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Public Petitions Committee 

12th Meeting, 2019 (Session 5)  

Thursday 20 June 2019 

PE1720: Natural Flood Alleviation Strategy for Scotland 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Les Wallace 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
develop a natural flood alleviation strategy under the Flood Risk 
Management (Scotland) Act 2009.  
  

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01720 

Introduction 

1. This is a new petition that collected 211 signatures and 14 comments in 
support.  

 
Background 

2. What is natural flood management? 

According to the SEPA’s Natural flood management handbook –  

“Natural flood management (NFM) involves techniques that aim to work with 
natural hydrological and morphological processes, features and 
characteristics to manage the sources and pathways of flood waters. These 
techniques include the restoration, enhancement and alteration of natural 
features and characteristics, but exclude traditional flood defence engineering 
that works against or disrupts these natural processes.” 

3. SEPA sets out on its website who is responsible for which aspects of flood 
policy and management in Scotland.  

4. Scottish Government, SEPA and the James Hutton Institute have worked 
together to develop the natural flood management network. This was launched 
in 2018 to share knowledge and best practice amongst those working with this 
approach. With just under 100 NFM actions identified in Scotland’s Local Flood 
Risk Management Plans, there is widespread consideration of NFM work 
across Scotland. 

Flood Risk Management (Scotland) Act 2008 

5. The Flood Risk Management (Scotland) Act 2008 introduced a co-ordinated 
and partnership approach to tackling flood risk in Scotland in a sustainable 
manner. All sources of flooding and whole river catchments are considered 
when making flood risk management decisions.  

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01720
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/163560/sepa-natural-flood-management-handbook1.pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/water/flooding/responsibilities-for-flooding/
https://www.nfm.scot/about-us
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2009/6/part/1
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6. SEPA states that “As part of this approach SEPA is required to consider 
whether techniques that restore, enhance or alter natural features and 
characteristics can contribute to managing flood risk. These techniques are 
referred to as natural flood management (NFM). The production of NFM maps, 
a requirement of section 20 in the Flood Risk Management Act, presents the 
first national source of information on opportunity areas for NFM across 
Scotland. They are part of a suite of tools which will be used in the Flood Risk 
Management Planning Process to help us to produce Scotland’s first set of 
nationally co-ordinated plans to manage flooding.” 

7. Section 20 of the Flood Risk Management Act is about an assessment of the 
possible contribution of natural flood management. It states -  

(1) SEPA must, by 22nd December 2013 or such other date as the Scottish 
Ministers may direct, assess whether alteration (including enhancement) or 
restoration of natural features and characteristics of any river basin or coastal 
area in a flood risk management district could contribute to the management 
of flood risk for the district. 

(2) For the purposes of this Act, natural features and characteristics include 
such features and characteristics which can assist in the retention of flood 
water, whether on a permanent or temporary basis, (such as flood plains, 
woodlands and wetlands) or in slowing the flow of such water (such as 
woodlands and other vegetation), those which contribute to the transporting 
and depositing of sediment, and the shape of rivers and coastal areas. 

… 

(4) Each assessment … must — 

(a) take into account the flood risk assessment, any flood hazard maps and 
flood risk maps and any flood risk management plan for the time being 
applicable to the flood risk management district, and 

(b) refer to a map showing where alteration (including enhancement) or 
restoration of natural features and characteristics of any river basin or coastal 
area in the district could contribute to management of flood risk in the district. 

Scottish Environment Protection Agency 

8. SEPA is Scotland’s national flood forecasting, flood warning and strategic flood 
risk management authority. Its website shares information on the flooding work 
that SEPA is responsible for and contributes to. 

9. Flood Risk Management Strategies coordinate efforts to tackle flooding in 
Scotland. They set the national direction of future flood risk management, 
helping to target investment and coordinate actions across public bodies. The 
strategies explain what causes flooding in high risk areas as well as the 
impacts when flooding does occur. This information is used as a basis for better 
decision-making across flood risk management organisations. 

 

https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/163410/nfm_summary.pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/water/flooding/
http://apps.sepa.org.uk/FRMStrategies/
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Beavers 

10. The petition talks about beavers and the role they might play in flood risk 
management. Eurasian beavers (Castor fiber) are a species of beaver living in 
small colonies of multiple family groups, with each group containing a pair of 
breeding adults. Each breeding pair produces between one and six offspring, or 
kits, per year. 

11. The Scottish Government has introduced Regulations that provide beavers in 
Scotland with European Protected Species status. These regulations have 
been passed by the Scottish Parliament. This is the culmination of a 10-year 
process since beavers were released as part of a trial reintroduction in 2009. 

12. Beavers act as ‘ecosystem engineers’, building dams which create pools and 
wetlands and enhance biodiversity, and which can also slow water flow, 
assisting with downstream flood management. However, there are also 
concerns about potential negative impacts on land uses such as farming, via 
damage to drainage systems or flood banks which protect crops. 

13. SPICe have written 2 blogs on beavers in Scotland –  

• The Legal Protection of Beavers in Scotland – July 2018 

• Beavers set to become a protected species in Scotland (or are they?) – 
March 2019 

14. As part of the ongoing work on beaver reintroduction, Scottish Natural Heritage 
are developing a Beaver Mitigation Scheme which amongst other things is 
supposed to trial innovative solutions to management problems. 

Scottish Government action 

15. Natural flood management is discussed in the Scottish Government’s Climate 
Change Plan: third report on proposals and policies 2018-2032 (RPP3). For 
example, it states –  

“…the woodland/forestry/carbon sequestration proposal could significantly 
increase the implementation of natural flood management and the creation or 
enhancement of new habitats through woodland creation and peatland 
restoration.” 

16. The Scottish Government sets out on its website that they are reducing flood 
risk in Scotland by “supporting work to pilot and develop natural flood 
management approaches, such as the Eddleston Water project and the EU 
Interreg Building with Nature project.” 

17. The Scottish Government consultation on a revised Scottish climate change 
adaptation programme for 2019-2024 closed in April 2019. It included reference 
to natural flood management –“Scottish Government is also involved in the EU 
Interreg Building with Nature project and leads a work stream looking at how 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2019/64/regulation/2/made
https://spice-spotlight.scot/2018/07/02/the-legal-protection-of-beavers-in-scotland/
https://spice-spotlight.scot/2019/03/18/beavers-set-to-become-a-protected-species-in-scotland-or-are-they/
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/safeguarding-protected-areas-and-species/protected-species/protected-species-z-guide/protected-species-beaver/beaver-mitigation
https://www.gov.scot/publications/scottish-governments-climate-change-plan-third-report-proposals-policies-2018/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/scottish-governments-climate-change-plan-third-report-proposals-policies-2018/
https://www.gov.scot/policies/water/managing-flood-risk/
http://tweedforum.org/our-work/projects/the-eddleston-water-project/
http://www.northsearegion.eu/building-with-nature
http://www.northsearegion.eu/building-with-nature
https://www.gov.scot/publications/climate-ready-scotland-scottish-climate-change-adaptation-programme-2019-2024-consultation-draft/pages/2/
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catchment-based building with nature (natural flood management) can help 
manage fluvial flood risk.” 

18. In March 2019 the Committee on Climate Change published its assessment of
the first Scottish Climate Change Adaptation Programme. It makes a number of
points about flooding and flood risk management. It states that -

“There also remain key data and evidence gaps that make it difficult to assess 
progress for a number of priorities. Although mapping flood risk has improved, 
the extent of housing and other infrastructure development in flood risk areas 
and the uptake of sustainable drainage systems is still unknown.” (p6) 

Scottish Parliament action 

19. Implementation of the Flood Risk Management (Scotland) Act 2009 was laid in
the Scottish Parliament in February 2019. Section 2.4 relates to natural flood
management. It states (page 8) –

“SEPA’s NFM opportunity maps have been used to identify over 100 actions 
with an NFM component in the 2015 FRM [flood risk management] Strategies 
and 2016-22 Local FRM Plans. This includes proposals for four NFM 
schemes and a further 10 engineered schemes that will include an NFM 
element. In addition local authorities will carry out 23 studies with a sole focus 
on NFM and a further 69 engineered scheme studies that will include options 
for NFM during this period.” 

20. A number of relevant parliamentary questions have been asked -

• Question S5O-02764: Alexander Burnett, Aberdeenshire West, Scottish 
Conservative and Unionist Party, Date Lodged: 09/01/2019
To ask the Scottish Government whether it will provide an update on the 
status of the communities that are due to be listed as potentially vulnerable 
areas.
Answered by Roseanna Cunningham (16/01/2019):
Members should be aware this question is about flood management. 
Scottish Ministers approved the revised set of Potentially Vulnerable Areas 
submitted by SEPA in September 2018 and these were published on 
SEPA's website on 22 December 2018.
Working closely with partners, SEPA will draft Flood Risk Management 
Strategies for the period 2022-2027. These strategies will identify objectives 
and actions to help protect communities in potentially vulnerable areas, and 
they will be published following a full public consultation.

