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Scottish Parliament 

Wednesday 13 January 2016 

[The Deputy Presiding Officer opened the 
meeting at 14:00] 

Portfolio Question Time 

Health, Wellbeing and Sport 

Golf (Young People) 

1. Liz Smith (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con): 
To ask the Scottish Government what progress it 
has made in encouraging young people to try golf. 
(S4O-05234) 

The Minister for Sport, Health Improvement 
and Mental Health (Jamie Hepburn): Clubgolf is 
Scotland's junior golf development programme 
and is one of the legacies of the Ryder cup. It 
introduces children to golf and supports the early 
development of young golfers through structured 
coaching. 

Over 390,000 children have been introduced to 
golf through clubgolf, with the support of the active 
schools network and primary schools across the 
country. The programme is delivered in primary 
schools to children at the age of nine and provides 
a four-to-six-week taster sessions block in which 
young people are provided with the basic skills 
that are needed to play golf. Upon completion of 
the programme, all are encouraged to the clubs or 
facilities that have been involved to continue their 
golfing experience. 

Liz Smith: As the minister knows, the former 
First Minister made a great commitment to the 
sport and there have been considerable 
developments at primary school level. What plans 
does the Scottish Government have to ensure that 
those develop into secondary education and 
beyond? 

Jamie Hepburn: I have been very impressed by 
the efforts of Scottish Golf, which is the new 
governing body from the merger of the Scottish 
Golf Union and the Scottish Ladies Golfing 
Association. They have developed their get into 
golf programme, which is an evolution of the 
clubgolf programme that seeks to involve a wider 
range of people and to get whole families involved. 
I would be very happy to continue those 
discussions and, if there is more that we can do to 
support that type of effort, I would be very happy 
to consider it. 

E-cigarettes (Availability on Prescription) 

2. Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) 
(Con): To ask the Scottish Government whether 
e-cigarettes are now available on prescription from 
the national health service. (S4O-05235) 

The Minister for Public Health (Maureen 
Watt): The regulation and licensing of medicines 
is a matter for the United Kingdom Government 
and the Medicines and Healthcare products 
Regulatory Agency. I am aware that the MHRA 
has recently issued its first general sales licence to 
a product that it considers to be a true e-cigarette. 
That means that smokers will be able to purchase 
the product as a licensed smoking cessation aid 
when the manufacturer makes it available. I 
understand that, at this time, the manufacturer has 
not yet released the product to market.  

There are no plans for the product to be 
routinely available on prescription. In line with 
other forms of nicotine replacement therapy, which 
have similar licences, decisions about prescribing 
would be a matter for individual NHS boards. I 
would expect any decisions to be based on the full 
range of evidence on the clinical risks, benefits 
and cost of this product compared to existing 
smoking cessation aids. We would be happy to 
work with health boards on the matter, once the 
manufacturer makes more information about the 
product available. 

Murdo Fraser: It is a complex area, but we are, 
nevertheless, aware that there are clear health 
benefits to smokers from moving away from 
tobacco towards e-cigarettes, so we should be 
doing what we can to encourage them along that 
path. 

Will the minister take on board the fact that this 
is an area that needs more clarity? There have 
been press reports suggesting that prescribing of 
e-cigarettes will become available. There are 
constituents who are interested in that as an 
option and there are cost implications for the NHS 
budget, should prescribing become widespread 
practice. I suggest that the Scottish Government 
take more of a lead and be clear exactly what its 
policy on the matter is. 

Maureen Watt: We know that many people now 
are using e-cigarettes as an aid to stop using 
nicotine. We believe that it is better if people use 
them in conjunction with existing smoking-
cessation products.  

On the committee that I chair we discuss the 
subject regularly. E-cigarettes are still a very new 
product and new information about them is coming 
forward virtually weekly. I assure Murdo Fraser 
that we are on the case. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Elaine Smith): 
Question 3 in the name of Johann Lamont has not 
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been lodged and an explanation has been 
provided. 

NHS Lanarkshire (Medical Staffing) 

4. Margaret McCulloch (Central Scotland) 
(Lab): To ask the Scottish Government what 
medical staffing challenges it has identified in NHS 
Lanarkshire. (S4O-05237) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Health, Wellbeing 
and Sport (Shona Robison): We work closely 
with all NHS boards to enable them to provide 
safe, effective and high-quality care for Scotland’s 
people at all times. That remains our absolute 
priority. 

Under this Government, staffing levels in NHS 
Lanarkshire have increased by 13.3 per cent, 
which is more than 1,200 whole-time equivalent 
staff. There have also been significant increases in 
the number of medical consultants—a 63.2 per 
cent increase in all specialties, including 
emergency medicine, since September 2006. 
Over the same period, consultant vacancies in 
Lanarkshire have fallen by 4 per cent as a 
percentage of establishment. 

NHS Lanarkshire continues to fill vacancies 
successfully in a number of specialties, it has 
approved further investment to recruit additional 
medical consultants and it is proactively recruiting 
to available vacancies. 

Margaret McCulloch: Last year NHS 
Lanarkshire graded the medical staffing position in 
a number of departments as “high risk”. It reported 
concerns about on-going recruitment difficulties, 
about overreliance on locums and about the future 
of the board’s approved training status. Can the 
cabinet secretary advise me which services 
continue to be high risk? Can she give me an 
absolute guarantee that the Scottish Government 
will secure the future of approved training status 
for the health board, which is of utmost importance 
to the viability of local services, to medical 
recruitment and to the career development of 
junior doctors? 

Shona Robison: We are, of course, aware that 
certain services in NHS Lanarkshire are currently 
under enhanced monitoring by the General 
Medical Council. That monitoring primarily relates 
to concerns that were raised by trainees about 
poor clinical supervision. It is for the board, 
working with its medical workforce and NHS 
Education for Scotland, to identify solutions. 

We have been assured that NHS Lanarkshire is 
making good progress on its improvement plans. I 
have close oversight of that, and I am happy to 
keep Margaret McCulloch updated about the 
situation. I hope that that reply has given her some 
reassurance. 

NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde (Meetings) 

5. Paul Martin (Glasgow Provan) (Lab): To 
ask the Scottish Government when it will next 
meet NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde. (S4O-
05238) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Health, Wellbeing 
and Sport (Shona Robison): Ministers and 
Scottish Government officials regularly meet 
representatives of all health boards, including NHS 
Greater Glasgow and Clyde. 

Paul Martin: I have had sight of a financial 
planning document that was provided and, I 
understand, prepared by NHS Greater Glasgow 
and Clyde. I understand that the document 
proposes the possible closure of Lightburn 
hospital. The minister will be aware of the 
background to the situation concerning Lightburn 
hospital, and of the commitment from the now First 
Minister that the hospital has a future. Will the 
cabinet secretary confirm today that there are no 
plans to close Lightburn hospital? 

