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3 April 2019 

Dear Graeme 

Timetabling of the Heat Networks (Scotland) Bill 

Further to your statement in the Chamber on Wednesday, let me welcome 
your ―pragmatic but essential‖ approach to prioritisation of the Scottish 
Government’s legislative programme in light of current circumstances.  

I note, though, that you made no specific mention of the Heat Networks 
(Scotland) Bill. This is a sizable document – containing 85 sections in 8 parts 
running to over 40 pages and including 42 order making powers – and one of 
some complexity, being a single purpose Bill but the breadth of which could 
touch on various other policy areas – including fuel poverty, energy efficiency, 
renewables and housing. 

In fact, having taken a look at a handful of other Bills currently under scrutiny 
by various committees, I see that these range in scale from 15 up to 40 
sections, by which measure the Heat Networks (Scotland) Bill could be said to 
be the equivalent of roughly three ―average‖ Bills size-wise.  

Under the timetable we had earlier envisaged, and discussed with your 
officials, we had expected to approach our work on the Bill as follows— 

 Call for views – 12th Mar-7th May 

 SG Bill team briefing – 2nd Jun 

 Evidence panels – 9th (1 panel), 16th (1 panel) and 23rd Jun (2 
panels), 1st (2 panels) and 8th Sep (2 panels) 

 Minister and officials – 15th Sep 

 Draft report – 29th Sep and 6th Oct 

 S1 debate – Early Nov 

 S2 – early/mid Dec 

 S3 – end of Jan 21 



By those timings, the tentative deadline for completion of Stage 1 was 
expected to be the week commencing 2 November. 

However, given how increasingly unrealistic it is becoming for us to think of 
planning face-to-face evidence sessions this side of the summer recess, I am 
doubtful such a timetable is still viable. My concern is that the Committee has 
the time and opportunity to apply a meaningful degree of scrutiny to what is 
undoubtedly an important and sizable Bill.  

Might I suggest, therefore, that we revisit these timings, in particular for 
completion of Stage 1? It could be, for example, that putting that deadline 
back a month, to the first week of December, provides us with the leeway now 
required. 

I look forward to hearing from you and the continuation of that pragmatic but 
essential approach.  

Kind regards 

 

Michelle Ballantyne MSP 

Convener 