• Question S5W-08682: Mark Ruskell, Mid Scotland and Fife, Scottish 
Green Party, Date Lodged: 05/04/2017
To ask the Scottish Government what its position is on the role of natural 
flood management measures in flood risk reduction, and how the potential

https://www.theccc.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/Final-Assessment-of-the-first-SCCAP-CCC-2019.pdf
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/publication/2019/02/implementation-flood-risk-management-scotland-act-2009-report-scottish-parliament/documents/00546042-pdf/00546042-pdf/govscot%3Adocument/00546042.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx?SearchType=Advance&ReferenceNumbers=S5O-02764&ResultsPerPage=10
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx?SearchType=Advance&ReferenceNumbers=S5O-02764&ResultsPerPage=10
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx?SearchType=Advance&ReferenceNumbers=S5W-08682&DateTo=17/06/2019%2023:59:59&SortBy=DateSubmitted&Answers=All&SearchFor=All&ResultsPerPage=10
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx?SearchType=Advance&ReferenceNumbers=S5W-08682&DateTo=17/06/2019%2023:59:59&SortBy=DateSubmitted&Answers=All&SearchFor=All&ResultsPerPage=10


PPC/S5/19/12/1 

5 

associated benefits of these measures, such as enhanced biodiversity, are 
considered as part of decisions and action taken under the Flood Risk 
Management (Scotland) Act 2009. 

Answered by Roseanna Cunningham (25/04/2017): 

Managing flood risk at the catchment level through a portfolio of measures 
is key to achieving sustainable flood risk management and a statutory 
requirement set out in the Flood Risk Management (Scotland) Act 2009. 
Scottish Government guidance on Sustainable Flood Risk Management 
(http://www.gov.scot/Publications/2011/06/15150211/0) and SEPA’s Natural 
Flood Management Handbook 
(https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/163560/sepa-natural-flood-management-
handbook1.pdf), further reinforce the importance of working across 
catchments and coastlines to reduce flood risk. 

The Scottish Government’s guidance on options appraisal for flood risk 
management http://www.gov.scot/Resource/0050/00500974.pdf) describes 
how the associated benefits of natural flood management are considered as 
part of decision making in selecting measures. SEPA and the responsible 
authorities considered both the positive and negative effects of any action, 
including effects on biodiversity. Where natural flood management actions 
were identified, more detailed assessments of opportunity (carried out in the 
natural flood management studies) will consider where additional benefits 
may be accrued, such as river restoration that benefits both Water 
Framework Directive status and flood risk. 

• Question S5W-08684: Mark Ruskell, Mid Scotland and Fife, Scottish 
Green Party, Date Lodged: 05/04/2017
To ask the Scottish Government what natural flood management measures 
are being progressed with funding allocated as part of its 10-year flood 
funding strategy with COSLA.
Answered by Roseanna Cunningham (25/04/2017):
The 14 Flood Risk Management Strategies and Local Plans include 104 
actions with a natural flood management element; most of these actions are 
flood studies. Nearly all of the flood studies will be funded through this 
budget. Where local authorities subsequently decide to implement natural 
flood management measures, this budget will also be the main source of 
funds for works on the ground.

Conclusion 

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

http://www.gov.scot/Publications/2011/06/15150211/0
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/163560/sepa-natural-flood-management-handbook1.pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/163560/sepa-natural-flood-management-handbook1.pdf
http://www.gov.scot/Resource/0050/00500974.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx?SearchType=Advance&ReferenceNumbers=S5W-08684&DateTo=17/06/2019%2023:59:59&SortBy=DateSubmitted&Answers=All&SearchFor=All&ResultsPerPage=10
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx?SearchType=Advance&ReferenceNumbers=S5W-08684&DateTo=17/06/2019%2023:59:59&SortBy=DateSubmitted&Answers=All&SearchFor=All&ResultsPerPage=10
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• To write to the Scottish Government, seeking its views on the action called
for in the petition;

• To identify and write to other key stakeholders to seek their views on the
action called for in the petition. These may include Scottish Environment
Protection Agency, Scottish Natural Heritage and the James Hutton Institute.

• To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate.

SPICe/Clerk to the Committee 

https://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/water/flooding/
https://www.sepa.org.uk/environment/water/flooding/
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/land-and-sea-management/managing-freshwater/flood-management
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Public Petitions Committee 

12th Meeting, 2019 (Session 5)  

Thursday 20 June 2019 

PE1721: National tourism strategy for Scotland and the role of the National 
Trust for Scotland 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner John Hanks on behalf of Friends of Geilston 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
meet with the National Trust for Scotland (NTS) to discuss the role the 
NTS can play in the context of the national tourism strategy, Tourism 
Scotland 2020 and, within that, the future of any Trust property under 
threat of closure, such as Geilston Gardens near Cardross.  
  

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01721 

Introduction 

1. This is a new petition that collected 309 signatures and 57 comments in 
support.  

 
Background 

2. The petition is submitted by John Hanks, Treasurer of the Friends of Geilston 
Gardens. Although it is primarily about the broader topic of National Trust for 
Scotland’s (NTS) involvement in the development of a national tourism 
strategy, much of the background information accompanying the petition 
focusses on the specific case of Geilston Gardens. 

Geilston Gardens 

3. Geilston Gardens in Cardross, Argyll and Bute, was bequeathed to the NTS in 
1991, and it has been open to the public since 1998. The award-winning 
gardens are over 200 years old and attract approximately 12,000 visitors per 
year (11,000 NTS members and 800 “paying visitors”). 

4. Geilston is an important example of a small laird’s house from the 18th century 
that was expanded by subsequent owners connected to Glasgow’s tobacco 
trade, then by military and businessmen in the 19th century, and by middle 
class Glasgow professionals in the 20th century. 

5. The NTS announced in June 2017 that it was reviewing the future of the 
gardens because of increasing and “unsustainable” losses, estimated to be 
between £85,000 and £90,000 each year. The Trust therefore commissioned 
an economic appraisal of the property, with findings due to be published over 
the next few months. 
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6. According to The Times, the preferred option of the NTS is for a community 
trust to be established to run the gardens. However, campaign group Friends of 
Geilston (FoG) are less enthusiastic, believing that the wholesale disposal of 
the property by the NTS represents a dereliction of duty. They highlight a 
legacy from the previous owner of the estate to the NTS which is now worth in 
the region of £2.5 million. 

Scottish Government and the tourism industry 

7. Tourism support is a devolved policy area, with ministerial responsibility sitting 
with Cabinet Secretary for Culture, Tourism and External Affairs, Fiona Hyslop. 
Visit Scotland is the national tourist board, with responsibilities for marketing, 
quality assurance and tourist information. Scottish Enterprise and Highlands 
and Islands Enterprise also have roles in helping tourism related businesses 
grow, with the industry considered one of six “key” or “growth” sectors identified 
by the Scottish Government. 
 

8. The current national tourism strategy for Scotland, Tourism Scotland 2020 
(TS2020), was developed by the Scottish Tourism Alliance (STA) and launched 
in 2012. STA is the representative body of the Scottish tourism industry. The 
Scottish Government works with STA to help deliver the strategy’s outcomes, 
encouraging its public, private and third sector partners to align their activities 
with the strategy. The NTS is not specifically mentioned as one of the 
Government’s partners in this regard. 

 
9. The Scottish Tourism Alliance is currently working on an updated strategy for 

the industry post-2020, due to be launched in autumn. Responsibility for 
developing the new strategy and creating a supporting action plan will lie with 
the recently formed Strategy Steering Group (SSG), which includes 
representatives from industry, Scottish Government and various public 
agencies. The NTS is not included in the list of participating organisations. 

National Trust for Scotland 

10. The National Trust for Scotland is an independent charity set-up in 1931 for the 
preservation and conservation of Scotland’s natural and human heritage. The 
Trust has become Scotland's largest membership organisation and considers 
itself a leader in “conserving and promoting the nation's treasured places and 
collections so that they can be enjoyed by present and future generations”. 

11. Total income and endowments received by the NTS in financial year 2017/18 
amounted to £57 million. Of this, £12 million came from membership 
subscriptions, £14 million was from commercial activities and £7 million was 
from legacies. Only £1.4 million was received in the form of grants, of which 
£180,0000 came directly from the Scottish Government (representing 0.3% of 
total NTS income). 