Shona Robison: I have certainly had nothing 
submitted to me from NHS Greater Glasgow and 
Clyde about the future of Lightburn hospital. If the 
board has any plans to change the hospital, they 
will have to go through the procedures that we 
expect to apply. If the change were to be classified 
as a major change, it would come to me. 

As I said, however, I have not had sight of 
anything from NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde 
asking for it to be able to proceed with any 
changes to Lightburn hospital. 

As regards the budget for NHS Greater 
Glasgow and Clyde, Paul Martin will be aware 
that, within a very tight financial settlement, health 
boards received a fair settlement—albeit that it is 
challenging, of course. Within that, £250 million 
has been allocated to social care, which is 
something that Paul Martin called for and 
supported—and, I hope, still supports. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I have three 
similar questions on NHS Greater Glasgow and 
Clyde. If other members wish to ask 
supplementaries, I will take them at question 8. 

NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde (Meetings) 

6. Drew Smith (Glasgow) (Lab): To ask the 
Scottish Government when it last met NHS 
Greater Glasgow and Clyde. (S4O-05239) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Health, Wellbeing 
and Sport (Shona Robison): Ministers and 
Scottish Government officials regularly meet 
representatives of all boards, including NHS 
Greater Glasgow and Clyde. 

Drew Smith: I am sure that when the cabinet 
secretary next meets the board she will discuss 
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the poor performance of Glasgow royal infirmary 
against her accident and emergency waiting time 
target—specifically, the fact that the most recent 
figures have revealed that one in five patients 
there is waiting for more than four hours. 

I offer the cabinet secretary the opportunity to 
apologise to patients who have been waiting for 
eight hours at the so-called immediate 
assessment unit at the Queen Elizabeth university 
hospital. Is she aware of calls from the staff there 
for that service to be dismantled and restructured? 
What has she done to resolve the situation, which 
led last Wednesday to a frail elderly patient being 
left in a corridor on a trolley without a pillow for 
eight hours? 

Shona Robison: I would, of course, be 
interested in looking at and investigating any 
individual issues of concern. When such issues 
come to me, I always ensure that the board 
investigates them and that a response is given. If 
Drew Smith has any specific patient concerns, he 
should raise them with me and I will respond. 

This week and next week are two of the most 
challenging weeks in the year for our A and E 
departments; it has always been so. If we look at 
performance across Scotland, the figures that 
were produced yesterday show that although the 
performance is challenging, it is considerably 
better than it was last year. 

We want the boards to recover and I expect 
them, including NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde, 
to recover more rapidly than was the case last 
year. I am always keen to see progress being 
made, but I hope that Drew Smith and other 
members recognise the hard work that has been 
done and the progress that has been made in 
Glasgow and elsewhere. 

Drew Smith specifically raised the assessment 
unit; he will be aware that a lot of support has 
gone into that unit. Capacity has been increased 
through the establishment of the new ambulatory 
care area, which is capable of seeing 20 to 30 
patients a day. The board has also created 
additional bed capacity across sites, with winter 
contingency plans meaning that there are an 
additional 104 beds across the region. 

Although I absolutely do not think that an 
appropriate level of care was provided to the 
individual patient whom Drew Smith mentioned, 
and although we want improvements to be made, I 
hope that he acknowledges that progress has 
been made since last winter, because I think that 
the staff deserve such recognition. 

Advanced Radiotherapy (Access) 

7. Nanette Milne (North East Scotland) (Con): 
To ask the Scottish Government what assessment 

it has made of access to advanced radiotherapy. 
(S4O-05240) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Health, Wellbeing 
and Sport (Shona Robison): The radiotherapy 
sub-group of the national cancer clinical services 
group is carrying out an exercise to establish the 
range and types of radiotherapy treatments that 
are currently available in each of Scotland’s five 
cancer centres. 

Nanette Milne: I indicate that I am a co-
convener of the cross-party group on cancer. 

The cabinet secretary will be aware that the 
cross-party group and Cancer Research UK wish 
to highlight the benefits of radiotherapy, which 
experts suggest is involved in four in 10 cancer 
cures. Many experts further advise that access to 
the most advanced treatments in Scotland is 
extremely variable, but there is no public data 
available to support what many know. If such data 
was in the public domain, all who are involved in 
addressing the issue could give it the focus that it 
deserves. 

Will the cabinet secretary confirm that she will 
use her influence to ensure that that data is made 
available and that access to advanced 
radiotherapy is treated as a priority by the Scottish 
Government and across the national health 
service? 

Shona Robison: The member raises an 
important point. Successful and accurate data is 
an essential component in enabling us to shape 
radiotherapy services to meet the needs of the 
population. 

Earlier this year, officials conducted an exercise 
to investigate what clinical data is available to 
support advanced radiotherapy service planning. It 
was found that the existing clinical data was 
incomplete and was therefore not of the required 
quality, so the radiotherapy sub-group of the 
national cancer clinical services group is carrying 
out further information gathering to establish a 
more robust platform for the planning and 
sustainable delivery of advanced types of 
radiotherapy. That information will inform the 
forthcoming cancer plan, which will be a very 
important publication in setting the future direction 
of travel for the next 10 years. 

I hope that the member understands the 
reasons for that. I will be happy to keep in contact 
with her as we take these matters forward. 

NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde (Meetings) 

8. Jackson Carlaw (West Scotland) (Con): To 
ask the Scottish Government when it last met NHS 
Greater Glasgow and Clyde and what issues were 
discussed. (S4O-05241) 
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The Cabinet Secretary for Health, Wellbeing 
and Sport (Shona Robison): Ministers and 
Scottish Government officials regularly meet 
representatives of all health boards, including NHS 
Greater Glasgow and Clyde. 

Jackson Carlaw: In her response of 18 June 
last year to the Scottish Government’s inquiry into 
the Vale of Leven hospital tragedy, the cabinet 
secretary undertook to establish a website on 
which regular updates would be posted on the 
implementation of all 75 recommendations. She 
also undertook to give a report to the Health and 
Sport Committee at the end of November and to 
report back to Parliament in November. 

My inquiries suggest that no such report has 
been received by the Health and Sport Committee 
and there has been no report back to Parliament. 
More urgently, having checked the website, there 
is absolutely nothing to update us on any progress 
on any of the 75 recommendations, some seven 
months after the cabinet secretary undertook to do 
so. 

