentina 10% £25.80 15% £26.70 

Pyrus China 75% £37.50 50% £33.00 

Vegetables 

Capsicum Israel 10% £25.80 100%(2) - 

Solanum 

lycopersicon 

Morocco New - 5% £24.90 

Solanum 

lycopersicon 

Canary 

Islands 

New - 5% £24.90 

Solanum 

melongena 

Turkey 5% £24.90 25% £28.50 

(1) Initial fee per consignment for cut flowers (up to 20,000 in number) and fruit and vegetables (up to 

25,000 kg in weight). Corresponding fees are set in the principal Regulations for additional quantities, 

maximum price per consignment and inspections carried out outside normal working hours. 
(2) Consignments subject to an inspection rate of 100% are excluded from the reduced rate inspection 

scheme and are subject to the import inspection fees specified in schedule 1 of the principal 

Regulations. 
(3) In 2018 the Commission Notification revised the rate of inspection for Citrus coming from Israel up 

to 100%, except in respect of the subspecies Citrus limon C.aurantiifolia. 
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(4) In 2018 the Commission Notification revised the rate of inspection for Prunus-persica coming from 

South Africa up to 100%. For all other sub-species of Prunus coming from South Africa the rate of 

inspection has been revised down to 5%. 

Regulation 3 revokes regulation 2 of the Plant Health (Import Inspection Fees) (Scotland) Amendment 

Regulations 2017. 

No business and regulatory impact assessment has been prepared for this instrument as it has limited 

impact on the cost of business. 
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