12. When asked in a Parliamentary Question early last year about NTS’s planned 
restructuring, including the potential loss of 79 jobs across Scotland, the 
Scottish Government responded:  

https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/national-trust-of-scotland-accused-of-ignoring-donor-s-garden-wishes-f530lrdp9
http://scottishtourismalliance.co.uk/page/national-strategy/
http://scottishtourismalliance.co.uk/page/national-strategy/
https://www.gov.scot/policies/tourism-and-events/tourism-scotland-2020/
https://scottishtourismalliance.co.uk/beyond-ts2020/
https://scottishtourismalliance.co.uk/beyond-ts2020/
https://s3-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/ws-nts/Production/assets/downloads/Annual-Accounts-FY2017-18.pdf?mtime=20180808150254
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/28877.aspx?SearchType=Advance&ReferenceNumbers=S5W-13918&ResultsPerPage=10
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“The National Trust for Scotland is an independent charity. As such it is for the 
organisation’s Trustees to make judgements about its operational structure. 
The Scottish Government is aware of the proposed changes and we 
understand that the Trust will be engaging with its stakeholders as its local 
and national operations develop.”  

Conclusion 

13. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options 
include— 
 
• To write to the Scottish Government, seeking its views on the action called 

for in the petition; 

• To identify and write to key stakeholders to seek their views on the action 
called for in the petition. Stakeholders may include the National Trust for 
Scotland, Scottish Tourism Alliance, Friends of Geilston Gardens and Visit 
Scotland. 

• To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate. 

SPICe/Clerk to the Committee 

 

 

https://www.nts.org.uk/
https://www.nts.org.uk/
https://scottishtourismalliance.co.uk/
https://friendsofgeilston.org/about/
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Public Petitions Committee 

12th Meeting, 2019 (Session 5)  

Thursday 20 June 2019 

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 6 December 2018, when the 
Committee agreed to invite the Pest Management Alliance to provide evidence 
at a future meeting.  
 

2. Representatives from the Pest Management Alliance will give evidence to the 
Committee at today’s meeting. 

Committee consideration 

3. At its previous consideration of the petition, the Committee noted the 
petitioners’ submission of 27 August 2018, in which they maintained their 
position of the “unacceptable unnecessary suffering” caused to animals by glue 
traps. They acknowledged, however, the Cabinet Secretary’s position regarding 
the “practical difficulties of introducing a full ban at this point” and welcomed her 
intention to introduce restrictions on the sale and use of glue traps stating--  

“This will ensure that only specifically-trained practitioners will be able to 
purchase and deploy glue traps, and that these operators comply with 
industry Codes of Practice and are fully accountable.” 

4. The petitioners saw value in the Cabinet Secretary’s suggestion that the 
Scottish Government might approve an existing industry Code of Practice, such 
as that produced by the Pest Management Alliance. They indicated that they 
had consulted stakeholders including the Humane Society, OneKind and the 
Wild Animal Welfare Committee to compile a list of “suggested improvements 
to the current Code which would strengthen its capacity to reduce the suffering 
caused by glue traps”. They set out these suggested improvements in their 
submission of 20 September 2018. 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/gluetraps
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1671_M.pdf
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5. In its submission of 5 November 2018, the Pest Management Alliance 
acknowledged the petitioners’ proposals and stated that it would “look at the 
potential of a redraft of the current Code of Practice in the light of the comments 
in the petition with particular reference to the training issue”. 

Conclusion 

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

• To reflect at a future meeting on the evidence heard; 

• 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/L: Petitioners’ submission of 27 August 2018 (632KB pdf) 
• PE1671/M: Petitioners’ submission of 20 September 2018 (335KB pdf) 
• PE1671/N: Pest Management Alliance submission of 5 November 2018 

(10KB pdf) 

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

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/PE1671_N.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1671_L.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1671_M.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/PE1671_N.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/PE1671_N.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/gluetraps
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Public Petitions Committee 

12th Meeting, 2019 (Session 5)  

Thursday 20 June 2019 

PE1540: Permanent Solution for A83 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Douglas Philand 
 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government 
to ensure that a permanent solution for the A83 at Rest and Be 
Thankful ensuring the vital lifeline route is not closed because of 
landslides. 

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/A83permanentsolution 
 

Introduction 

1. This is a continued petition last considered on 6 December 2018. At this 
meeting, the Committee agreed to write to the Scottish Government. A 
response has now been received and the Committee is invited to consider what 
action it wishes to take.  

2. The Committee may wish to note that the petitioner has been invited to provide 
a response to the Scottish Government’s recent written submission. A written 
submission has not been received to date.   

Background  

3. The A83 is a 98-mile long trunk road linking Tarbet and Campbeltown. Trunk 
roads are owned by Scottish Ministers and managed by Transport Scotland. 
The day to day maintenance of each trunk road is carried out by a Trunk Road 
Operating Company. In the case of the A83, this is BEAR Scotland. 
 

4. The Rest and be Thankful is the summit of the pass on the A83 trunk road 
between Arrochar and Inveraray, an area that is particularly prone to landslips. 
The A83 has been closed at the Rest and be Thankful due to landslips on many 
occasions over recent years.   

 
Committee consideration  
 
5. At its most recent consideration of the petition on 6 December, the Committee 

considered the written submission received from the Scottish Government in 
November 2016 which outlined a programme of engagement and consultation, 
including work on the A83, as part of its review of the national transport 
strategy.  

http://parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/A83permanentsolution
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202016/PE1540_W_ScottishGovernment.pdf
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6. The Committee noted that there had been further landslips on the A83 in 
October 2018, resulting in further disruption to road users, despite some 
mitigation work having taken place. Following these landslips, the Cabinet 
Secretary for Transport, Infrastructure and Connectivity, Michael Matheson, 
said: 
 

“I’ve asked Transport Scotland officials to review the current programme of 
mitigation measures, with a view to further improving the resilience of the road, 
and report back to me in early 2019.” 
 

7. At its meeting, the Committee noted that the Cabinet Secretary had convened a 
meeting of the A83 task force in November 2018 to allow local and regional 
stakeholders the opportunity to discuss the recent incident and wider issues. 

 
8. The Committee also noted the Cabinet Secretary’s commitment to work 

“closely with Forestry Commission Scotland to reintroduce vegetation on the 
hillside to help reduce the risk of landslips”. The Committee noted that when the 
petition was first lodged in 2014, one of the solutions was to plant trees to 
secure the soil but that these trees had still not been planted. 

 
9. Following its consideration of the petition, the Committee agreed to write to the 

Scottish Government to ask— 
 

• for an update on the consultation on the review of the national transport 
strategy and where the A83 fits into that; 

• whether the issues around the A83 could be considered outwith the 
strategy, recognising the significance and immediacy of these issues; 

• for an update on the meeting of the A83 task force in November 2018; 
• for an update on the planting of trees to help reduce the risk of 

landslips. 
 
10. A response has been received by the Scottish Government and is summarised 

below. 
 
Committee consideration 

Update on the National Transport Strategy 

11. With regard to the question of the consultation on the Scottish Government’s 
national transport strategy, the Government’s written submission states– 
 

“Throughout 2018 engagements have taken place including specific 
collaboration with Young Scot and Age Scotland in rural, island and urban 
communities across Scotland to inform the development of the strategy. 
Transport Scotland is planning to publish the NTS by the end of 2019 and are 
committed to consulting on the strategy in advance of publication. This will be 
through further engagement then a formal consultation.” 
 

12. In response to the question of how the A83 fits in to the strategy, the Scottish 
Government stated that the strategy— 
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“…will set the strategic framework to inform STPR2, but will not itself set 
specific route or infrastructure priorities. STPR2 will identify potential transport 
investment as part of a Scotland-wide appraisal of strategic transport options 
and is intended to inform investment priorities for the next 20 years.” 
 

13. The written submission goes on to state that the Cabinet Secretary for 
Transport, Infrastructure and Connectivity intended to meet with Argyll and Bute 
Council in early 2019, as one of the first formal regional engagements on the 
national transport strategy to— 
 

“…discuss the emerging vision, outcome and policies of the NTS and what 
they mean for Argyll. The meeting will also discuss the evidence gathering 
and objective setting stage of Strategic Transport Projects Review.”  

 
A83 Taskforce Meeting update 
 
14. The Scottish Government provided the following update in relation to the A83 

taskforce that had been convened in November 2018— 
 

“In addition to the commitment mentioned above on prioritising Argyll and 
Bute within the second Strategic Transport Projects Review at the 15 
November 2018 A83 Taskforce meeting, the Cabinet Secretary also 
established the review of the potential for additional physical landslide 
mitigation measures at the Rest and Be Thankful. The Cabinet Secretary has 
asked for the review to report back to him by mid-February in advance of the 
next Taskforce meeting in March to enable discussion of the findings at that 
meeting. A link to the November A83 Taskforce meeting minutes will be 
shared with the Committee when they are published by the end of January”. 

