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Public Petitions Committee 

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5) 

Thursday 10 September 2020 

PE1683: Support for families with multiple births 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioners Jennifer Edmonstone 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
provide better support for multiple birth families, including both 
financial and non-financial support. 

Webpage parliament.scot/gettinginvolved/petitions/supportformultiplebirths 

 Purpose 

1. This is a continued petition, last considered by the Committee at its meeting on 

16 January 2020, when it agreed to invite the Minister for Children and Young 

People to give evidence.  

2. The Committee will be taking evidence from the Minister and officials at this 
meeting, and is invited to consider what action it wishes to take on the petition. 

Committee consideration 

3. In her submission of 8 October 2019, the Minister for Children and Young 
People set out the modelling used by the Scottish Government in determining 
the eligibility of the Scottish Child Payment, and that every eligible child in the 
household would receive the same rate of payment, including those born in 
multiple births. 
 

4. In previous submissions (PE1683/G and PE1683/I) the Scottish Government 
has highlighted a range of measures aimed at supporting families and children, 
including Best Start Grant, Best Start Foods, Deposit Guarantee Scheme, 
Neonatal Expenses Fund, Milk Bank for Scotland, Baby Box, funding for early 
learning and childcare, funding for the Family Friendly Working Scotland 
Partnership, Pregnancy and Maternity Discrimination Working Group, funding 
for the Twins and Multiple Births Association (TAMBA), the Tackling Child 
Poverty Delivery Plan, and funding for Home-Start UK through the Children, 
Families and Young People Early Intervention Fund. The Scottish Government 
states that many of these will assist in supporting families with multiple births. 

 

5. However, in her submission of 8 October 2019, the Minister acknowledged that 
“None of the support mechanisms operating currently treat multiple births as a 
criterion for targeted support” and that, “the Scottish Government has not 
carried out research to assess specifically the impact of multiple births.” 

 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/supportformultiplebirths
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1683_G.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1683_I.pdf
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6. In her written submission, PE1683/H, the petitioner noted that, with regard to 
child care, there “still appears to be a large gap between the ages of 0-3 
(before funded hours is available for most), in which parents of multiples find 
themselves priced out the job market, making it difficult for them to re-enter at a 
later date (and the consequences thereof).” 

7. The Minister, in her 8 October submission, highlighted that early Learning and 
Childcare (ELC) provision extends to some 2-year-olds „experiencing the most 
disadvantage‟ and that local authorities can provide funding to 2-year-olds on a 
discretionary basis where they do not meet the ELC statutory eligibility criteria.  

 
8. The Minister states, however, that “there are no plans to extend 

the…entitlement to funded early learning and childcare (ELC) for two year olds 
who are part of a multiple birth, on the basis of this factor alone”. 

 
Action 

9. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take on this 
petition. Options include— 

 To consider the evidence at a future meeting.  

 To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate. 

 

Clerk to the Committee 

Annexe 

The following submissions are circulated in connection with consideration of the 

petition at this meeting— 

 PE1683/L Minister for Children and Young People submission of 8 October 
2019 (120KB pdf) 
  

 PE1683/M: Petitioner submission of 7 November 2019 (83KB pdf) 
 

All written submissions received on the petition can be viewed on the petition 
webpage. 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1683_H.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1683_M.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/supportformultiplebirths
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Public Petitions Committee 

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5)  

Thursday 10 September 2020 

PE1577: Adult Cerebral Palsy Services  

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Rachael Wallace 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 

develop and provide funding for a clinical pathway and services for 

adults with cerebral palsy. 

Webpage  parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01577 

Introduction 

1. This is a continued petition, last considered by the Committee on 16 January 
2020. At that meeting, the Committee agreed to write to the Minister for Public 
Health, Sport and Wellbeing to ask if they would engage with the petitioner on: 

 the issues raised in the petition;  

 how the Neurological Care and Support: Framework for Action 2020-
2025 will help adults with cerebral palsy; and 

 whether the petitioner could be involved in future work relating to adults 
with cerebral palsy. 

 
2. A response has now been received from the Minister for Public Health, Sport 

and Wellbeing. A response to the Minister’s submission was requested from the 
petitioner but no response has been received. 
 

3. The committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take on the 
petition. 

 
Committee Consideration 

4. In their submission of 26 February 2020, the Minister for Public Health, Sport 
and Wellbeing advised: 

“officials have contacted the petitioner and made arrangements to meet her in 
April. They will discuss how the Framework will help adults with cerebral palsy 
and opportunities for Ms Wallace to be involved in the Framework’s 
implementation.”. 

 
Action 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/adultcerebralpalsyservices
https://www.gov.scot/publications/neurological-care-support-scotland-framework-action-2020-2025/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/neurological-care-support-scotland-framework-action-2020-2025/
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5. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options 
include — 

 To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis that 
the Scottish Government has committed to meeting with the petitioner to 
discuss how the Neurological care and support Framework will help adults 
with cerebral palsy and how the petitioner can be involved in the 
Framework’s implementation. 

 To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate.  

