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Brian Whittle: I, too, am very supportive of this 
worthwhile petition. In the development of new 
housing, how we use open space, how we 
develop local assets and how we give access to 
shopping and play parks are often secondary 
considerations. 

I am reminded that we on the Health and Sport 
Committee are doing an inquiry into primary care. 
We went out to communities, gave them blank 
sheets of paper and wee sticky notes, and said, 
“Plan your town.” It was amazing to see how much 
open space there was in their plans, and where 
they want community assets to be. We should be 
much more cognisant of communities’ wishes for 
what they want their communities to look like. 

I am very supportive of this worthwhile petition. I 
agree that we should, as Fulton MacGregor 
suggested, seek the Scottish Government’s views. 
I know that it is already doing work on the subject. 
That will certainly be about town planning, so we 
should write to town planners to ask what the rules 
are when we are building what are, to me, 
concrete jungles. Where are the local community 
assets within them? What consideration is given to 
the people who already live in the area? I support 
Fulton MacGregor’s suggestions. 

Maurice Corry: I certainly agree with all that 
has been said. Funnily enough, I have looked at 
the Gartcosh example. Among the points that I 
raised were the number of amenities that are not 
there but should be, and the fact that the housing 
is rather condensed. Similar developments have 
happened in my area in East Dunbartonshire, over 
towards Bishopbriggs. 

From my experience as a councillor, I know how 
important it is that local development plans are 
clearly cognisant of the views of the local 
community. Local planning partnership 
consultations are very important because they are 
how you get the local input and all the local 
nuances. 

I would be very much in favour of getting the 
Convention of Scottish Local Authorities on board 
and communicating with it about the policies. We 
could also write to North Lanarkshire Council for 
its views, if we continue the petition, with which I 
have a lot of sympathy and empathy. It is a classic 
example of balance and healthy living. We need 
only look at Glasgow, way back when the high-rise 
blocks were built. What has happened? A lot have 
been demolished. Why? It is because we had to 
create our communities again. That is so 
important, so let us learn the history lessons. 

Isobel Kelly’s petition talks about preventing 

“coalescence of communities with a mechanism for small 
communities to halt development if masterplanning is not 
creating a sustainable community.” 

My point is that the LDP needs to be built on solid 
ground that reflects the demands of the 
community, although we still need to house 
people. 

The Deputy Convener: We will write to the 
Scottish Government, and we will write to COSLA 
to ask about local development plans. We will also 
write to North Lanarkshire Council, the Royal 
Town Planning Institute Scotland, the Built 
Environment Forum Scotland and Scotland’s 
Towns Partnership. 

I thank Fulton MacGregor for coming and 
providing us with some very useful background. 

Satellite Tags on Raptors (Monitoring) 
(PE1750) 

10:30 

The Deputy Convener: The next petition is 
PE1750, on the independent monitoring of satellite 
tags fitted to raptors, lodged by Alex Hogg on 
behalf of the Scottish Gamekeepers Association. 
The petition calls on the Scottish Government to 
introduce independent monitoring of satellite tags 
fitted to raptor species, to assist the police and 
courts in potential wildlife crime cases and to 
provide data transparency. 

Satellite transmitters, or tags, are used to 
monitor the movements of many birds of prey in 
Scotland, with much of that work being carried out 
in the voluntary sector. The Scottish Government 
has published a “Collection of Evidence Protocol 
for Incidents of Raptor Crime”, which provides 
guidance for people involved in the satellite 
tracking of raptors, including in what 
circumstances to contact the police, what 
information to provide, and in what circumstances 
incidents should be publicised. 

The petitioner argues that there are issues with 
a lack of transparency around how satellite tag 
data is collected and shared and that the variability 
in technology and practices results in challenges 
when people seek to use the data as evidence of 
wildlife crime. The petitioner is advocating for 
satellite tags to be monitored by the Government 
or a Government-approved body that could 
provide the police with instant data access and 
independent resources to interpret the data. 

Do members have any comments or 
suggestions for action? 

Brian Whittle: This is not the first time that a 
petition on this subject has come to the committee. 
We had one on the protection of raptors. What it 
comes down to is that any crime committed 
against raptors tends to happen in very rural 
settings and it is, therefore, difficult to gather 
evidence, whether what happened was the result 
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of shooting or poisoning or whatever. The petition 
is worth while, obviously, but my worry is that it 
comes down to exactly the same issue that we 
saw in the last petition, which is how we police 
such crime. 