 
15. The minutes of the A83 Taskforce meeting for 15 November 2018 indicate that 

a further meeting was to be held in March 2019. The clerks have been unable 
to source a minute of this meeting. 

 
Update on the hillside planting 
 
16. In response to the question of what tree planting measures had been put in 

place to help reduce the risk of landslips, the Scottish Government responded 
as follows— 

 
“Transport Scotland also continues to work with the land owners to conclude 
the private sale of the identified land required to enable the planned hillside 
planting trial to commence. It is hoped to conclude the purchase early in 2019 
so that preparatory works can commence shortly after. The planting of 
vegetation and forestry on the hillside has been designed with the Forestry 
Commission and aims to further reduce the risk of landslides. The benefits of 
this innovative proposal will only be realised around 15 to 25 years after 

https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/44063/a83-route-study-taskforce-meeting-15-minutes-15-nov-2018.pdf
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planting. We believe that this is the first time that this technique has been 
used in the UK for stabilising a slope of this magnitude.”  

 
17. The Scottish Government’s submission states that it indends to put in place “a 

robust monitoring programme” for this planting scheme.  
 

18. In concluding its written submission, the Scottish Government states that the 
Argyll & Bute area would be prioritised in the Strategic Transport Projects 
Review (STPR), meaning that recommendations will be one of the first 
reported. It is understood that at the time of writing (January 2019), the 
programme and timescales for the Strategic Transport Projects Review would 
be known in the next few months, further to the meetings of the regional 
working group and inception stage of the STPR consultancy commission”. 

 
Action 

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

• To write to the Scottish Government to seek an update on— 
o The Strategic Transport Projects Review in relation to the A83; 
o The A83 Taskforce; 
o Hillside planting, that was expected to commence in early 2019. 

 
• To write to the petitioner to seek their views on the action taken to date 

by the Scottish Government in relation to the A83;  
 

• To close the petition under Standing Orders Rule 15.7 on the basis that 
the Scottish Government has indicated that it will prioritise Argyll and 
Bute within the second Strategic Transport Projects Review and is taking 
steps to reduce the risk of landslips through hillside planting trials; 
 

• Any other action the Committee wishes to take. 
 

 
Clerk to the Committee 

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

• PE1540/Y: Scottish Government submission of 11 January 2019 (82KB pdf) 

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

 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1540_Y.pdf
http://external.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/A83permanentsolution
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Public Petitions Committee 

12th Meeting, 2019 (Session 5)  

Thursday 20 June 2019 

PE1634: Equality in council tax payment options 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Jessica Mason 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
clarify and improve current Scottish council tax legislation in order to 
make council tax payment over 12 months a mandatory option for 
council tax payers, as it is in England and Wales. 

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/counciltaxpayments 

Introduction 

1. This is a continued petition that was last considered by the Committee at its 
meeting on 26 April 2018. At that meeting the Committee agreed to write to 
local authorities identified by the petitioner as not allowing council tax payments 
over twelve monthly instalments. 

2. Responses have been received from eight of the ten local authorities identified 
by the petitioner, and are included in the annexe to this paper, along with 
COSLA’s submission in response to the Committee’s initial request for views. 
The Committee is invited to consider those submissions and agree what action 
it wishes to take on the petition. 

Committee consideration 

3. The submissions from the local authorities highlight that they do offer council 
tax payers an option to make council tax payments over a twelve-month period. 
They note that this option is offered on the request of the council tax payer. The 
majority of local authority submissions refer to the ten-month payment period as 
the “default” position. 
 

4. South Lanarkshire Council notes that council tax is “a major source of Council 
income which makes a significant contribution to funding the services that the 
Council provides”. It considers that the collection of council tax over ten months 
helps to maximise collection levels, but adds that it “does exercise a level of 
discretion in offering payment over 12 months on a case by case basis 
dependent on ability to pay”. 

 
5. Orkney Islands Council provides a substantive rationale for principally adhering 

to the default position of collecting council tax over a ten-month period, with 
reference to the Council Tax (Administration and Enforcement) (Scotland) 
Regulations 1992 (SI1992/1332). It states— 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/counciltaxpayments
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“Essentially, the 10-month statutory scheme is the ‘default’ and standard 
scheme and if a Council Tax payer requests that payments are spread over 
12 months, this would be permitted by the Council. The information gathered 
by the petitioner is not absolutely accurate and Orkney Islands Council do 
allow, upon request, 12 monthly instalments, and indeed encourage it if 
someone is struggling to pay. However, as these are voluntary agreements 
they tend to be few in number and only last for the year in question.” 
 

6. Orkney Islands Council queries whether councils who offer a twelve-month 
payment period as the default or standard option, “without reaching a prior 
agreement”, might be in breach of the regulations. It considers that, under the 
current regulations, “no legislative changes need to take place if 12 months 
remains a voluntary agreement option”. 
 

7. COSLA acknowledges that the petition “presents valid arguments as to why a 
12 month period [may be helpful]” but counters that “there are equally valid 
reasons as to why 10 months is also beneficial”. 

 
8. COSLA’s view is that “to force the Scottish Government to legislate on 

mandatory payment periods simply re-enforces the notion that Council Tax is 
little more than a national tax”. It considers that it is a “local decision” for each 
Council as to what payment periods they offer. It also refers to the relevant 
regulations— 

 
“It may be the case that for some Councils the application of the legislation 
means that they are only willing to offer the 10 months as is prescribed in the 
legislation and are not willing to apply the regulation which gives greater 
flexibility in that way. If this is indeed the case, then COSLA would welcome 
clarification from the Scottish Government to all Councils that this is not in fact 
the case and that there is no national prescription on the payment period.” 

Conclusion 

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

• To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis 
that the Scottish Government has no plans to amend the relevant 
Regulations, and local authorities have confirmed that they offer a 
twelve-month payment option on request. 

• Any other action the Committee wishes to take. 

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

• PE1634/C: Orkney Islands Council submission of 1 May 2018 (66KB pdf) 
• PE1634/D: Aberdeen City Council submission of 3 May 2018 (50KB pdf) 
• PE1634/E: Angus Council submission of 16 May 2018 (16KB pdf) 
• PE1634/F: COSLA submission of 27 April 2017 (66KB pdf) 
• PE1634/G: Argyll and Bute Council submission of 30 April 2018 (62KB pdf) 
• PE1634/H: Fife Council submission of 1 May 2018 (83KB pdf) 
• PE1634/I: Comhairle nan Eilean Siar submission of 4 May 2018 (61KB pdf) 
• PE1634/J: East Renfrewshire Council submission of 25 May 2018 (85KB 

pdf) 
• PE1634/K: South Lanarkshire Council submission of 29 May 2018 (86KB 

pdf) 

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

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1634_C.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1634_D.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1634_E.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1634_F.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1634_G.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1634_H.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1634_I.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1634_J.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1634_J.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1634_K.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1634_K.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/counciltaxpayments
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Public Petitions Committee 

12th Meeting, 2019 (Session 5)  

Thursday 20 June 2019 

PE1653: Active travel infrastructure 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Michaela Jackson on behalf of Gorebridge Community Trust 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
develop an active travel infrastructure strategy that will require active 
travel provision to be incorporated into all new major infrastructure 
projects for Scottish cities, particularly those projects designed to 
improve commuter routes from regional centres into city centres. 

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/activetravelinfrastructure  

 

Introduction 

1. This is a continued petition that was last considered on 22 November 2018. At 
that meeting, the Committee agreed to write to the Scottish Government and a  
response has now been received. The petitioner has been invited to provide a 
written submission.To date, a response has not been received. The Committee 
is invited to consider what action it wishes to take on the petition. 

Committee Consideration 

2. At its last consideration of this petition, the Committee noted the Scottish 
Government’s written submission of 24 May 2018, which explained that the 
draft Trunk Road Walking and Cycling Initiative had been put on hold until the 
publication of the Active Travel Task Force report. The Committee therefore 
sought an update on the initative, following the publication of the report in June 
2018.  

3. The Scottish Government responded as follows— 

“The [Active Travel Task Force] report includes 18 recommendations covering 
infrastructure; policies, processes and resources; community engagement; 
and behaviour change and culture. We have also developed a shared delivery 
plan with our partners; the actions to deliver the recommendations have been 
agreed to ‘make it easier to deliver new infrastructure, change behaviours and 
ensure that communities are involved from the outset in the projects which will 
benefit communities and maximise our investment in walking, cycling, 
wheeling and place making projects’.” 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/activetravelinfrastructure
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1653_I.pdf
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/42284/active-travel-task-force-june-2018.pdf
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4. The submission goes on to explain that the delivery plan is due to be published 
at the end of June 2019 and has been drafted in consultation with Scottish 
Government and Transport Scotland colleagues as well as delivery partners. 