 

Clerk to the Committee 

 

Annexe  

The following submissions are circulated in connection with consideration of the 
petition at this meeting-  

 PE1577/T: Scottish Government submission of 26 February 2020 (64KB pdf)  

All written submissions received on the petition can be viewed on the petition 
webpage 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1577_T.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/adultcerebralpalsyservices
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Public Petitions Committee  

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5)   

Thursday 17 September 2020  

PE1671: Sale and use of glue traps  

Note by the Clerk  

 

Petitioners  Lisa Harvey and Andrea Goddard on behalf of Let‟s Get MAD for 

Wildlife  

Petition  

summary  

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 

ban the sale and use of glue traps and boards in Scotland.  

Webpage  parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/gluetraps   

  

Introduction  

1. This is a continued petition, last considered on 30 January 2020.  

2. At that meeting, the Committee agreed to write to the Scottish Government and 

the Pest Management Alliance (PMA). 

3. The Committee has received a written submission from the Scottish 

Government. It has also received two written submissions from the PMA as well 

as two submissions from the petitioner.   

4. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take.  

Committee consideration  

5. In its written submission, the Scottish Government reiterates that its preference 

is to introduce legislation banning the sale and use of glue traps, except by 

professional pest controllers. 

 

6. The submission explains, however, that, to date, there has not been a suitable 

Bill to take this legislation forward. The Scottish Government suggests that it 

could “introduce a code of practice that was explicit to Scotland in the 

meantime.” 

 

7. The Scottish Government goes on to highlight the establishment of the Animal 

Welfare Commission, which will focus on protecting wild and companion 

animals, and provide scientific and ethical advice to government. The Scottish 

Government suggests raising the issue of glue traps with the Commission to 

seek their input into a code of practice for the use of glue traps in Scotland. 

 

8. In its written submission of 28 February 2020, the Pest Management Alliance 

(PMA) refuted several comments made by the petitioner, in their written 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/gluetraps
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/gluetraps
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_S.pdf
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submission of 9 January 2020, which suggested that guidance included in the 

Code of Conduct had been weakened.  

 

9. In this submission, the PMA emphasises that that its Code of Conduct states— 

 

 records, including any risk assessments detailing why this course of 

action was chosen and all treatment reports relating to the work, should 

be kept for a minimum of 3 years;  

 

 glue boards should be inspected within 12 hours of placing or soon as 

practicable. A review of the risk assessment must also be carried out 

with 24 hours or as dictated by the risk assessment.  

 

 detailed copies of records and location plans should always be available 

on site for all rodent glue boards laid during any treatment and must be 

updated as necessary to ensure traceability; 

 

10. The PMA also explained that the frequency of inspections has not been 

reduced as, if glue boards are used, their maximum effectiveness must be 

ensured. As a result, technicians are encouraged to check glue boards as 

frequently as possible, without disrupting rodent behaviour. 

 

11. In its most recent written submission, of 20 August 2020, the PMA reiterates 

that glue boards— 

 

“should only be considered if all other control options have failed or if there is 

an imminent risk to public health, for example, a hospital ward, operating 

theatre or school kitchens, where vulnerable people will undoubtably be 

present.”  

 

12. While it does support a ban on the sale of glue boards for amateur use, the 

PMA asserts the need to have glue boards as an option for professionals as— 

 

“the control of rodents is a critical component in protecting public health, due 

to their ability to carry and transmit pathogenic microorganisms and therefore 

disease.”   

 

13. In its most recent written submission, the PMA also states that it has listened to 

and sought to address concerns of the petitioners by amending their current 

code of practice. 

 

14. In their submission of 17 April 2020, the petitioners welcome the Scottish 

Government‟s position regarding a ban of the sale and use of glue traps to the 

public. They also state their appreciation of the PMA‟s support for this ban. 

 

15. The petitioners, however, state that they “remain concerned” about the 

compliance with any code of best practice. As compliance is not mandatory, 

and as bodies such as the PMA cannot place restrictions on the supply sector, 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_S.pdf
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the petitioners do believe that self-regulation can protect animals from 

unnecessary suffering. The petitioners repeat these concerns in their most 

recent submission of 8 September 2020. 

 

16. In their April submission, the petitioners reiterate the example of the State 

Government of Victoria, Australia which has adopted an “outright ban on the 

sale, setting and use of all glue traps „capable of trapping an animal‟”, 

expanding its previous ban to include commercial pest controllers.  

 

17. The petitioners explain that the ban in Victoria was expanded because of— 

 

“significant concerns over users' compliance with existing restrictions and 

enforcement of an exemption for professional users”. 

 

18. In their submission of 8 September, the petitioners refute the PMA‟s suggestion 

that glue traps are necessary to protect public health, citing the experience in 

New Zealand, and explaining that— 

 

“applications for licences to deploy glue traps have fallen continually since 

their ban in 2015, suggesting that adequate alternatives have been found or 

developed and are being deployed successfully.” 

 

Action 

19. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options 

include —  

 To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis that 

the Scottish Government has reiterated its preference to legislate for a ban 

on the sale and use of glue traps to members of the public, once there is a 

suitable Bill to take this legislation forward. 

 To write to the Scottish Government for clarification on what action it has 

undertaken with the Animal Welfare Commission regarding a possible code 

of practice to govern the use of glue traps in Scotland. 

 To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate.  