Can the cabinet secretary explain why that is? 
Can she remedy it? Can she explain to Parliament 
why the follow-through on an inquiry that arose 
from the deaths of so many people has fallen 
short? 

Shona Robison: First, I reassure the member 
that I certainly have been ensuring that boards, as 
they were expected to, have taken forward their 
plans to implement the 75 recommendations. As a 
matter of urgency, I will absolutely look at the 
issues that he raises about the website not being 
kept up to date. It should be. 

I am aware that there has been continual 
communication with the patient groups and I will 
ensure that that has continued. It is my 
understanding that it has. That has been a really 
important relationship that has been built with 
those patients and the families of those affected. 

As regards the end of November report, I will 
check on that; if it has not happened, I will 
certainly rectify that as a matter of urgency as 
soon as question time is finished. 

Neil Bibby (West Scotland) (Lab): The cabinet 
secretary will be aware that last week 237 
individual patients waited more than four hours for 
treatment at the accident and emergency 
department of the Royal Alexandra hospital in 
Paisley. Last February, the cabinet secretary sent 
in a crisis team and promised to fix the problem, 
but yet again only 81 per cent of patients are being 
seen within the waiting time target. That is not 
progress. Everybody knows that there are not 
enough beds or staff at the RAH. 

When will the cabinet secretary provide a long-
term solution and the investment needed to fix the 
problems at the RAH in Paisley? 

Shona Robison: I think that the member does 
the staff at the RAH a great disservice. If we look 
at the progress that has been made at the RAH 
over the past few months—[Interruption.]  

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Order. 

Shona Robison: —since the figures that the 
member highlighted, there has been huge 
improvement in the performance of the RAH. 

As I said earlier, this week and next week are 
the two most challenging weeks of the year in the 
winter period. However, I would have thought that 
the member would recognise—not for my sake but 
for the sake of the staff, who have put in so much 
effort to improve things at the RAH and at all our 
other A and E departments—the substantial 
progress that has been made. There has been a 
huge improvement within the figures over the past 
few months compared with last year. [Interruption.]  

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Order. 

Shona Robison: I think that the staff deserve a 
little bit more recognition of that and a little bit less 
criticism. [Interruption.]  

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Order, Mr 
Bibby. 

Shona Robison: I think that that would go down 
a lot better with the staff at the RAH. 

Patricia Ferguson (Glasgow Maryhill and 
Springburn) (Lab): When the cabinet secretary 
next meets NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde, I 
wonder whether she could raise the issue of 
podiatry. I have a number of elderly constituents 
who have been refused simple toenail cutting. One 
such constituent is in his 90s and cannot bend to 
attend to his nails. Another suffers from vertigo. 
When I asked the board to consider that case as a 
special case, I was told quite simplistically that 
vertigo does not affect foot health. Clearly it may 
well do if it means that the sufferer cannot bend to 
attend to his nails. 

Will the cabinet secretary look at the guidelines 
for podiatry for older people and reform them so 
that constituents such as mine can get the kind of 
help and attention that will allow them to remain in 
their own homes, cut down on the number of falls 
and give them a better quality of life? 

Shona Robison: If the member wants to furnish 
me with more details on a particular case, I will 
certainly look into that individual case. However, 
more generally, she will be aware that the Scottish 
Government personal foot care guidelines were 
published back in September 2013 and described 
toenail cutting as personal foot care rather than 
podiatry care. The reason for that was to ensure 
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that the podiatry service is focusing on those who 
have the greatest need. 

No one at risk of developing serious foot 
problems would be discharged from the podiatry 
service. Health boards would emphasise that 
people who develop more serious foot problems 
are able to access a podiatry service for 
assessment and treatment. Basically, the podiatry 
service has been required to focus its attention on 
those people who need the service most—people 
with conditions that have a very serious implication 
for foot care. Those are the guidelines and they 
have been in place since September 2013. 
However, as I said in my opening remarks, if the 
member wants to write to me about the specific 
case, I will certainly look into it to ensure that the 
guidelines are being appropriately applied. 

Dr Richard Simpson (Mid Scotland and Fife) 
(Lab): It is time that the cabinet secretary stopped 
accusing the Opposition of not being supportive to 
staff. On behalf of my party and, I am sure, the 
other Opposition parties— 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I need a 
question, Dr Simpson. 

Dr Simpson: —I say that we have repeatedly 
said that the staff are doing a fantastic job. 

I want to draw attention to today’s Evening 
Times, and ask a question about that. The 
headline refers to “Rush Hour gridlock causing 
travel misery” near the new hospital. This is about 
staff as well as patients. Staff members are 
reporting that they are taking up to two hours to 
get out of the area at night, and that they are often 
being fined by their nursery schools for failing to 
pick up their children on time. If the cabinet 
secretary is so concerned about staff, would she 
please do something about that? 

At the same time, the ambulance drivers—who 
are, as we now know from our freedom of 
information inquiry, experiencing waiting and turn-
around times at the Queen Elizabeth hospital of up 
to 30 minutes, which is 50 per cent longer than at 
any other hospital in Scotland—are reporting 
substantial delays at rush hour in getting patients 
to and from the hospital. The A and E waiting 
times do not reflect those additional issues— 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: A question 
please, Dr Simpson. 

Dr Simpson: Will the cabinet secretary deal 
with the traffic problem rapidly? 

Shona Robison: On the subject of A and E 
waiting times, I am happy to defend staff and to fix 
and rectify any issues where performance is not 
as it should be. 

Let us take the Christmas week in 2015. There 
was a 96 per cent performance rate across our A 

and E departments in Scotland—the best 
performance for five years—but we have not 
heard a single word of praise from the Opposition. 
There has not been one word of praise for staff 
who delivered a very good performance— 

Dr Simpson: I just said that. That is what I just 
said. Rubbish! 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Order, Dr 
Simpson, please. 

Shona Robison: Yet, as soon as there is 
another opportunity to have a go at the staff in our 
A and E departments, it is taken by the 
Opposition. 

Dr Simpson: Have a go at the staff? It is the 
staff who are complaining. 

Shona Robison: All that I and the staff are 
asking for is a bit of balance, and a bit of praise 
when performance is delivered. [Interruption.] 

If members do not take my word for it, they 
should go and speak to staff about how they 
perceive the attacks on the A and E department. It 
is not an attack on me but an attack on them. 

Drew Smith (Glasgow) (Lab): It is the staff who 
are complaining. 

Shona Robison: Richard Simpson raised 
issues with ambulance turn-around times. I have 
been very clear with the Scottish Ambulance 
Service that ambulance turn-around times, 
particularly at the Queen Elizabeth hospital, have 
not been good enough. It has assured me that that 
has not impacted on clinical safety and that it is 
actively working with Ambulance Service 
colleagues to address the issue. 