5. At its meeting on 22 November 2018, the Committee also discussed the review 
of the National Transport Strategy and sought an update on this work and more 
specifically, how active travel matters are being progressed through the review 
of the National Transport Strategy.  

6. The Scottish Government’s explains that the draft Strategy’s vision for transport 
is as follows— 

“We will have a sustainable, inclusive and accessible transport system helping 
to deliver a healthier, fairer and more prosperous Scotland for communities, 
businesses and visitors.” 

7. This vision is supported by four themes, one of which is “Improves our Health 
and Wellbeing”. The Scottish Government’s submission goes on to state— 

“The Improves our Health and Wellbeing theme recognises a need for 
Scotland’s transport system to enable a healthy, fit and safe nation and to 
allow people to make active travel choices to improve their wellbeing. The 
draft Strategy also recognises the transport system’s role in making our 
communities great places to live. Cleaner and greener streets which 
encourage walking and cycling will deliver more social interaction, support 
local businesses and services and create vibrant communities, making our 
towns and cities more attractive and healthier places to live and work.” 

8. The Scottish Government will consult on the draft National Transport Strategy 
in July 2019 with the final strategy expected to be published by the end of 
2019. 

Conclusion 

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

• To close the petition under Standing Orders Rule 15.7 on the basis that 
there are plans in place to address active travel regarding infrastructure 
projects in Scotland and opportunities to engage in the review of the National 
Transport Strategy which has a focus on active travel. 

• 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— 
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• PE1653/J: Scottish Government submission of 14 June 2019 (117KB pdf) 

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

 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1653_J.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/activetravelinfrastructure
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Public Petitions Committee 

12th Meeting, 2019 (Session 5)  

Thursday 20 June 2019 

PE1691: Review of the Title Conditions (Scotland) Act 2003 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Christopher R Hampton on behalf of Steering Group of Bowman's 
View  

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
review the Title Conditions (Scotland) Act 2003, which prohibits a 
change of factor in the estate unless agreement is obtained by a two-
thirds majority of owners in the estate, particularly in terms of the 
impact of that requirement on residents of sheltered accommodation. 
 

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/titleconditions 

 

Introduction 

1. This is a continued petition, last considered by the Committee on 8 November 
2018. At that meeting the Committee considered submissions received from the 
Minister for Community Safety, the Law Society of Scotland and the Scottish 
Law Commission.  

2. The Committee agreed to invite the petitioner to provide a written response to 
those submissions. To date the petitioner has not responded. The Committee is 
invited to consider what action it wishes to take on the petition. 

Committee consideration 

3. In submissions previously considered by the Committee, the Scottish Law 
Commission outlined work that it had previously carried out with regard to the 
2003 Act. It indicated it had no plans in its current approved Programme of Law 
Reform to carry out a review of the provisions of the Act as they pertain to the 
action called for in the petition (section 64). It added that “it is for the Scottish 
Government to consider a review of the provisions … mentioned in the petition”.  

4. The Law Society of Scotland did not have a view on what an appropriate 
majority should be to implement a change of property factor, and considered 
that this is a matter for the Parliament to determine. It noted— 

“We recognise that agreement of a two-thirds majority of owners can, on 
some occasions cause difficulty when seeking to remove a factor. On the 
other hand, we acknowledge that there is a desire to have continuity in the 
management of a sheltered accommodation estate given the potential 
vulnerabilities of the residents.” 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/titleconditions
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5. The Scottish Government, through the then Minister for Community Safety, 
indicated that it had “no current plans to consult on changing the law in this 
area”, and set out the position on which that view was based. 

6. The Scottish Government noted that when it had previously consulted on this 
type of issue, as part of a wider consultation, there had been a mixed response. 
It considered that if it was to consult again, it “doubt[s] if there would be 
consensus on what, if anything, should be done”. 

7. It also referred to the Property Factors (Scotland) Act 2011, which it said has 
enhanced owners’ rights. That Act and related secondary legislation sets out 
that— 

“[…] factors must be registered; lays down a statutory Code of Conduct for 
factors to follow; and makes provision for a tribunal which homeowners can 
use to complain about the performance of their factor, after they have raised 
their concerns directly with the factor.” 

Conclusion 

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

• To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis 
that there is no support for the action called for in the petition 

• Any other action the Committee wishes to take. 

Clerk to the Committee 

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

• PE1691/A: Scottish Law Commission submission of 18 July 2018 (110KB pdf) 
• PE1691/B: Minister for Community Safety submission of 26 July 2018 (213KB 

pdf) 
• PE1691/C: Law Society of Scotland submission of 31 July 2018 (11KB pdf) 

 
 

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

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1691_A.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1691_B.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1691_B.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202018/PE1691_C.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/titleconditions
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Public Petitions Committee 

12th Meeting, 2019 (Session 5)  

Thursday 20 June 2019 

PE1709: Install CCTV cameras and provide full time social work support in all 
additional support needs schools 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Claire Mooney 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
install CCTV cameras and establish full time social work presence in 
all additional support needs schools in Scotland.  

Webpage  parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE1709 

Introduction 

1. This is a continued petition that was last considered by the Committee on 22 
November 2018. At this meeting, the Committee agreed to write to the Scottish 
Government, COSLA, the Scottish Social Services Council, advocacy 
organisations and teaching and support services unions. 
 

2. Submissions have been received from the Scottish Government, UNISON, 
NASUWT Scotland, Scottish Secondary Teachers’ Assosciation as well as a 
submission from the petitioner.  

 
3. At its meeting on 22 November, the Committee also agreed to investigate 

international comparisons in terms of the use of CCTV systems in similar settings 
to those stated in the petition. A SPICe briefing is provided at Annexe B.  

 
4. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take.  
 
Committee Consideration 
 
5. The Committee wrote to the Scottish Government and other stakeholders 

referred to above to seek its views on the action called for in the petition, 
particularly with regard to keeping young people safe in the school/educational 
environment; the reporting of incidents of inappropriate actions by other 
members of staff and whether there are data protection and/or human rights 
issues for both young people and educational and support staff which would 
impact the action called for in the petition. 

Safeguarding young people 
 
6. With regard to the issue of keeping young people safe in the school/educational 

environment, the Scottish Government submission outlines a number of 
safeguards that are in place to protect young people, including Getting It Right 
for Every Child (GIRFEC); the General Teaching Council’s standards which 

http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01709
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contain commitments to protect children, and the Child Protection Improvement 
Programme which aims to ensure effective protection for children and young 
people.  

 
7. In response to the Scottish Government’s written submission, the petitioner 

states— 
 

“…a substantial amount of the Laws Statutes and Procedures referred to and 
detailed did nothing to prevent injuries I am aware of. Children fall through the 
cracks in these legal protections because of who they are, how the judiciary 
sees them in regards to capacity and corroboration. The profession itself cannot 
be relied on as is often the case ranks close. Whistleblowing doesn’t work, 
whistleblowers find they are often isolated within the workplace and victimised 
out of the service.” 

 
CCTV use in schools 
 
8. The Scottish Government’s submission states that some grant-aided special 

schools use CCTV cameras. The submission goes on to explain that the 
Education (Scotland) Act 1980 places statutory responsibilities onto local 
authorities, meaning that the decision to use CCTV in a public school would be 
a matter for local authorities.  

 
9. In response to the aims of the petition, both UNISON and NASUWT Scotland do 

not support the installation of CCTV cameras in schools. UNISON is of the view 
that it could foster a “culture of blame/punishment”, and that cameras cannot 
watch everywhere. Alternatively, it suggests— 
 

“Rather than CCTV there should be a substantial investment in staff who can 
identify pupils’ additional support needs. After these have been identified staff 
need to be put in place to deliver the support identified. Funding is required for 
staff training and ongoing professional development. The aim should be to 
avoid restraint and improve practice rather than catch and punish staff or 
pupils.” 
 

10. NASUWT Scotland’s submission states— 
 

“It is our experience that CCTV serves little useful purpose in the vast majority 
of circumstances. It can be helpful in grounds and building monitoring for 
security purposes but only if it is being monitored by appropriate staff and if staff 
are able to respond if an incident occurs. Simply installing CCTV and reviewing 
tapes afterwards is a limited value. It is of even more limited if any value in 
classrooms.” 

 
11. The submission concludes; “that at a time when resources in schools are at a 

premium, expenditure on expensive CCTV should not be a priority given its 
limited value”. 
 

12. In response to this statement, the petitioner states – 
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“… if this was fact then there would be reasons for CCTV in town centres, on 
buildings and shops, offices and warehouses, Hospitals and prisons 
ambulances and taxis even Parliament itself.” 