 

Clerk to the Committee 

Annexe   

The following submissions are circulated in connection with consideration of the 

petition at this meeting—  

 PE1671/S: Pest Management Alliance submission of 28 February 2020 
(174KB pdf) 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_S.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_S.pdf
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 PE1671/T: Scottish Government submission of 23 March 2020 (76KB pdf) 

 PE1671/U: Petitioner submission of 17 April 2020 (104KB pdf) 

 PE1671/V: Pest Management Alliance submission of 20 August 2020 (93KB 
pdf) 

 PE1671/W: Petitioner submission of 8 September 2020 (95KB pdf) 
 

All written submissions received on the petition can be viewed on the petition 

webpage.   

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_T.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_T.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_U.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_U.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_V.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_V.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1671_W.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/gluetraps
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/gluetraps
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Public Petitions Committee 
 

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5) 
 

Thursday 17 September 2020 
 

PE1682: Access to specialist support for hidradenitis suppurativa sufferers in 
Scotland 

 
Note by the Clerk 

 
Petitioner James Jamieson 

 
 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
establish a specialist clinic for hidradenitis suppurativa sufferers in 
Scotland. 
 
 

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01682 
 
 

Introduction 
 
1. This is a continued petition, last considered on 5 December 2019 when the 

Committee agreed to write to the Scottish Government and NHS England.  
 

2. A response has been received from the Scottish Government. The petitioner 
was invited to submit a response but this information has not been received.   

 

3. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. 
 
Committee consideration 
 
4. In its written submission, the Scottish Government addresses various points 

raised by the petitioner in his written submission of 29 August 2019. 
 

5. Regarding the multi-disciplinary disciplinary approach taken by NHS England in 
relation to treatment for Hidradenitis Suppurativa (HS), the Scottish 
Government states that the policy in Scotland is that services should be 
person-centred and be delivered as locally as possible. It also states that a 
multidisciplinary approach is supported in Scotland with the majority of the 
services being providing by dermatology and plastic surgery with other areas 
involved as required. 

 
6. In his submission of 29 August, the petitioner states that he is not convinced 

that HS is too prevalent to justify a specialist service, and requests that the 
Scottish Government engage with clinicians about the need to develop a 
specialist HS service. In its most recent submission, the Scottish Government 
responds, reiterating that specialist services are established for rare conditions 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01682
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1682_J.pdf
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affecting less than 500 people in a year1. It also states that, in relation to HS, all 
territorial boards in Scotland provide services, delivered by a range of clinicians 
including dermatologists with input from regional plastic surgery services. 

 

7. The Scottish Government submission also reiterates that any clinician can 
request a specialist service, and, to date, HS National Services Scotland has 
not been contacted by any clinician seeking national designation of a service 
for HS. 

 

8. The Scottish Government highlights that the NHS Scotland Dermatology 
Pathways website offers diagnosis and management advice as well as 
guidance on appropriate points for referral to secondary care on several 
dermatological conditions, to GPs and other clinical professionals. The Scottish 
Government states that it is expanding the number of conditions included, and 
that Hidradenitis Suppurativa has been short-listed as a potential pathway to 
develop. If selected it is expected to be published by June 2020. 

 

9. Regarding the petitioner's query as to whether HS patients were consulted as 
part of the Modern Outpatient Programme, the Scottish Government states–  
 

"while a wide range of representation from clinicians and patient 
representatives attended the Scottish Access Collaborative (SAC) 
dermatology workshops, with over 2000 different dermatological conditions it 
was not possible to include people with experience of all conditions." 

 
10. In response to the petitioners request that the Scottish Government or NHS 

request Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network (SIGN) guidance for HS, as 
opposed to waiting for others to apply, the Scottish Government highlights that 
anyone, including members of the public can request SIGN guidance for any 
condition. 
 

11. The Scottish Government further explains that SIGN guidance tends to focus 
on topics where there is no published advice by recognised sources. However, 
in the case of HS, the British Association of Dermatologists (BAD) has 
published a guideline on its management. This guideline, co-authored by Dr 
Collier in NHS Forth valley, has been accredited by the National Institute of 
Care and Excellence (NICE), which is recognised in Scotland, and all Scottish 
health boards can prescribe a range of appropriate treatments, including the 
prescription of licensed treatments, in line with the BAD guidance. 

 
Action  
 
12. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options 

include— 
 

                                                           
1
 The SPICe briefing prepared for the petition estimated that 1% of the population suffer from 

hidradenitis suppurativa. 

http://www.bad.org.uk/shared/get-file.ashx?id=88&itemtype=document
http://www.parliament.scot/ResearchBriefingsAndFactsheets/Petitions%20briefings%20S5/PB18-1682.pdf
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 To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis that 
the incidence of hidradenitis suppurativa (HS) is too high to merit a 
specialist clinic, and that all territorial boards in Scotland provide services 
for HS, delivered by a range of clinicians including dermatologists with input 
from regional plastic surgery services. 

 

 To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate. 
 

Clerk to the Committee 
Annexe 
 
The following submissions are circulated in connection with consideration of the 
petition at this meeting— 
 

 PE1682/J: Petitioner submission of 29 August 2019 (1,501KB pdf) 

 PE1682/L: Scottish Government submission of 6 February 2020 (128KB pdf) 

All written submissions received on the petition can be viewed on the petition 

webpage. 