We allocated £400,000 last year to the Scottish 
Ambulance Service to ensure that it was better 
prepared for winter. In addition, we announced an 
£11.4 million increase in funding next year—which 
I hope Richard Simpson will welcome—that will 
result in the recruitment of around 300 extra 
paramedics over the next five years to help to 
improve the situation. 

Yes, the turn-around time at the Queen 
Elizabeth hospital needs to improve. The Scottish 
Ambulance Service has assured me that that will 
happen, which I hope Richard Simpson will 
welcome. 

Patricia Ferguson (Glasgow Maryhill and 
Springburn) (Lab): On a point of order, Presiding 
Officer. Can you advise what remedy is open to 
members of the Parliament who are wrongly 
accused by the Cabinet Secretary for Health, 
Wellbeing and Sport of denigrating NHS staff? 
[Interruption.] 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Order, please. 
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Patricia Ferguson: I do not think that I have 
ever heard a member in any party denigrating, or 
in any way criticising, NHS staff members. We all 
understand and appreciate the job that they do. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Thank you— 

Patricia Ferguson: Having undergone surgery 
in the past two weeks, I can tell members that 
from personal experience. Members of the 
Opposition are trying to raise issues that members 
of staff themselves are bringing to our attention. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Thank you very 
much, Ms Ferguson— 

Patricia Ferguson: What remedy is open to 
members in the chamber when they are wrongly 
accused in that way by the cabinet secretary? 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Ms Ferguson—
[Interruption.] Order, please. Order. 

Ms Ferguson, as you well know, that is not a 
point of order. However, you have made your 
point. I am not responsible for what the cabinet 
secretary says in her answers, nor am I 
responsible for the questions that members ask. 

Dr Simpson: Treat others with respect. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I ask members 
to be more succinct, or we will not get any further 
with this question session. 

Rob Gibson (Caithness, Sutherland and 
Ross) (SNP): On a point of order, Presiding 
Officer. 

Dr Simpson: On a point of order, Presiding 
Officer. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: There is a point 
of order from Dr Richard Simpson— 

Dr Simpson: Is it not your— 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Dr Simpson, 
could you wait until I finish speaking, and then 
your microphone will be switched on? 

Dr Simpson: I am sorry. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: There is a point 
of order from Dr Simpson. 

Dr Simpson: Thank you. 

Is it not your duty, Presiding Officer, to ensure 
that members treat one another with respect in the 
Parliament? When a member accuses other 
members of denigrating staff in the health service, 
when they have never done so—never in 13 years 
in this Parliament have I ever denigrated staff, yet 
the cabinet secretary has accused me of doing 
so—that is not treating others with respect. It your 
duty, Presiding Officer—your duty. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Thank you, Dr 
Simpson. I think that all members are aware that 

we should treat everyone in the chamber with 
respect but, as I said, I am not responsible for the 
content of the cabinet secretary’s answers. 

Do I have a point of order at the other side of 
the chamber? There is a point of order from Rob 
Gibson. 

Rob Gibson: On a point of order, Presiding 
Officer. In the light of those points of order being 
taken during question time, can you add on time 
for those of us who actually have questions that 
we wish answered? [Interruption.] 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Order, please. 

No—I am afraid that when question time 
finishes is fixed today, for very specific reasons. 

Football Clubs (Supporter Involvement) 

9. Alison Johnstone (Lothian) (Green): To 
ask the Scottish Government how it considers 
supporter involvement in football clubs, including 
ownership, can make a positive contribution to 
society. (S4O-05242) 

The Minister for Sport, Health Improvement 
and Mental Health (Jamie Hepburn): The 
Scottish Government recognises the pivotal role 
that football clubs play in communities the length 
and breadth of Scotland. That includes their 
economic impact as well as the many wider 
community activities that the clubs are engaged in. 
On the back of legislation that was unanimously 
agreed by the Parliament as part of the 
Community Empowerment (Scotland) Act 2015, 
we have been consulting on a range of options to 
enhance supporter involvement and we will work 
with the football authorities and, of course, 
supporters to take forward proposals to do that. I 
urge anyone who has not yet participated in the 
consultation to do so before it closes on 15 
January. 

Alison Johnstone (Lothian) (Green): Does the 
minister agree with anti-sectarianism campaigners 
such as Dave Scott of Nil by Mouth that greater 
fan control and ownership provide an exciting 
opportunity for the silent majority of fans who are 
appalled by sectarianism to find their voice in 
clubs and ensure a welcoming and tolerant 
atmosphere in our game? If the majority of people 
who respond to the Government’s consultation 
support a fans’ right to buy, when will the 
Government deliver it? 

Jamie Hepburn: I certainly concur that we want 
as positive an atmosphere as possible in football 
grounds the length and breadth of Scotland and I 
agree that football supporter involvement can 
contribute significantly towards that end. When I 
set out the Government’s intended way forward at 
the time of the debate on the Community 
Empowerment (Scotland) Bill, I think that I was 
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clear that I have no preconceptions on the type of 
mechanism that will be taken forward, but my clear 
commitment is to consider the responses that we 
garner to the consultation as quickly as possible 
and then to engage with the football authorities 
and football supporters soon thereafter to 
determine a way forward. 

Highland Sports (Participation) 

10. Dave Thompson (Skye, Lochaber and 
Badenoch) (SNP): To ask the Scottish 
Government how it supports and promotes 
participation in Highland sports, including shinty 
and Highland games heavy events. (S4O-05243) 

The Minister for Sport, Health Improvement 
and Mental Health (Jamie Hepburn): The 
Scottish Government is committed to protecting 
the Highland games as a tradition enjoyed by 
many communities across Scotland. Our national 
agency for sport, sportscotland, shares that 
commitment and recognises the Scottish Highland 
Games Association as the governing body of 
traditional Highland games in Scotland. We are 
also providing the Camanachd Association with 
funding of up to £546,000 between 2015 and 2019 
to support and develop shinty. 

Dave Thompson: The minister will be well 
aware that I attend many Highland games in the 
summer in my constituency. There has been a 
marked increase in the number of foreign heavies 
and a reduction in the number of Scottish heavies 
participating in the games. I fear that, if we do not 
up our game and provide even more support and 
encouragement for young people to get involved in 
heavy events, in five or 10 years, there will not be 
any Scottish heavies competing in Highland 
games. 