 
13. In its written submission, the Scottish Secondary Teachers’ Association explains 

that it passed a motion in 2018 in relation to the use of CCTV in schools, noting 
the positives to safety but also the importance of the technology not being used 
to gather data for “performance management purposes or capability procedures”, 
the submission goes on to state— 

 
“CCTV cameras cannot be a replacement for the range of educational staff but 
as an added technological advancement in addition to staff in making schools 
a place of safety for both pupils and staff… There are data protection issues 
and human rights issues for both young people and educational and support 
staff which need to be addressed before the introduction of CCTV cameras.” 

 
14. A possible alternative suggested by UNISON is that— 

 
“There may be a role for body cameras: they can record incidents which can be 
used for analysis which can support training either through demonstrating good 
practice and/or reflection/discussion round how different approaches earlier on 
could have led to different outcomes.” 

 
Recording and monitoring 

 
15. The Committee sought the views of stakeholders with regard to the reporting of 

incidents of inappropriate actions by other members of staff and whether there 
are data protection issues and/or human rights issues for both young people and 
educational and support staff which would impact the action called for in the 
petition. 

16. The Scottish Government responded as follows— 
 

“Our school exclusions guidance ‘Included, Engaged and Involved Part 2: A 
positive approach to preventing and managing school exclusions’ (IEI2) 
provides clear guidance to schools and local authorities in relation to physical 
intervention. Any incident where a decision is made to physically intervene 
within a school must be recorded and monitored. Details on how this should be 
undertaken should be included in an education authority's policy on de-
escalation, physical intervention. The recording and monitoring of such 
incidents will help education authorities to monitor the effectiveness of their 
policy and practice. It will ensure transparency, enable them to review and 
improve their policy and help identify professional learning needs and further 
supports where appropriate.” 
 

17. In relation to any human rights issues raised by the action called for in the 
petition, the Scottish Government responded as follows— 
 

https://www.gov.scot/publications/included-engaged-involved-part-2-positive-approach-preventing-managing-school/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/included-engaged-involved-part-2-positive-approach-preventing-managing-school/
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“The guidance is also clear that the rights of all children and young people must 
be a key consideration where physical intervention is being considered. It is 
important to consider the UNCRC1 in this context.” 
 

18. With regard to the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child, the 
Government cite article 16 (right to privacy) and article 19 (kept safe from abuse, 
including physical abuse) as needing to be balanced carefully. 

 
19. In its written submission, concerns are raised by NASUWT Scotland about the 

General Data Protection Regulations (GDPR) implications of using CCTV with 
schools.   

 
Social work presence  

20. Addressing the petitioner’s aim of having social work presence in all additional 
support needs schools, the Scottish Government submission confirms that the 
delivery of social work is the statutory responsibility of local authorities. 
 

21. In its written submission, UNISON is supportive of “the introduction of not just 
social work but also educational psychologists and nursing staff into all schools”,  
but recognises that this would require “substantial additional funding”. 

 
22. NASUWT Scotland’s written submission states that social workers in schools 

could be beneficial. However, the submission stresses the importance of 
partnership working and highlights other agencies who are important in a school 
setting such as counsellors or mental health specialists.  

 
International comparisons 
 
23. At its meeting on 22 November 2018, the Committee agreed to investigate 

international comparisons on whether CCTV is being used in similar settings in 
other countries. The SPICe briefing can be found in Annexe B. 
 

24. The briefing highlights that there are few documented examples of CCTV being 
used specifically in classrooms in schools supporting children with complex 
additional support needs. The briefing provides the “closest examples” of the use 
of CCTV in schools from the USA, Australia and India. 

 
25. In response, the petitioner states in her written submission that— 

 
“We are not alone in asking for CCTV in our ASN/ALN schools already there 
has been moves in India, Texas and Georgia with it being looked at for Nevada 
and Missouri”. 

Petitioner’s concluding remarks 
 

                                                           
1 United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child 
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26. In concluding her written submission, the petitioner refers to a recent incident she 
has become aware of that restraining procedures and reporting system were not 
adhered to. The petitioner goes on to state— 

 
“I strongly feel that this incident highlights the need for CCTV within these 
schools. CCTV can provide a system of safeguarding vulnerable children from 
injury and abuses of procedure by providing corroboration of any breach which 
causes injury or emotional distress, it could also provide the same safeguard 
for staff against any accusation of impropriety.” 

 
Conclusion 

27. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take. Options 
include— 
 
• To write to grant-aided special schools and COSLA to seek their respective 

views on the use and effectiveness of using CCTV cameras; 

• To close the petition under Rule 15.7 of Standing Orders on the basis that 
from the written submissions received, there is limited support for the action 
called for in the petition;  

• To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate. 

 

SPICe/Clerk to the Committee 

Annexe A 

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

• PE1709/A: UNISON Scotland submission of 17 December 2018 
• PE1709/B: NASUWT Scotland submission of 20 December 2018 (141KB pdf) 
• PE1709/C: Scottish Government submission of 21 December 2018 (127KB 

pdf) 
• PE1709/D: Scottish Secondary Teachers’ Association submission of 21 

December 2018 (125KB pdf) 
• PE1709/E: Petitioner submission of 11 June 2019 (140KB pdf) 

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

 

 

 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1709_A.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1709_B.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1709_C.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1709_C.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1709_D.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1709_D.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1709_E.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/PE01533
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Annexe B 

Petition 1709: Install CCTV cameras and provide full time social work 
support in all additional support needs schools 
International evidence 

INTRODUCTION 

At its meeting on 22 November 2018, the Public Petitions Committee agreed to 
“investigate international comparisons” in relation to PE1709.  Rachel Hamilton MSP 
suggested the Committee seek information on “whether CCTV is being used in similar 
settings in other countries” and “what evidence is there to suggest that the approach 
works well”.  This SPICe briefing provides information in response to that request. 

METHOD 

In preparing this paper, SPICe contacted a number of academics working in the field 
of education in both the UK and Australia.  In addition, SPICe undertook searches of 
academic literature and online articles.2 

From this research, few documented examples of CCTV being used in specifically in 
classrooms in schools supporting children with complex additional support needs were 
found.  The closest examples were in Texas and Georgia in the USA.  No evaluations 
of the efficacy of the schemes against their aims was found. 

There were also examples of policy consideration in similar areas in Australia and 
India.  There is evidence of CCTV being used in classrooms in the UK in mainstream 
settings.   

USA 

Texas and Georgia have legislated for the provision of CCTV in the classrooms of 
special educational schools or units for the purpose of protecting the pupils from abuse 
from staff or classmates.  

Texas Senate Bill 507 (2015) introduced the right for any parent, member of staff or 
administrator to request that CCTV be placed in a special education classroom or 
other setting.  Only one individual is required to request the installation of a camera 
and the school board must comply; all parents are then informed of the installation.  
Parents do not have a right to refuse to have their child recorded.3 

The cameras must cover the entire classroom room including any attached room used 
for “timeouts” – these areas should not be locked or blocked.  The cameras must also 

                                                           
2 SPICe acknowledges the support and help from: Prof Sheila Riddell, University of Edinburgh, Prof 
Neville Harris & Dr Gail Davidge, University of Manchester, David Roy, University of Newcastle 
(Australia), and Prof Andrew Hope, Federation University Australia. 
3 Texas Association of School Boards (2017), Update on Video Cameras in Special 
Education Classrooms [Accessed 3 December 2018] 
 

https://www.tasb.org/Services/Legal-Services/TASB-School-Law-eSource/Instruction/documents/update_video_cameras_sp_ed_classrooms.aspx
https://www.tasb.org/Services/Legal-Services/TASB-School-Law-eSource/Instruction/documents/update_video_cameras_sp_ed_classrooms.aspx
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record sound.  Toilets and areas where pupils get changed should not be covered by 
the cameras. 