 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1682_J.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1682_J.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1682_L.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1682_L.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01682
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Public Petitions Committee 

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5)  

Thursday 17 September 2020 

PE1725: Suicide awareness and support for young people  

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Ann Marie Cocozza on behalf of Families and Friends Affected by 

Murder & Suicide (FAMS) 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
make suicide awareness education, information and training 
mandatory for all high school pupils, teachers, carers and parents and 
to provide specific ring-fenced funding for this training.  
 
 

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01725  

Introduction 

1. This is a continued petition, last considered by the Committee on 16 January 
2020. At that meeting, the Committee agreed to meet with Families and Friends 
Affected by Murder & Suicide (FAMS) to inform the Committee’s inquiry into 
mental health support for young people in Scotland. 

 
2. Members of the Committee met with the petitioner, staff and people who have 

used the services provided by FAMS on 18 February 2020. A short summary of 
the discussion that took place during the meeting, most relevant to the 
Committee’s inquiry, is summarised in this paper.  

 

3. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take on this 
petition.  

Committee consideration  

Scottish Government written submission 

4. Members will recall that in his written submission of 3 October 2019, the Deputy 
First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills outlined work that 
is ongoing across Scotland on suicide prevention and the support that is 
available. This includes the Scottish Government’s Suicide Prevention Action 
Plan, Every Life Matters, which builds on the downward trend in suicide rates in 
Scotland and ―aims for a step change in response and culture around suicide‖.  

 
5. The submission also referred to a number of training initiatives funded by the 

Scottish Government to improve mental health in the workplace including 
Scottish Mental Health First Aid Training and a commitment to fund refreshed 
mental health and suicide prevention training. 

http://www.parliament.scot/gettinginvolved/petitions/PE01725
https://www.gov.scot/publications/scotlands-suicide-prevention-action-plan-life-matters/
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6. In terms of suicide awareness and prevention, the Scottish Government has 

committed £1m per year up until 2021 to the national programme to end mental 
health stigma and discrimination, See Me. The programme is working in work, 
home and educational settings.    

 

7. Responding to the specific action being called for in the petition, the Deputy 
First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills confirms that the 
Scottish Government does not take ―a prescriptive approach to the curriculum 
in Scotland, stating— 

 

“The curriculum is not statutory and therefore it is for individual schools and 
local authorities which approaches they use, and external partnerships they 
build, to help them deliver relevant and engaging learning. 
 

8. The submission also confirms that the Scottish Government is unable to 
mandate the content of teacher training and that it would be inappropriate to 
―compel parents and carers to undertake training in any particular subject‖. 

 
9. In response to the call for ring-fenced funding for suicide awareness education, 

information and training, the Deputy First Minister’s written submission states— 
 

“The Scottish Government provides funding to local authorities through the 
block grant. This includes funding for education authorities. It is for local 
authorities to prioritise the use of their resources in line with local priorities 
and circumstances”. 

 
10. The submission also highlights the commitment the Scottish Government has 

made to ensure that every secondary school has access to counselling 
services, whilst also improving the ability of local primary and special schools to 
access counselling. There will also be an additional 250 school nurses by 2022 
and a new community wellbeing service for 5-24 year-olds and a new 24/7 
online/telephone crisis support service. 

 
Visit to FAMS 
 
11. On 18 February 2020, Members of the Committee met with the petitioner, staff 

and people who have used the services provided by FAMS. During the 
meeting, Members heard first hand about the support provided by FAMS, 
predominantly to people who live in North Lanarkshire, and have experienced 
the trauma of losing someone to murder or suicide. 
 

12. In their written submission of 8 January 2020, the petitioner stated that— 
 

“…the resources spent by the Scottish Government have been too one sided. 
Too much has been allocated to the “Effect” caused by young people’s mental 
health challenges, not enough allocated to the “Cause””. 
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13. During the meeting with the petitioner, she highlighted the strong link that exists 
between adverse childhood experiences and how this can often predict future 
behaviour, including people attempting to take their own lives. The petitioner 
expressed disappointment that from her experience, ―nothing has changed‖ as 
for years, young people continue to have adverse experiences with the same 
devastating consequences.  

 

14. During the meeting, the importance of the ―language of mental health‖ was 
highlighted. Concerns were also raised that young people are not being taught 
this language and that nursery schools can often be better at teaching this 
language than high schools. 

 

15. Concerns were also raised about the capacity of school counsellors with the 
prediction made by the petitioner that they will only be able to see 5 pupils per 
day, which is likely to be much lower than demand. Issues were also raised 
about how confidential these sessions are, with some attendees highlighting 
that  pupils don’t want to ―be seen‖ going into a counselling session. One 
person in attendance shared their experience, highlighting that due to a lack of 
rooms, they had to use the school library, so their session was visible to other 
people.  

 

16. In the petitioner’s written submission of 8 January 2020, she states that that 
mental health and wellbeing teachers should be introduced in place of 
counsellors to ―encourage a whole school approach, ensuring open dialogue 
and discussions with every pupil‖. During the meeting, the introduction of 
mental health and wellbeing teachers was reinforced, with concerns being 
raised that teachers have no time to fully support pupils with their mental 
health. The petitioner, and other attendees at the meeting, also suggested that 
teachers can often be scared to talk to pupils about feelings of suicide. 

