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CONSULTATION QUESTIONS 
 
Question 1: Do the 2011-2016 strategic priorities remain robust and relevant 
for the period 2016-2021? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 2: Do these ‘enabling principles’ set the right context or should 
additional principles be adopted? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 3: Are the high level outcomes sufficiently clear, if not, what changes 
would you propose?   
 

Comments 

 
Question 4: Are the three broad themes identified an appropriate way of 
structuring our work?  If not, what alternatives should be considered? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 5: How can the SG maximise the benefits of on-going investment in 
the MRPs to build and benefit from connectivity with the wider science base? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 6: What are your views of the performance and operation of the CoEs 
to date, are there any additional areas that would benefit from such support? 
 
I should first point out that I receive funding as part of the CoE for Animal 
Disease Outbreaks (known as EPIC). 
That said, the creation of EPIC was, in my view, an imaginative and far-
sighted response to a proven challenge to policy makers: how to provide an 
evidence-based, real-time response to animal health emergencies such as 
BSE or foot-and-mouth disease. The key realisation is that much of the 
work needed can be done between emergencies, including developing 
state-of-the-art tools for analysis and modelling, supporting a critical mass 
of scientists able to use these tools to best effect during an emergency, 
ensuring that data flows are in place such that these tools could be used in 
real time, and developing the links with policy makers so that effective 
working relationships are already established. EPIC delivers all of these. 
From my own experience, it is a model that is admired greatly elsewhere in 
the UK and Europe more widely and may well be copied by other countries 
in the not-too-distant future. EPIC currently provides Scotland with a high 
level of preparedness, but this needs to be sustained. The threat from exotic 
animal diseases remains as high as ever, and may well be exacerbated by 
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factors such as climate change. 
With regard to other areas that might benefit from such support, there is an 
obvious case to set up something similar for human disease outbreaks, 
though that is outside the remit of Rural affairs.   

 
Question 7: Do you agree with the SG’s proposal to end support for SPs and to 
explore alternative mechanisms to strengthen engagement between its 
investment in research and the business sectors it aims to support? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 8: Do you have any proposals for how the research portfolio can 
better link to the business community to deliver the desired outcome? 
 

Comments 

 
 
 
 
Question 9: Is the purpose and value of underpinning capacity sufficiently 
clear, if not how can it be improved? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 10: Do you have any views regarding the performance and use of the 
Contract Research Fund including how it could be improved? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 11: Could the overall delivery model be further simplified in a way 
which still enables SG to meet its strategic priorities for the portfolio, if so 
how? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 12: Do you have specific suggestions as to how the RESAS research 
strategy can contribute to the delivery of the objectives of the CAMERAS 
partnership? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 13: Do you have any suggestions for developing the partnership with 
other research funders? 
 

Comments 
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Question 14: Do you have any particular suggestions as to how greater 
engagement with the HEI sector might be achieved? 
    

Comments 

 
Question 15:  Are the research outputs from the RESAS portfolio of research 
readily accessible or can this be further improved, if so how? 
 

Comments 

 
Question 16:  Is the current performance management approach fit for purpose 
or can it be improved, if so how? 
 

Comments 

 
 
 
 
 