NPR4 reported that the bill was passed in response to incidents of physical restraint 
and the use of seclusion with teachers blocking doors to “calm rooms” and, in effect, 
locking the child inside.  NPR quoted Texas State Senator Eddie Lucio Jr., sponsor of 
the original bill, who said he wanted to "give a voice to someone who could not speak 
up when they were abused at school."  Sen Lucio also identified another benefit of the 
law, saying "false accusations will not fall on good teachers".5 

In 2016, Georgia legislated for a pilot programme for cameras in special education 
settings, authorising its department for education to produce guidance for the 
placement of video monitoring cameras and equipment by a school in classrooms in 
which students receive special education services.6  In this case, school boards could 
opt in to the scheme, rather than it being mandatory as it can be in Texas.  Similar 
proposals have been debated in Nevada and Missouri. 7  

A paper by Heintzelman and Bathon (2017) examined this policy development.  They 
noted that the law did not allow for constant monitoring of classrooms to evaluate 
teachers.  Rather an individual (e.g. parent/staff/student) can request footage after an 
incident and this footage may then be used for disciplinary or legal proceedings, if 
appropriate.  The paper noted that the video would be used after an incident and 
therefore may not prevent mistreatment occurring.  However, the footage could be 
used to remove individuals from the profession; the paper also highlighted the costs 
of implementation.  Heintzelman and Bathon argued that the policy is focussed on 
prosecution of educators rather than on improving learning and preferred “a true model 
of prevention would support a culture of learning where students and teachers build 
rapport with one another with positive behavior supports”.8 

These legislative developments followed campaigns of parents of children in special 
educational settings. However, opinions of advocacy groups in the USA are mixed.  
The National Autism Association is reported to support the policy and has argued that 
cameras can improve student safety by providing documentary evidence of suspected 
abuse.9  TASH which “advocates for human rights and inclusion for people with 
significant disabilities and support needs” produced a position statement on the issue 
in which it outlined a number of objections.  These objections included a view that 

                                                           
4 National Public Radio. 
5 NPR (2015) Coming To Texas: Special-Ed Cams To Protect Students From Their 
Own Teachers 
6 GA Code § 20-2-324.2 (2016) 
7 Orman S. & Clark S (2018) Recording Devices in Schools (p 10) [Accessed: 3 Dec 2018] 
8 HEINTZELMAN, Sara C.; BATHON, Justin M. (2017). Caught on Camera. International 
Journal of Education Policy and Leadership, [S.l.], v. 12, n. 6, jan. 2018. ISSN 1555-5062. 
[Accessed: 3 Dec 2018] 
9 - National Autism Association (2012), Behind Closed Doors: What’s Happening to 
Students 
With Autism in America’s Public Schools?: The case for cameras in self-contained 
classrooms 
 

https://www.npr.org/sections/ed/2015/12/15/459405542/coming-next-year-to-texas-special-ed-classrooms-video-cameras?t=1543849260726
https://www.npr.org/sections/ed/2015/12/15/459405542/coming-next-year-to-texas-special-ed-classrooms-video-cameras?t=1543849260726
https://law.justia.com/citations.html
https://cdn-files.nsba.org/s3fs-public/02_05_Recording_Devices_in_Schools_Orman_Clark.pdf
http://journals.sfu.ca/ijepl/index.php/ijepl/article/view/754/176
http://journals.sfu.ca/ijepl/index.php/ijepl/article/view/754/176
http://nationalautismassociation.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/CamerasWhitePaper.pdf
http://nationalautismassociation.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/CamerasWhitePaper.pdf
http://nationalautismassociation.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/CamerasWhitePaper.pdf
http://nationalautismassociation.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/CamerasWhitePaper.pdf
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CCTV would create a false sense of security and would increase bias against 
mainstreaming provision.10  

A paper for the National School Boards Association’s Council of School Attorneys 
highlighted practical issues with the policy.  It stated— 

“Setting aside the philosophical debate over the effectiveness of video 
surveillance, school districts that have installed cameras in special education 
classrooms have experienced a host of practical pitfalls and conundrums, 
ranging from what to do when a camera breaks due to students throwing 
objects in class to serious legal issues arising when parents request to see the 
footage of their child.”11 

AUSTRALIA 

In September 2017, the New South Wales Parliament’s education committee 
published a report on the “Education of students with a disability or special needs in 
New South Wales”.  This report included a section on “Complaints about staff 
misconduct and allegations of ill-treatment” and received submissions calling for the 
introduction of CCTV in classrooms12.  The Committee did not recommend that CCTV 
be installed in classrooms. 

As is the case elsewhere, views are mixed on the merits of CCTV in schools.  Two 
views of academics working in Australia are outlined below. 

David Roy from University of Newcastle (Australia) advocates for CCTV to be used in 
ASN schools.  Professor Andrew Hope of the Federation University Australia has 
written several academic papers on CCTV in schools. He noted that placing CCTV in 
schools for the purpose of managing teacher and staff behaviour is rare and he was 
not aware of any specific examples.  He also questioned whether such an approach 
would achieve its goals “given that it would undermine trust within schools and such 
cameras could be avoided by perpetrators, simply displacing incidents to locations not 
covered by these surveillance technologies.”14  

INDIA 

In 2018 the New Delhi government agreed to install cameras across the school estate 
for the protection of pupils.  The Guardian reported: 

“The plan comes after several high-profile crimes at schools in and around the 
city, including the alleged rape of a five-year-old girl by a member of staff in 
September and the murder of a seven-year-old boy at a private school in 
Gurgaon during the same month.” 

                                                           
10 TASH (2015) Will Cameras in Classrooms Make Schools Safer? [Accessed: 3 Dec 2018] 
11 Orman S. & Clark S (2018) Recording Devices in Schools (p 11) [Accessed: 3 Dec 2018] 
12 The Sydney Morning Herald (16 July 2018) School classrooms should be fitted with CCTV 
to protect children from abuse, inquiry told 
13 Roy D. 2018, personal communication 
14 Hope A 2018, personal communication 
 

https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/committees/DBAssets/InquiryReport/ReportAcrobat/6114/170921%20-%20Final%20report.pdf
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/committees/DBAssets/InquiryReport/ReportAcrobat/6114/170921%20-%20Final%20report.pdf
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2018/jan/18/delhi-cctv-classrooms-parents-monitor-children
https://tash.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/01/Cameras-in-School-Final.pdf
https://cdn-files.nsba.org/s3fs-public/02_05_Recording_Devices_in_Schools_Orman_Clark.pdf
https://www.smh.com.au/education/school-classrooms-should-be-fitted-with-cctv-to-protect-children-from-abuse-inquiry-told-20170608-gwn9th.html
https://www.smh.com.au/education/school-classrooms-should-be-fitted-with-cctv-to-protect-children-from-abuse-inquiry-told-20170608-gwn9th.html
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The CCTV was approved in September this year and will “cover classrooms, corridors, 
laboratories, libraries, vacant rooms, parking lots and areas outside washrooms.”15  
Parents are planned to be able to access real-time footage of classrooms through a 
mobile phone app.16 

The policy was described by Indian legal academics writing in the Oxford Human 
Rights Hub as a violation of “the children and teachers’ fundamental right to privacy 
and that to freedom of speech and expression, and have an adverse impact on the 
development of the children.”17  However, the Delhi High Court rejected a petition to 
prevent the policy in September 2018 on grounds that the privacy of students would 
be breached.  The Hindustan Times reported that the view of the court was that “there 
was nothing private being done in the classrooms and hence there was ‘no privacy 
issue’.”18 

UK 

No specific evidence of CCTV being used in classrooms of Additional Support Needs 
schools or units in the UK was found.  However, there is evidence that CCTV is being 
used in classrooms to manage behaviour and teacher performance.  In 2009, the 
Manchester Evening News identified a number of schools in Salford where CCTV was 
being to support performance of teachers.19 A number of teaching unions have policies 
against the practice.20  A 2014 NASUWT survey of its Members across the UK in 2014 
found that 8% said that CCTV was present in their classrooms.21 

Ned Sharratt 
SPICe Research 
May 2019 
 

Note: Committee briefing papers are provided by SPICe for the use of Scottish Parliament 
committees and clerking staff.  They provide focused information or respond to specific 
questions or areas of interest to committees and are not intended to offer comprehensive 
coverage of a subject area. 

The Scottish Parliament, Edinburgh, EH99 1SP www.parliament.scot 

 
 

 

                                                           
15 The Hindu Times (19 September 2018) Cabinet approves CCTV cameras in schools 
16 Hindustan Times (17 January 2018), Parents to get real-time access of CCTV footage in 
Delhi school classrooms 
17 Deosthali R. & Thakkar C., (2018) CCTV Cameras in Classrooms: The Conflict between 
Security and Privacy 
18 Hindustan Times (14 September 2018) No stay on CCTV in classrooms, rules Delhi high 
court 
19 Manchester Evening News (4 March 2009) Class CCTV comes under fire 
20 E.g. SSTA and ATL (now part of NEU) 
21 The Telegraph (20 April 2018) Classrooms put under 'permanent surveillance' by CCTV 

http://www.parliament.scot/
https://www.thehindu.com/news/cities/Delhi/cabinet-approves-cctv-cameras-in-schools/article24981402.ece
https://www.hindustantimes.com/delhi-news/parents-to-get-real-time-access-of-cctv-footage-in-delhi-school-classrooms/story-0R0DtryKsmJmoOA4vRvvfO.html
https://www.hindustantimes.com/delhi-news/parents-to-get-real-time-access-of-cctv-footage-in-delhi-school-classrooms/story-0R0DtryKsmJmoOA4vRvvfO.html
http://ohrh.law.ox.ac.uk/cctv-cameras-in-classrooms-the-conflict-between-security-and-privacy/
http://ohrh.law.ox.ac.uk/cctv-cameras-in-classrooms-the-conflict-between-security-and-privacy/
https://www.hindustantimes.com/delhi-news/no-stay-on-cctv-in-classrooms-rules-delhi-high-court/story-jo0QG3P5GQtTy4XM0wRriK.html
https://www.hindustantimes.com/delhi-news/no-stay-on-cctv-in-classrooms-rules-delhi-high-court/story-jo0QG3P5GQtTy4XM0wRriK.html
https://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/local-news/class-cctv-comes-under-fire-912272
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/education/educationnews/10776060/Classrooms-put-under-permanent-surveillance-by-CCTV.html
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Public Petitions Committee 

12th Meeting, 2019 (Session 5) 

Thursday 20 June 2019 

PE1711: First Aid Training for All Primary School Children in Scotland 
 

Note by the Clerk 

Petitioner Stuart Callison on behalf of St Andrew's First Aid 

Petition 
summary 

Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government 
to: 

1.  Ensure that all primary schools in Scotland incorporate basic first 
aid as an integral part of their curriculum; and 

2.  Provide funding in order to develop high quality teaching materials 
on what to do in common emergencies, as well as to establish 
training and support for teachers to enable them to deliver these skills 
during short, interactive first aid workshops.  