 
Inquiry into mental health support for young people in Scotland 
 
17. As Members will recall, the Committee agreed to explore the issues raised in 

the petition through its current inquiry into mental health support for young 
people in Scotland. As well as meeting with FAMS, the Committee held— 

 

 A session as part of the Policy Hub Conference on Mental Health and 
Wellbeing in Scotland's Schools in November 2019, asking more than 
100 people from the educational sector including teachers, pupil support 
assistants and educational psychologists for their views on their 
preparedness and the training available to people working in schools on 
suicide awareness.  
 

 A focus group with young people to hear directly of their experience of 
what support they can access.  

 

 A meeting with school nurses and pastoral teachers regarding resources 
available for young people in schools; and with school pupils regarding 
Mental Health First Aid Mental Health training that they can access. 
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18. On 24 July 2020, the Committee published its report on its Inquiry into mental 
health support for young people in Scotland. Outlined below are the key areas 
the petition has helped to inform the report findings and conclusions.  

19. During its meeting with FAMS, the Committee recognised the importantance of 
the accessible support that it provides at a local level. In its report, the 
Committee concludes that service provision must continue to be set at a local 
level to address the specific needs of communities and recommends that there 
needs to be clear, authoritative information regarding that local service 
provision. 

 
20. In its report, the Committee recognises the importance of developing emotional 

literacy and a common and consistent language to help young people express 
how they feel. This message was highlighted to the Committee during its visit to 
FAMS, supported by other written and oral evidence it received. Based on this 
evidence, the Committee concluded that Personal and Social Education needs 
to be more relevant, more consistent and a protected part of the timetable. The 
report therefore welcomes the recommendations from the Scottish 
Government’s review of PSE, which are due to be implemented by the end of 
the current parliamentary session, in March 2021. 
 

21. With regard to concerns raised by the petitioner about school counsellors, the 
Committee’s report welcomes the commitment to ensure that every secondary 
school has access to counselling services but notes that– 
 

“… this alone will not address the needs of young people and can therefore 
only ever be one part of a package of measures. The Committee recognises 
the successes that some local authorities have achieved, and consideration 
must be given to how counselling services can complement these 
approaches.  
 
The Committee is of the view that the Scottish Government should be ready 
to reallocate the spending if it appears that there are more effective 
interventions available that support a holistic approach to supporting metal 
health”. 

 

22. During the meeting, the petitioner raised concerns about how well equipped 
teachers are to support young people with suicidal thoughts. In its report, the 
Committee recommends that mental health first aid training is included in Initial 
Teacher Education, by the start of academic year 2021/22, to help equip all 
teachers with the confidence to identify and support young people with their 
mental health. 

 

Action 

23. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options 
include— 
 

 To note the positive contribution the petition has made to its inquiry into 

mental health support for young people in Scotland. 

https://sp-bpr-en-prod-cdnep.azureedge.net/published/PPC/2020/7/24/Inquiry-into-mental-health-support-for-young-people-in-Scotland/PCCS052020R3.pdf
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 To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis that 

the Scottish Government has advised that— 

 

o It is unable to mandate the content of teacher training and it considers 

that it would be inappropriate to compel parents and carers to 

undertake training in any particular subject and;  

 

o in relation to ring fenced funding, it is for local authorities to prioritise 

the use of their resources in line with local priorities and circumstances. 

 

 To highlight the concerns raised in the petition and during the meeting with 

the petitioner in any future debate it holds on its inquiry.   

 To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate. 

 

Clerk to the Committee 
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Public Petitions Committee 

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5)  

Thursday 10 September 2020 

PE1731: Permit audio recording of local government public meetings 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Tom Taylor 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
amend the Local Government (Scotland) Act 1973 to permit audio 
recording of all public council meetings by members of the public.  

 
Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01731  

Introduction 

1. This is a continued petition, last considered by the Committee on 16 January 
2020. At that meeting, the Committee agreed to write to the Scottish 
Government. A response has been received from the Scottish Government and 
the petitioner. 

2. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take on this 
petition. 

Committee Consideration 

Scottish Government response 

3. In the Minister for Local Government, Housing and Planning’s written 
submission of 29 October 2019 it stated that the Scottish Government was “in 
favour of openness and transparency and have no objections to this petition in 
principle.” 

4. The Committee therefore agreed to request details of how it will support and 
take forward the action called for in the petition, including details of how 
safeguards could be included to ensure the concerns of some local authorities 
do not happen in practice. 

5. In their submission of 26 February 2020, the Minister notes they do not believe 
there is any significant risk following experience in England and Wales, 
advising “I do not believe there is any justifiable need for additional 
safeguards.” 

6. The Minister also notes that “Although I see that some councils would prefer to 
provide recording themselves this petition does not call for that. This petition is 
simply seeking to extend the existing right of journalists to record meetings to 
members of the public and recognises that technology has moved forward”. 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01731
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7. Section 50A, Paragraph 6, subparagraph c of the 1973 Local Government 
(Scotland) Act 1973 already allows for the recording of a public council meeting 
by accredited representatives of newspapers and for them to be afforded 
“facilities for taking their report” and, unless the council is already providing 
recording facilities of their own, at the journalist’s own expense. The submission 
advises this would need to be extended to provide the facility to members of the 
public as well as for journalists. The Minister states “I would envisage the 
facility remaining at the expense of members of the public if the facility were to 
so be extended.” 