Jamie Hepburn: One of the advantages that Mr 
Thompson has over me is that there will be many 
more opportunities to attend Highland games in 
his constituency than there are in mine. I certainly 
concur that it is important that we do what we can 
to support the development of the heavy events 
that are part of the various Highland games across 
the country. Working in partnership with local 
authorities and others, sportscotland’s active 
schools programme provides a range of 
extracurricular opportunities for children and 
young people to get active and to stay active 
across a wide range of sports and physical 
activities. 

Heavy events such as hammer throwing and 
shot put are categorised under athletics in the 
active schools programme. Although I cannot 
provide a breakdown for specific activities within 
athletics, I know that sessions for athletics took 
place at schools in all 32 local authorities during 
the 2014-15 academic year. The Government 
always stands ready to consider any proposals 

that are made in good faith as to how we can 
further support involvement in physical activity and 
sport across the country. 

Smoking (Young People) 

11. Stewart Maxwell (West Scotland) (SNP): 
To ask the Scottish Government what action it is 
taking to reduce the prevalence of smoking among 
young people. (S4O-05244) 

The Minister for Public Health (Maureen 
Watt): Trends in Scotland continue to show that 
smoking among young people is at the lowest 
levels of prevalence since current surveys began 
in 1982. However, we must continue to take firm 
action to support young people to choose not to 
smoke if we are to achieve our vision of a smoke-
free Scotland by 2034.  

Current activity includes continued sales and 
promotion restrictions, such as our display ban 
and standardised packaging; robust enforcement 
of the legislation; and education activity, such as 
our pilot of the ASSIST—a stopping smoking in 
school trial—peer education programme. 

Stewart Maxwell: The minister will be aware of 
the tobacco-free schools initiative, which was 
launched last year by NHS Greater Glasgow and 
Clyde, in conjunction with ASH Scotland, and aims 
to ensure that nobody is exposed to tobacco on 
school grounds. After writing to a number of 
councils in my region, I was disappointed to learn 
that many of them are unaware of the initiative. 
Given that two thirds of smokers start smoking 
before the age of 18, what steps can the minister 
take to support the roll-out of tobacco-free schools 
across Scotland? 

Maureen Watt: I thank Stewart Maxwell for his 
continued interest and support in this area. 

Our strategy calls for national health service 
boards and local authorities to establish smoke-
free outdoor areas. It is for local authorities to 
decide how to do that in partnership with their 
populations. I know that some areas have already 
taken action to create smoke-free campuses in 
schools, colleges and universities, such as the 
tobacco-free schools initiative, which, as Stewart 
Maxwell said, was developed by NHS Greater 
Glasgow and Clyde with ASH Scotland. I fully 
support that work and encourage all local 
authorities to consider how to follow it. 

The ASSIST peer-led schools-based 
programme, which we are piloting in the Tayside, 
Lothian and Greater Glasgow and Clyde health 
board areas, is due to conclude in 2017, after 
which it will be evaluated. We hope that it will help 
with the roll-out to other areas. 
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The Deputy Presiding Officer: Question 12 
has not been lodged by Gil Paterson, but an 
explanation has been provided. 

Deep-end General Practitioner Practices 
(National Health Service Board Control) 

13. Jenny Marra (North East Scotland) (Lab): 
To ask the Scottish Government how many so-
called deep-end GP practices have been taken 
into NHS board control. (S4O-05246) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Health, Wellbeing 
and Sport (Shona Robison): Currently no deep-
end GP practices have been taken into NHS board 
control. We are aware, however, that one deep-
end practice in Dundee is due to come under 
board control in March 2016. 

Jenny Marra: Plans are progressing to take the 
Lochee GP practice under the control not of the 
health board but the integration joint board. It is 
the first time that that has happened to a practice 
in an area of high deprivation, and it is the first GP 
practice in the country to come under the auspices 
of an integration joint board. Who ultimately is 
legally responsible for delivery of that primary care 
service—NHS Tayside or Dundee City Council? 

Shona Robison: NHS Tayside is responsible. 
Although services come together through 
integration, the employment status of each 
respective group of staff remains the same and 
their employer remains either the local authority or 
the health board. In this case, I understand that 
NHS Tayside will be the employer of three GPs at 
the practice. The other staff at the practice will be 
transferred into the employment of the health 
board. 

What is important is that there is an opportunity 
through the Dundee community health partnership 
working in an integrated fashion to take on 
responsibility for the operational management of 
the practice, look at the possibility of a 
multidisciplinary workforce, and stabilise that 
practice. It will be able to look to the future and, I 
hope, develop new services for the people of 
Lochee, which everyone would welcome. 

Mental Health Spending 

14. Dennis Robertson (Aberdeenshire West) 
(SNP): To ask the Scottish Government what 
plans it has to increase spending on mental 
health. (S4O-05247) 

The Minister for Sport, Health Improvement 
and Mental Health (Jamie Hepburn): Despite the 
UK Government reducing our total budget by 4.3 
per cent in relative terms between 2015-16 and 
2019-20, the draft budget for 2016-17 confirmed 
that the £397 million resource consequentials for 
health would be passed on in full, bringing the total 

budget for the health, wellbeing and sport portfolio 
to more than £13 billion for the first time. 

Last year, I announced investment of £100 
million to improve mental health services over the 
next five years. The draft budget for the coming 
financial year provides an additional £50 million, 
resulting in a total package of £150 million. 

On Tuesday, the First Minister announced that 
£54.1million—more than one-third of that 
package—will be invested during the next four 
years to improve access to services for people of 
all ages, including children and adolescents. 

Dennis Robertson: I thank the minister for that 
comprehensive answer and I welcome the 
increase in spending. Can the minister confirm 
whether any national strategy or guidance is being 
considered to aid the transition of people from 
child and adolescent mental health services to 
adult services? 

Jamie Hepburn: I recognise that it is essential 
for patients to maintain contact with mental health 
services when they move between services such 
as adolescent and adult services. Health boards 
have in place arrangements to ensure the 
minimisation of disruption to care and to avoid loss 
of contact.  

We are engaged in the early stages of the new 
mental health strategy. I welcome all suggestions 
about what could be part of that, and I will certainly 
make sure that Mr Robertson’s point is included in 
our considerations. If he, or any other member, 
wants to contribute to that process, they are 
welcome to do so. 

Stratheden Hospital (Intensive Psychiatric 
Care Unit) 

15. Roderick Campbell (North East Fife) 
(SNP): To ask the Scottish Government what 
progress is being made on the construction of the 
new intensive psychiatric care unit at Stratheden 
hospital. (S4O-05248) 

The Minister for Sport, Health Improvement 
and Mental Health (Jamie Hepburn): 
Construction of the £4.5 million new intensive 
psychiatric care unit on the Stratheden hospital 
site is progressing well and is currently expected 
to be completed within budget by 25 April 2016. 