Webpage parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/firstaidprimaryschools 
  

Introduction 
 
1. This is a continued petition that was last considered by the Committee on 7 March 

2019. At that meeting, the Committee took evidence from primary school pupils, a 
college student, a primary teacher and representatives from St Andrew’s First Aid 
and agreed to reflect on the evidence heard at the meeting and consider written 
submissions and related information at a future meeting.  
 

2. A written submission has also been received from the petitioner. The Committee 
is invited to consider what action it wishes to take.  

 
Background  
 
3. The petitioner asks that the Scottish Government ensure that First Aid is part of 

the curriculum in primary schools. There is almost no statutory curriculum in 
Scotland. The exceptions are that Gaelic must be taught in Gaelic speaking areas 
and religious instruction will normally be expected to be provided.  

 
4. The Curriculum for Excellence (“CfE”) is a “framework of national expectations” 

and provides teachers “scope and space for professional decisions about what 
and how they should teach”.1  Health and Wellbeing is one of the eight “Curriculum 
Areas”. Education Scotland has worked with Save a life for Scotland and published 
a learning resource “to support the teaching of CPR across all ages and stages”. 
 

5. In 2016, a Scottish Government spokesperson said— 
                                            
1 Building the Curriculum 1 (p1) 

http://parliament.scot/GettingInvolved/Petitions/firstaidprimaryschools
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“Being trained in first aid can help young people develop the skills they may 
need in an emergency situation. Under Curriculum for Excellence, schools 
already have the flexibility to provide first aid training. It is up to individual 
schools and local authorities to decide if, and how best, to deliver this.” 

 
Committee consideration 
 
6. During the evidence session on 7 March, the Committee heard a wide range of 

evidence including— 
 

• the inconsistent approach to the delivery of first aid training in schools 
across Scotland; 

• the importance of training young people in first aid as early as possible; 
• that primary pupils are most receptive to listening to their class teacher. 

 
7. The Committee also heard that while official statistics on first aid training in schools 

varies from country to country, from the evidence that does exist— 
 

“…Scotland has been poor by European standards— it is close to the bottom 
of the league tables for bystander interventions, first aid training and the number 
of current first aiders—that is, people who have trained in the past three years. 
To be fair, the situation is improving. Initiatives such as the out-of-hospital 
cardiac arrest strategy—with the caveat about how statistics are collected—
definitely show that initiatives of this kind are moving the dial in the right 
direction.” 

 
Scottish Government  
 
8. The Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and Skills written 

submission on 3 June 2019 states— 
 

“Under Curriculum for Excellence, schools already have the flexibility to provide 
first aid training. It is therefore up to individual schools and local authorities to 
decide if they wish to provide first aid training and, if they choose to do so, how 
best to deliver it taking into account the needs and circumstances of all pupils 
in attendance.”  
 

9. The submission goes on to highlight that the Education Scotland website hosts a 
learning resource for practitioners looking to deliver first aid training as part of the 
curriculum. This resource “teaches all children about what to do in an emergency, 
how to perform cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR) and instruct adults on what 
to do. This resource contains 14 videos and an information booklet. This resource 
also provides resources and videos for CPR training for children from primary 1 
upwards.”  
 

10. The submission explains that “in respect of first aid training support for teaching 
staff in schools, COSLA has confirmed that schools already have their own 
arrangements in place for handling incidents by ensuring that sufficient numbers 
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of school staff are trained in line with local requirements and that incidents are 
escalated as necessary in line with local protocols”. 

 
11. In response, the petitioner’s written submission states— 
 

“…we believe that the Scottish Government’s current position, that first aid 
training is simply a matter for individual local authorities, is not sustainable or 
justifiable at a time when Council finances are under such extreme pressure. 
By adopting our proposals, and ensuring that Scottish pupils are provided with 
the skills to save a life, the Scottish Government could make a significant 
contribution to improving public health at little cost. Indeed, it’s likely that no 
other measure exists which could demonstrate the same impact.” 

 
Local authority written submissions 
 
12. The Committee received 11 written submissions (out of a possible 32) from local 

authorities. In response to these submissions, the petitioner states— 
 
“…these submissions largely reinforce our evidence to the Committee in March, 
specifically, that the provision of first aid training in schools is at best patchy, 
and largely dependent on the enthusiasm of individual staff and teachers. This 
cannot be seen as a satisfactory situation.” 
 

13. The petitioner notes that only four councils (Glasgow, Argyll and Bute, and – to 
some extent – North Ayrshire and East Ayrshire) positively evidenced any 
concerted effort to deliver first aid training. 

 
14. Focussing specifically on Glasgow and Argyll and Bute, the petitioner highlights 

that both councils are “engaging positively with the subject of first aid”. However, 
while the petitioner considers it “admirable” that both councils are making use of 
support from other agencies, both charitable and statutory (e.g. Scottish 
Ambulance Service) to deliver first aid training to as many pupils as possible, there 
are difficulties with this approach as follows— 

 
• Both Councils have used British Heart Foundation Heartstart but for funding 

reasons many resources (including online) have been withdrawn;  
• Glasgow has still only been able to cover a small number (24/138) of their 

schools;  
• Glasgow also mention free British Red Cross workshops, and although 

these will be valuable, the difficulties in organising these for every school 
and class are obvious.   

 
15. In concluding their submission, the petitioner remains of the view that “with access 

to suitable resources, by training a maximum of two teachers per school for a few 
hours every three years, we can cascade first aid training to every pupil within a 
reasonable timescale”.  
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16. The submission also states that the petitioner intends to meet with the Educational 
Institute of Scotland in the near future to discuss the issues raised by the petition 
and seek its support for the action called for in the petition. 

 
Action 
 
17. The Committee is invited to consider what action it wishes to take on the petition. 

Options include— 
 

• To invite the Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education 
and Skills to provide evidence at a future meeting and in advance of this— 

o Write to COSLA and teaching unions to seeks its views on the 
action called for in the petition; 

o Ask SPICe to investigate international comparisons with regard to 
the provision of first aid training in primary schools; 

• To take any other action the Committee considers appropriate. 

Clerk to the Committee 

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

• PE1711/A: South Ayrshire Council submission of 25 February 2019 (46KB pdf)  
• PE1711/B: Aberdeen City Council submission of 1 March 2019 (28KB pdf) 
• PE1711/C: South Lanarkshire Council submission of 19 March 2019 (28KB pdf) 
• PE1711/D: Stirling Council submission of 20 March 2019 (49KB pdf) 
• PE1711/E: Aberdeenshire Council submission of 21 March 2019 (51KB pdf) 
• PE1711/F: Argyll and Bute Council submission of 22 March 2019 (94KB pdf) 
• PE1711/G: East Ayrshire Council Submission of 22 March 2019 (113KB pdf) 
• PE1711/H: Perth & Kinross Council submission of 25 March 2019 (28KB pdf) 
• PE1711/I: Glasgow City Council submission of 26 March 2019 (86KB pdf) 
• PE1711/J: North Ayrshire Council submission of 8 April 2019 (54KB pdf) 
• PE1711/K: West Lothian Council submission of 25 February 2019 (73KB pdf) 
• PE1711/L: Petitioner submission of 21 May 2019 (79KB pdf) 
• PE1711/M: Deputy First Minister and Cabinet Secretary for Education and 

Skills submission of 3 June 2019 (67KB pdf) 

http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_A.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_B.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_C.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_D.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_E.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_F.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_G.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_H.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_I.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_J.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_K.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_L.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_M.pdf
http://www.parliament.scot/S5_PublicPetitionsCommittee/Submissions%202019/PE1711_M.pdf
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