8. Paragraph 7 of the Section states that “Nothing in this section shall require a 
local authority to permit … the use of any means to enable persons not present 
to see or hear any proceedings…” The submission notes it would also be 
necessary to amend this paragraph in addition to Paragraph 6 as it follows 
digital recording would result in this outcome. 

9. The Minister advises it would be amenable to direct its officials to take this 
amendment forward, if so desired.  

10. They further advise it would be a matter for each local authority how it managed 
this change in practical terms. As councils should already be affording suitable 
facilities for journalists, it is for them to decide how to extend those facilities to 
members of the public. The Minister advises “We do not believe in 
micromanaging local authorities, especially in what would be a minor change to 
the law that would allow greater transparency. We would, however, be more 
than happy to work with COSLA to see how it could move forward in practical 
terms”. 

Petitioner response 

11. The petitioner advises “I am very pleased with the supportive comments from 
the Scottish Government regarding my petition. Especially as they have 
identified that there is no justifiable need for additional safeguards. As identified 
this has no cost or staffing issues for councils”.  

Action 

12. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options 
include— 
 

 To write to the Minister for Local Government, Housing and Planning to 
request they take the steps identified in their written response to amend the 
Local Government (Scotland) Act 1973, as requested in the petition. 

 To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis that 
the Scottish Government has agreed to make the necessary amendments to 
the Local Government (Scotland) Act 1973, as request in the petition.   

 To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate. 
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Clerk to the Committee 

 

Annexe  

The following submissions are circulated in connection with consideration of the 
petition at this meeting-  

 PE1731/T: Scottish Government submission of 26 February 2020 (73KB pdf) 

 PE1731/U: Petitioner submission of 23 March 2020 (81KB pdf)  

All written submissions received on the petition can be viewed on the petition 
webpage 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1731_T.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1731_U.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01731
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Public Petitions Committee 

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5) 

Thursday, 17 September 2020 

PE1770: Improving Water Safety 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Margaret Spiers 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government 
to work with all relevant bodies across Scotland to improve water 
safety by ensuring that: 

 All waterways have life-saving equipment such as lifebelts and 
buoyancy Throw Bags, with ropes, to allow multiple attempts at 
rescue; and 

 Tampering with water safety equipment is made a criminal 
offence of endangering public safety 
 

 

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/ImprovingWaterSafety  

 
Introduction 

1. This is a continued petition, last considered on 16 January 2020. At that meeting, 
the Committee agreed to write to the Scottish Government, the Royal Society for 
the Prevention of Accidents and Water Safety Scotland. The Committee also 
agreed to meet with the petitioner to gather more information on the petition, as 
they were unable to provide oral evidence on 16 January. 

2. The Committee has received written submissions from the Scottish Government, 
Water Safety Scotland and the petitioner. The Committee is invited what action it 
wishes to take. 

Committee consideration 

Water Safety Scotland submission 

3. In its written submission, Water Safety Scotland supports the call that tampering 
with rescue equipment should be made a criminal offence of endangering public 
safety.  

 
4. It further agrees that ropes can be fitted to public rescue equipment to help with 

multiple rescue attempts. However, the organisation does not agree that all 
waterways in Scotland should have public rescue equipment, although it 
recognises that in certain locations this may be an appropriate measure. 

 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/ImprovingWaterSafety
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5. Water Safety Scotland states that it advocates for wider education and safe 
participation near, in and around water. It also advocates for local authorities and 
landowners to create a water safety policy covering the waterways they have 
responsibility for, and states that such a policy would include a process to assess 
risk which would cover control measures (such as public rescue equipment) that 
could be put in place if appropriate. 

 
Scottish Government submission 
 
6. In its written submission, the Scottish Government explains that both inland and 

coastal waters are affected by a combination of Scots common law and by 
statutory requirements, the majority of which come under the remit of local 
authorities. 
 

7. The Scottish Government explains that local authorities can impose fixed-penalty 
fines of up to £100 and set local laws to deal with anyone interfering with public 
rescue equipment such as Personal Rescue Equipment, suggesting that clearly 
displayed information referring to the byelaws and fines should help to minimise 
vandalism. 

 
8. The submission also highlights that, under the Criminal Damage Act, any 

damage to, or destruction of, property by vandalism, graffiti or arson is likely to be 
a criminal offence. The Scottish Government further highlights that anti-social 
behaviour legislation may also provide an avenue to address those persistently 
causing criminal damage. 
 

9. The Scottish Government also states that it is for individual local authorities to 
agree and adopt their own policy on water safety as they are best placed to 
consider which measures are most appropriate for their own local area. However, 
the submission highlights that in October 2018 the Minister for Community Safety 
wrote to all Community Safety Partnerships to encourage them to engage with 
Water Safety Scotland to support the implementation of its National Drowning 
Prevention Strategy. 

 
10. The Scottish Government goes on to state that it has pro-actively supported 

implementation of the National Drowning Prevention Strategy by:  
 

 Funding the distribution of water safety educational material to 2,500 school 
children before the summer break in 2018 in partnership with Water Safety 
Scotland. 
 