Roderick Campbell: I thank the minister for his 
answer and his comprehensive answer to Dennis 
Robertson’s question. 

I recognise that, when it opens, the new IPC unit 
will help to provide essential care to those who 
need it most. Can the minister add any further 
information about facilities, particularly for children 
and young people in Fife, that will be available as 
a result of the increase that was promised in the 
budget? 
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Jamie Hepburn: We have already made 
significant commitments for children and young 
people’s mental health services. We have the child 
and adolescent mental health services HEAT—
health improvement, efficiency and governance, 
access and treatment—standard to improve 
access to treatment for children and adolescents. 
Indeed, in the latest published figures, 27 per cent 
more people were seen by CAMHS than in the 
comparable period for 2014. 

I recognise that more needs to be done. 
Yesterday’s announcement of £54.1 million 
investment from our total funding package of £150 
million on mental health services over five years 
will improve access to psychological therapies for 
all ages, including child and adolescent mental 
health services. That will obviously include people 
in the NHS Fife area. 

National Health Service Consultations (In-
patient Participation) 

16. Cameron Buchanan (Lothian) (Con): To 
ask the Scottish Government whether it has 
considered how it could make it easier for in-
patients to participate in NHS consultations. (S4O-
05249) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Health, Wellbeing 
and Sport (Shona Robison): Listening and 
learning from patients is vital to improving 
healthcare quality and has always been a priority 
for this Government. Our Patient Rights (Scotland) 
Act 2011 gives all patients the right to participate 
and is set out in our patient charter. We want to 
build on that and continue to make it easier for the 
voices of patients to be heard. 

To that end, recent developments include: 
patient opinion, the independent website through 
which people can share their experiences directly; 
and the our voice programme, which will 
strengthen participation systems and practice. We 
are also in the middle of the national conversation, 
which I launched in August and through which we 
have already engaged with more than 10,000 
people on the future of our health and social care 
services and what really matters to them. 

Cameron Buchanan: I thank the cabinet 
secretary for her answer. Consultations can 
sometimes feel like a way to kick an issue into the 
long grass. What help has the Scottish 
Government offered to NHS boards to make 
consultations quicker without compromising their 
response rate? 

Shona Robison: The member has raised a fair 
point. Extensive guidance has been given to 
health boards and the involvement of the Scottish 
health council should help boards to make sure 
that, when they consult on services in their area, 
they do so in a way that is of quality and is 

genuinely participative. If we can make further 
changes to improve that, I am certainly happy to 
hear proposals through the national conversation 
or from the member if he wants to write to me 
directly. 
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Oath 

14:39 

The Presiding Officer (Tricia Marwick): The 
next item of business is the taking of the oath by 
our new member. I invite Lesley Brennan to take 
the oath. 

The following member took the oath: 

Lesley Brennan (North East Scotland) (Lab) 

Social and Economic Success 

The Presiding Officer (Tricia Marwick): The 
next item of business is a debate on motion S4M-
15290, in the name of Alex Rowley, on achieving 
social and economic success for all of Scotland. I 
will allow members a few moments to assume 
their seats. 

14:42 

Alex Rowley (Cowdenbeath) (Lab): As the first 
member to speak after Lesley Brennan being 
sworn in, I welcome her to the chamber. Up to 
now, I was the newest member in the chamber, 
but it is now Lesley. I congratulate her. [Applause.] 

I hope that, in the weeks and months ahead, in 
the lead-up to the Scottish general election in May, 
we can have a big debate in Scotland about the 
most pressing challenges and issues that we face 
moving forward. 

My motion today is on “Social and Economic 
Success for all of Scotland”. My desire and 
ambition throughout my life has been to live in a 
society in which we no longer have the haves and 
the have-nots but in which everyone, no matter 
what family or circumstances they are born into, 
has an equal chance of achieving their full 
potential. It would be a society in which, if people 
were unable to work and provide for themselves, 
there would be a social security system to support 
them with a minimum income. It would be a 
society in which, if someone was able to work, 
they would work and would earn a fair pay and be 
treated with dignity and respect in the workplace. I 
do not think that that is an awful lot to ask for; yet, 
in Scotland in 2016, we are far removed from that 
kind of society and, despite what the Tories will 
say today, the situation is getting worse. 

That is why we need a more open and honest 
debate about the state that we are in. What needs 
to be done to bring about a more fair, just and 
equal Scotland? I have no objections to the 
amendment that Alex Neil has lodged on behalf of 
the Government. Indeed, I remain proud that it 
was Labour in Fife that brought about the free bus 
pass for pensioners—the first time that it had been 
introduced anywhere in the United Kingdom. It 
was then another Fifer, a Labour Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who rolled out that policy across the 
UK. It was also Labour in Fife that first brought 
about free nursery education for three and four-
year-olds, which is another massive tool for 
tackling poverty and inequality, as the Scottish 
Government now clearly recognises. 

Although I do not disagree with the measures 
that are outlined by the Government, some of 
which were brought about by the Scottish National 
Party and some by the Labour Party, I have to say 
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that they will not on their own create the fairer 
society that we all want. Indeed, despite the 
measures being in place, matters are getting 
worse for many families, particularly those who are 
on lower fixed incomes. There is a legitimate 
debate to be had about how we target resources 
to reach those who are in the greatest need. 

The Government’s own poverty tsar has flagged 
up issues around universalism. I hope that we are 
able to debate such matters in a more open, 
honest and transparent way. For now, let me give 
members the example of the Cottage Family 
Centre in Kirkcaldy. Five years ago, the cottage 
provided Christmas parcels for 100 children. In 
2014 that figure was 500, and this Christmas it 
had risen to 780. Therefore, this year nearly eight 
times as many children needed help at Christmas 
than was the case five years ago. In contrast to 
five years ago, when the need was for extras and 
toys for the kids that families could not afford, this 
year the urgent need was for the basics—the food 
that families could not afford to put on their table at 
Christmas. 

The Tories suggest in their amendment 

“that levels of poverty are at historic lows”, 

but that is simply not the case. While I am on the 
subject of the Tories, yesterday’s proposal by the 
Prime Minister that families should be encouraged 
to save money in a bid to tackle poverty shows 
just how out of touch those people are with real 
life. 

Nanette Milne (North East Scotland) (Con): 
As I will say in my speech, the Scottish 
Government’s poverty and income publications 
state that poverty levels are at a historic low. 

Alex Rowley: The member need only look 
around Scotland, at the increase in the food banks 
and at the Cottage Family Centre, for example, to 
see that poverty is not at a historic low—far from it. 