In this instance, we should write to quite a 
number of stakeholders to ask for their views. For 
example, there is RSPB Scotland, Raptor 
Persecution UK, Police Scotland, the British 
Association for Shooting and Conservation, 
Scottish Land & Estates, Scottish Natural 
Heritage, and the Scottish Raptor Study Group. 
There are loads of them. We can write to them 
and see what they say, but my concern is how we 
implement justice in this situation. 

Alex Rowley: Is it the Environment, Climate 
Change and Land Reform Committee’s brief to 
look at wildlife crime? That is where the wildlife 
crime reports go. I wonder whether that 
committee— 

Brian Whittle: That is where we sent the last 
petition. 

Alex Rowley: What did they do with it? 

Brian Whittle: We gathered evidence and 
passed it on to that committee.  

I do not want to pre-empt a decision, but we 
should gather evidence in this committee and then 
refer it on to the ECCLR Committee, which is 
doing a more in-depth study of the area. We 
should certainly pursue the issue just now. 

Maurice Corry: I know the previous petition 
well, because we discussed it when I first joined 
this committee. We should ask SPICe to 
summarise the two previous petitions, PE1705 
and PE1615, and where they got to in the ECCLR 
Committee, as well as, obviously, the outcomes of 
the petitions. That needs to be addressed and 
then we can put the information together with what 
we get from writing to the other stakeholders, as 
Brian Whittle says. We should gather that 
information. 

Alex Rowley: I saw recently that a golden eagle 
went missing in Scotland.  

Maurice Corry: Its name was Fred. 

Alex Rowley: The level of wildlife crime really is 
an issue. We perhaps do not have the answer, but 
the petition suggests something specific to do. Are 
you saying that this has already happened, Brian? 

Brian Whittle: The evidence that we took about 
two or three weeks ago about countryside rangers 
and cutting down on the number of rangers we 
have out there all has an impact on this petition. 
There are a lot of interconnecting issues, which is 
why I think that we should write to Scottish Natural 
Heritage and the Scottish Gamekeepers 
Association and so on to gather information. They 

will come back and say, “We need more people to 
police it”, at a time when we are cutting back. 

The Deputy Convener: I am minded, given that 
the matter came up very recently and was referred 
to the ECCLR Committee, to just refer this petition 
on as well. 

David Torrance: I agree. If we have already 
worked on the issue, and if another committee is 
working on it, why the duplication? Just pass it on 
and let them get on with it. 

Maurice Corry: I am happy with that. I agree 
that there is no point in reinventing the wheel. 

The Deputy Convener: The ECCLR Committee 
is the best place for the petition to go if they are 
already working on the issue. They were working 
on it as recently as March 2019. Do members 
agree to that? 

Members indicated agreement. 

No-wild-camping Zones (PE1751) 

The Deputy Convener: I declare an interest in 
PE1751 because it has been lodged by a member 
of my staff team. I will not participate in the 
discussion; I will leave it to other members. 

The next petition is PE1751, on creating no-
wild-camping zones in Scotland, lodged by 
Kirsteen Currie. The petition calls on the Scottish 
Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to 
legislate to enable local authorities to create no-
wild-camping zones in Scotland. 

Our briefing paper explains that wild camping 
involves pitching a portable shelter for one or two 
nights on unenclosed land, not using a formal, 
managed campsite. The briefing paper also states 
that, with the development of tourist routes such 
as the north coast 500, as well as increasingly 
cheap tents and camping equipment, the 
prevalence of irresponsible camping appears to be 
increasing. 

Section 12 of the Land Reform (Scotland) Act 
2003 provides powers for local authorities to make 
byelaws providing for the preservation of public 
order and safety, the prevention of damage, the 
prevention of nuisance or danger and the 
conservation or enhancement of natural or cultural 
heritage. 

National park authorities also have similar 
powers to make byelaws under schedule 2 to the 
National Parks (Scotland) Act 2000. 

Does any member have comments or 
suggestions for action? 

Brian Whittle: This is an interesting petition. On 
the face of it, the idea that people can just pitch up 
anywhere they like might be something that we 
would want to look at. It clashes, though, with the 