 Hosting a Ministerial Roundtable with Water Safety Scotland, and sporting 
governing bodies, in June 2018. A range of agreed actions from this are 
being taken forward by Water Safety Scotland around data sharing, local 
authority engagement and education and awareness raising. One outcome of 
this was that on 9th April 2019, Royal Society for the Prevention of Accidents 
(RoSPA) and Royal National Lifeboat Institution (RNLI), with support from 
Water Safety Scotland, held a free workshop to help local authorities 
understand water safety policy, the barriers to implementing a policy and to 
share key information and advice. The workshop was attended by 15 local 
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authorities and featured presentations and advice from RoSPA, RNLI and 
Perth and Kinross Council. Following the workshop RoSPA are monitoring 
local authority WAID signups and working with local authorities to follow up 
on developing bespoke water safety policies. 

 
11. The Scottish Government explains that it continues to annually fund RoSPA 

(£112,000 in 2019-20) to raise awareness of water safety and to support local 
authorities to adopt a best practice approach to suit local needs. 

  
Petitioner’s submission 
 
12.  In her most recent submission, the petitioner highlights that— 

 

 All waterways should have rescue equipment such as lifebelts, throw bags, 
colour coded ropes as anyone can enter any type of water.  

 CCTV use should be enforced in high risk areas to identify vandals, to 
prevent people entering the water and to prevent fatalities. Funding should be 
made available where appropriate. 

 A regulation should be extended within the current legislation so that 
tampering with public rescue equipment is classed as endangering public 
safety and risking the life of a member of the public, rather than vandalism. 

 Education on water safety should be made mandatory in all schools. 

 The colour coded ropes that Glasgow City Council have adopted on life belts 
along the River Clyde should be consistently applied across all Scotland 
waterways. 

 Any new builds to be located along waterways need to agree to have public 
rescue equipment in their premises and must include this in their planning 
application to ensure approval. 

 
Action  

13. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take on this petition. 
Options include–  
 

 To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis the the 
majority of the statutory requirements affecting Scottish inland and coastal 
waters come under the remit of local authorities. 

 To write to COSLA and Police Scotland seeking their views on the action 
called for in the petition. 

 To take any other action members consider appropriate. 

 

 Clerk to the Committee 

Annexe 
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The following submissions are circulated in connection with consideration of the 
petition at this meeting— 

 PE1770/C: Water Safety Scotland submission of 6 February 2020 (68KB pdf) 

 PE1770/D: Scottish Government submission of 14 February 2020 (86KB pdf) 

 PE1770/E: Petitioner submission of 24 March 2020 (64KB pdf) 
 

All written submissions received on the petition can be viewed on the petition 
webpage 

 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1770_C.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1770_C.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1770_D.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1770_D.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1770_E.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202020/PE1770_E.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/ImprovingWaterSafety
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Public Petitions Committee 

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5)  

Thursday 17 September 2020 

PE1789: Learning difficulties and disability qualifications 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner James A Mackie on behalf of the 1673 Network 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
increase the number of professionals such as speech and language 
therapists, educational psychologists, physiotherapists, psychiatrists 
and occupational therapists qualified to assess children and parents 
with learning disabilities/difficulties and other behavioural problems, to 
reduce the number of children taken into care. 

 

Webpage  parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/LDDqualifications 

Introduction 

1. This is a new petition that was lodged on 3 March 2020.  

2. A SPICe briefing has been prepared to inform the Committee’s consideration of 
the petition and can be found at Annexe A.  

3. While not a formal requirement, petitioners have the option to collect signatures 
and comments on their petition. On this occasion, the petitioner elected to 
collect this information. 153 signatures and 10 comments were received in 
support.   

4. Members will recall that due to the COVID-19 public health emergency, the 
Committee was unable to meet consider petitions between March and the 
summer recess period. The Committee therefore agreed to seek advanced 
views from the Scottish Government on all new petitions and to consider this 
information when it returned to the formal consideration of petitions.  

5. Despite repeated requests for this information, the Scottish Government has 
not been forthcoming with its views on the petition.  

Action 

6. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options 
include— 

 To write to the Minister for Children and Young People to seek their views on 
the action called for in the petition.  

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/LDDqualifications
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 To write to relevant trade unions to seek their views on the action called for 
in the petition.   

 To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate. 

 

Clerk to the Committee 
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Public Petitions Committee 

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5)  

Thursday 17 September 2020 

PE1810: Replace the European Union Flag with the Commonwealth Flag 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Philip Smith 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
fly the Commonwealth Flag in place of the European Union Flag at 
Scottish Government buildings. 

Webpage  parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/commonwealthflag 

Introduction 

1. This is a new petition that was lodged on 13 July 2020.

2. A SPICe briefing has been prepared to inform the Committee’s consideration of
the petition and can be found at Annexe A.

3. While not a formal requirement, petitioners have the option to collect signatures
and comments on their petition. On this occasion, the petitioner elected to
collect this information. 30 signatures and 8 comments were received in
support.

4. Members will recall that due to the COVID-19 public health emergency, the
Committee was unable to meet consider petitions between March and the
summer recess period. The Committee therefore agreed to seek advanced
views from the Scottish Government on all new petitions and to consider this
information when it returned to the formal consideration of petitions.