As the Trussell Trust said recently: 

“The UK Government is trying to find ways of eating into 
the national debt, while many people are just trying to find 
ways to eat.” 

Last night, I was at a food bank in Cowdenbeath 
that is run by the Dunfermline Trussell Trust. I met 
the volunteers and thanked them for the work that 
they do to help others. I heard first-hand examples 
of how emergency food parcels are being 
accessed and by who. In 2016, it cannot be right—
it is not right—that we have men, women and 
children who are reliant on charity to feed 
themselves. 

For the first time in more than half a century, we 
have absolute poverty in communities up and 
down this country. Absolute poverty means that 
people are unable to access the very basic needs 

that are required to live. I suggest that food is a 
very basic need. 

We must use the benefits system to help and to 
support people, not to drive them to desperation. 
People cannot be starved back to work; rather, 
they must be supported. Over the past three 
years, in the Dunfermline area, where there are 
food banks in Cowdenbeath, Crosshill, 
Inverkeithing and Rosyth in my constituency, more 
than 10,000 people have been supported with 
emergency food parcels. According to the Trussell 
Trust, the most common reasons for people 
having to turn to emergency food parcels are 
benefit sanctions and welfare reform. We need a 
social security system that is based on respect for 
those who it aims to help and which treats people 
with dignity, with a focus on increasing people’s 
opportunities and choices. 

I am always reminded that, throughout the 
history of the labour movement, the Jarrow 
marchers, the upper Clyde sit-ins, the miners’ 
strikes of the 1980s, people marched not for 
benefits but for jobs. Today, our ambition must be 
to use all the powers that are at our disposal in 
this Parliament to support people to get the skills 
and the opportunities to get jobs. 

Let us all agree today that full employment must 
be our goal, because the key issue is jobs: good 
jobs; jobs for young people; jobs for the long-term 
unemployed; quality jobs; jobs that will last; and 
jobs that we can build our future around. That is 
why we need to set out a strategy for the jobs, 
education, training and industrial investment that 
we need and for the hope in the future that we 
urgently need to make for a better Scotland in 
which having a decent paid job is the norm for all 
Scotland and all its people. 

The second point from the visit to the food bank 
last night is that people in work are also accessing 
food banks. Some 60 per cent of Scottish children 
in poverty have a parent in work. Therefore, let us 
agree that we will work towards achieving the 
living wage across all Scotland in the next five 
years. Labour is committed to funding the living 
wage across the care sector. We are committed to 
using the procurement process to expand the 
living wage to all public sector contracts, and we 
will work with employers and trade unions to make 
that happen. Action to put an end to poverty pay 
once and for all in Scotland is needed. 

We should take that action further. Scotland’s 
jobs strategy must be driven by a partnership of 
Government, employers and trade unions working 
alongside one another to grow a dynamic 
economy. We need an industrial strategy for 
Scotland and the conditions and support to be put 
in place for new business start-ups and to support 
and grow existing businesses. All of that must be 
the backbone of the Scottish economy. 
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Our policy priority has to be to develop a 
dynamic approach to growing Scotland’s 
economy. Most of all, we need a Scotland of high 
skills and good education in which no one is left 
behind. 

It is widely acknowledged that we have a 
housing crisis in this country, but we are not 
building houses for rent or to buy in the numbers 
that are needed. To compound that, if we were 
building the houses that we need to build, we 
would find ourselves with a skills shortage in the 
construction sector. We would find a shortage of 
brickies, plasterers, sparkies and plumbers. We 
need a national house-building strategy for 
Scotland and new council houses for rent sitting 
alongside a drive for new build to buy. 

Mark McDonald (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP): 
The member says that we need more houses than 
those that are planned. Given that the Scottish 
Government said that it would deliver 30,000 
affordable homes and exceeded that target, and 
that it has set a target of 50,000 for the next 
session, what target does Mr Rowley believe 
needs to be set? What figure would he put on 
what needs to be delivered and what would 
Labour pledge to deliver? If we are going to 
debate that, it would be worth knowing where 
Labour’s plans are on that. 

Alex Rowley: I wrote to the Minister for Housing 
and Welfare, who is in the chamber, back in 
December and welcomed the First Minister’s 
announcement at that point that the Scottish 
National Party was committing to 50,000 houses. I 
thought that that was 50,000 social rented houses, 
but it was 50,000 affordable houses. The minister 
has written back to me in the past week and 
confirmed the 50,000 figure; she also confirmed 
that 35,000 of those houses will be for social rent. 
I welcome that. That is not enough, but it is 
certainly a step in the right direction. 

I have a nice photo from back in 2011 of Alex 
Neil and John Swinney standing with their 
commitment to 30,000 houses for social rent. 
Once the SNP was back in power, it changed that 
to affordable houses. Progress is to be made, but I 
absolutely want to be committed to building 
consensus in the chamber, whether it is on 35,000 
or 45,000 houses for council housing or housing 
associations, and to building them so that we do 
not just make a promise now and revert to not 
doing that after the election, because we have a 
shortage of housing right across the country. 

As I said, we need a national house-building 
strategy for Scotland and new council houses for 
rent sitting alongside a drive for new build to buy. 
That will not happen by itself; political leadership 
and drive nationally are needed alongside 
strategies, planning, a strategic approach and 
leadership at a regional level across Scotland. 

Mike MacKenzie (Highlands and Islands) 
(SNP): Does the member accept that this 
Government was the first to show the political 
leadership necessary to end right to buy, which 
the previous Administration failed to do? Does he 
welcome that political leadership? 

Alex Rowley: As the member knows, the 
problem with right to buy was that there was no 
replacement of the houses that were sold. That is 
why we have the crisis, and why the Labour Party 
voted with the member’s party to end right to buy. 
A national house-building strategy needs to be 
developed and put in place now, with a skill 
strategy sitting alongside it to give young people in 
this country the apprenticeships and skills that will 
set them up for the rest of their lives and tackle our 
housing crisis. 

Let us be clear in this chamber—we have a 
housing crisis. We can and should address it now, 
because the gap between housing need and 
supply is bad for people, but it is also bad for our 
economy. It drives up prices and inflates rents in 
the private sector. Earlier this year, there were 
150,000 households on local authority housing 
waiting lists. More than 10,000 households are in 
temporary accommodation. Every 18 minutes, a 
household in Scotland is assessed as homeless—
that is 81 a day. There are 940,000 households in 
fuel poverty. 

Bruce Crawford (Stirling) (SNP): Will the 
member take an intervention? 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Elaine Smith): 
The member is in his last minute. 

Alex Rowley: Homeless children in temporary 
accommodation missed, on average, 55 school 
days, which is equivalent to a quarter of the school 
year. We can see that poor housing has a knock-
on effect and must be addressed. 

