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Fiona MacIver - CE

Subject: FW: Barra old coop site

From:  ]  
Sent: 21 August 2020 12:19 
To: Derek MacKay < > 
Subject: Fwd: Barra old coop site 
 
WARNING: THIS EMAIL CAME FROM OUTSIDE THE COMHAIRLE; PLEASE TREAT 
HYPERLINKS OR ATTACHMENTS WITH CAUTION. CONTACT THE IT HELPDESK IF IN 
ANY DOUBT.  

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From:  < > 
Date: Thu, Aug 20, 2020 at 11:44 AM 
Subject: Barra old coop site 
To: communityassettransfer@cne-siar.gov.uk <communityassettransfer@cne-siar.gov.uk> 
 

I find myself frustrated at once again having to register my opposition to this ATR. The issues raised in the 
latest appeal have largely been addressed  previously by the local community.  Rather than labour through 
these, I will make  some observations to reiterate  my  opposition.  

  

The building was first erected by the Coop as they had made it quite clear that if they could not build, they 
would withdraw from the island. At the time, there was no obvious alternative site that suited their  business 
needs. This was, of course, prior to the development by the council  of the land opposite Castlebay school 
which has proved to be a great success.  There is absolutely no doubt in my mind that were any developer to 
submit such a plan today, it would be rejected outright. The council have been awarded SG money to the 
tune of £80k to permanently remove this eyesore and reinstate the site. I would suggest that anyone opposed 
to this move does not have the longer term interests of the island at heart. 

  

Some of the claims made by Buth Bharraidh are bordering on the ridiculous. To state quite clearly that 
turnover since 2019 amounts to £750k is patently absurd and merits no further comment. I find it 
condescending in the extreme that BB claims to be  providing goods/services not available elsewhere on 
Barra. This includes things long since  widely available on the island such as internet access, laundry 
facilities, wholesome and healthy sources of food etc. 

  

Given that BB seems to be ‘a stickler for the rules,’ I note that their own Articles of Association state, 
amongst others: ..minimum no. of directors 5; min no for quorum 3. A quick look at Companies House 
shows that since Dec 2019 they have operated with only 4 directors. The fact that I only recognised one of 
the four is not relevant. I did, however recognise the many who have resigned over the years. 
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I trust that the council will support the majority of local opinion and reject this appeal. 

  

Yours faithfully 

  

  

  

  

  

  

Sent from Mail for Windows 10 

  