5. The Committee has received a submission from the Scottish Government and
this can be found at Annexe B.

Committee consideration 

6. The SPICe briefing explains that on 16 January 2020, the Scottish
Parliamentary Corporate Body (SPCB) agreed to no longer fly the European
Union flag on a daily basis, however it would still be flown on Europe Day.

7. On 29 January 2020, the Parliament agreed (by 9 votes) a motion moved by
Fiona Hyslop, the then Cabinet Secretary for Culture, Tourism, Europe and
External Affairs, directing the SPCB to ensure that the European flag continues
to fly daily at the Parliament building as sign of support to EU nationals living in
Scotland.

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/commonwealthflag
https://parliament.scot/SPCB/SPCB-20-01-M_16.01.20.pdf
https://parliament.scot/SPCB/SPCB-20-01-M_16.01.20.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/report.aspx?r=12488&mode=pdf
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8. In its written submission, the Scottish Government highlights that the European
flag was adopted by the Council of Europe in 1955, and that the UK will remain
a member of the Council following Brexit.

9. The Scottish Government states that, in order to send “an unequivocal signal of
the commitment to the values that underpin the EU and of solidarity with EU
nationals resident in Scotland”, the Scottish Government has decided to
routinely fly the European Flag at its main buildings of St Andrew’s House and
Victoria Quay in Edinburgh.

Clerk to the Committee 

Action 

10. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options
include—

 To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis that
the Scottish Government has no plans to replace the routine flying of the EU
Flag with the Commonwealth Flag on Scottish Government buildings.

 To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate.
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Public Petitions Committee 

13th Meeting, 2020 (Session 5) 

Thursday 17 September 2020 

PE1812: Protect Scotland's remaining ancient, native and semi-native 
woodlands and woodland floors 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Audrey Baird and Fiona Baker on behalf of Help Trees Help Us 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
deliver world-leading legislation giving Scotland's remaining fragments 
of ancient, native and semi-native woodlands and woodland floors full 
legal protection before COP 26 (UN Climate Change Conference of 
the Parties) in Glasgow in November 2021.   

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/ancientwoodlands

Introduction 

1. This is a new petition that was lodged on 5 August 2020.

2. A SPICe briefing has been prepared to inform the Committee’s consideration of
the petition and can be found at Annexe A.

3. While not a formal requirement, petitioners have the option to collect signatures
and comments on their petition. On this occasion, the petitioner elected to
collect this information. 1,780 signatures and 146 comments were received in
support.

4. Members will recall that due to the COVID-19 public health emergency, the
Committee was unable to meet to consider petitions between March and the
summer recess period. The Committee therefore agreed to seek advanced
views from the Scottish Government on all new petitions and to consider this
information when it returned to the formal consideration of petitions.

5. We have received a submission from the Scottish Government and this can be
found at Annexe B.

6. The submission highlights the various protections that can be utilised to protect
ancient woodland, for example, via designation such as Natura 2000 and Sites
of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). It also mentions the increased protection
via new tree felling regulations under the Forestry and Land Management
(Scotland) Act 2018, and that Scottish Forestry has new powers under
enforcement.

7. The planning system (Scottish Planning Policy (SPP 2014) describes how
nationally important land use planning matters should be addressed across the
country. Where appropriate, planning authorities should seek opportunities to

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/ancientwoodlands
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create new woodland and plant native trees in association with development. 
The Planning (Scotland) Act 2019 introduced a statutory requirement for 
authorities to prepare a forestry and woodland strategy, which includes 
identifying and protecting woodlands of high nature conservation value. 
Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH) use the planning system to protect ancient 
woodland through their engagement with the preparation of development plans, 
and SNH can intervene in a plan. 

 

8. The Scottish Government’s Control of Woodland Removal Policy only permits 
removal of existing woodland where it would achieve significant and clearly 
defined additional public benefits, and thefore is a presumption against 
removing ancient woodland. Similarly, under the UK Forestry Standard all 
native woodlands are expected to be managed to ensure their biodiversity is 
maintained or enhanced. 
 

9. The petitioner mentions the specific issue of a mountain bike track, that has 
been constructed which has caused great damage to an ancient woodland and 
its flora and fauna. The local authority have advised that planning permission is 
not required as the track is made of timber and mud. 

 

10. The Scottish Government highlights that on the specific matter of bike tracks— 
 

“any track constructed for the purposes of recreational activity, including 
mountain biking, may require planning permission, regardless of the method 
of construction or materials used. Planning permission may also be required if 
the planning authority consider there has been a change of use of the land; 
i.e. from forestry use to recreational use. It is for the relevant planning 
authority to consider, on a case by case basis, whether any particular 
development requires planning permission to be applied for. Similarly it is for 
the relevant planning authority to consider enforcement action where they 
consider a breach of planning control has occurred.” 

Action 

11. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options 
include— 

 To write to NatureScot (previously Scottish Natural Heritage) and Strategic 
Development Planning Authorities to seek their views on the action called for 
in the petition.  

 To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis that 
whilst there is no specific legislation to protect ancient woodlands there are a 
number of measures to ensure that they are protected.  

 To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate. 
 

 
Clerk to the Committee 
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