I do not believe that any of this is rocket 
science. It just needs political leadership, political 
will, determination and drive. Let us move beyond 
the rhetoric of a fairer, more just, Scotland and 
agree what needs to be done to achieve that. 

I move, 

That the Parliament believes that current levels of 
poverty and inequality are of great concern and commits to 
using the full powers at its disposal to achieve the social 
and economic success that all of Scotland needs. 

14:56 

The Cabinet Secretary for Social Justice, 
Communities and Pensioners’ Rights (Alex 
Neil): I welcome the new member before she 
leaves the chamber. We look forward to debating 
with her in the next 10 weeks or so. 
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There was very little that I disagree with in Alex 
Rowley’s speech. Like him, I came into politics 
driven not by a need to be a minister or to be 
driven about in a Government car but by the need 
to create and maintain full employment in our 
society. 

I came into politics in 1966—I know that that is 
hard to believe; I was just out of nappies then—
when Harold Wilson was the Prime Minister. In 
those days, we had full employment. The level of 
poverty was genuinely at a historic low in absolute 
and relative terms. 

However, ever since the July measures of 
1966—for the past 50 years—the position has 
been going downhill. It started with Harold Wilson 
and went on with him again and with Jim 
Callaghan, Ted Heath and all the rest of it. 

The fundamental point of principle that Alex 
Rowley put forward is absolutely right. The best 
and only way to solve the problems of poverty and 
inequality is through full employment, not just in 
the sense that everybody who is fit and able to 
work has a job but in the sense that they have a 
good, well-paid job. We share that ambition with 
Alex Rowley. 

That is why so much of the Government’s 
emphasis, since the day we were elected in 2007, 
has been on putting economic growth and 
sustainability at the top of the agenda. It is 
noticeable in the gross domestic product figures 
that were announced this morning that against the 
odds—with the difficulties in the oil industry and 
the austerity policies that we face coming from 
London—we can still grow the Scottish economy. 
The reason why we can still grow it is that we have 
deliberately targeted a massive increase in capital 
investment in Scotland, so that we can create and 
maintain the good jobs that we have. 

Let us take housing, for example. The fact of life 
is that, in comparison with the first eight years of 
the Parliament, our housing record in the past nine 
years has been outstanding. We are building 
about 5,000 council houses, compared with the six 
that were built in the last year of the previous 
Administration. If we look at the total number of 
houses completed, we see that we have exceeded 
the 30,000 figure, and we will build at least 
another 50,000 over the next five years. 

Housing is important not just because of the 
need for it, which we totally agree has to be a top 
priority for this Parliament and for the next 
Government as well as this Government, but 
because, as we know, good, decent housing is a 
prerequisite for reducing and eliminating poverty, 
and it is essential for achieving educational 
attainment and improving the nation’s health. 
Housing ticks every box in terms of being good 
policy, which is why we have set aside more than 

£3 billion over the next five years to build at least 
50,000 new affordable houses. 

Willie Rennie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (LD): I 
take the minister back to the GDP figures. I was a 
bit surprised that he claimed them as a success 
story, because Scotland is lagging behind the rest 
of the United Kingdom in the figures annually and 
for the current period. Would he like to reflect on 
his claim that that is a great success? 

Alex Neil: I said that the GDP figures were a 
success given the state of the oil industry, the 
impact of the austerity measures that were 
implemented by the Government that Willie 
Rennie supported and, more recently, the budget 
that Osborne introduced last year. To be frank, if 
we had not been implementing our economic 
policy and spending the money that we are 
spending on capital programmes, including 
spending through the Scottish Futures Trust, the 
GDP figures would have shown no growth at all. 

If the member cares to look at the analysis of 
the GDP figures, he will see that while there was 
some growth most recently, the real growth sector 
was construction. 

Willie Rennie: Will the minister give way? 

Alex Neil: No. 

That construction growth is coming from our 
investment in a new bridge over the Forth, in the 
central Scotland motorway network, in 30,000 new 
houses and in the railways. All that growth is 
because of our investment in construction and the 
jobs that are brought with it. That contributes not 
only to a much higher level of employment and 
growth than would otherwise be the case but to 
keeping poverty and inequality at a lower level 
than they otherwise would be at. Alex Rowley is 
right that the best way to get people out of poverty 
is to give them a good, well-paid job, which is what 
our capital programme is doing. 

Willie Rennie: Will the minister give way? 

Alex Neil: I am sorry, but no. 

We are taking specific measures within our 
limited powers at the moment over social security 
and other types of benefit, and we are looking to 
the future. In relation to what Alex Rowley’s motion 
says, we will use the powers that we have at any 
one time to the maximum to reduce poverty and 
inequality in Scotland. 

Reducing poverty and inequality in our society is 
in this Government’s DNA. However, it is rather 
ridiculous that we are having to spend well over 
£100 million a year on mitigating the impact of 
policies such as the bedroom tax that we have 
voted against in Scotland. We have to fork out 
money to mitigate the impact of the imposition 
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from south of the border of regressive policies on 
benefits. 

Hugh Henry (Renfrewshire South) (Lab): The 
cabinet secretary indicated that he would support 
using full powers and that it was in his and his 
party’s DNA to act accordingly. Will that include 
tax increases? 

Alex Neil: As John Swinney has outlined, we 
have used the major taxes that we have control 
over, such as the new land and buildings 
transaction tax, to raise the upper level, reduce the 
lower level and make the system much fairer than 
it was under Gordon Brown or Alistair Darling and 
fairer than it is under George Osborne—and that is 
just a start. 

The member will know that, under the powers 
that we have at present over income tax, we 
cannot increase the upper rate without 
simultaneously increasing the lower rate by the 
same amount. That changes in 2017 and, as John 
Swinney has made absolutely clear, we will use 
every opportunity that we get to make the tax 
system fairer so that those who earn the most pay 
proportionately the most. 

We will do that irrespective of what tax we are 
talking about, because we believe in a fairer 
society. We believe that people at the bottom end 
need a better deal. We believe that we should use 
the tax system and the benefits system as well as 
public spending and the social wage as tools to 
make our society fairer. That is why we have been 
out since last summer consulting people across 
Scotland on our document “Creating a Fairer 
Scotland: What Matters to You?”, and we will 
publish the results of that fairly soon. Creating a 
fairer Scotland is a top priority for the Government. 

The problem that we have and the limitation on 
our ability to achieve our aim is that we lack the 
powers that really matter—those over the great 
swathe of tax policy that we do not control and 
over the great swathe of social security benefits 
that we will not control even under the provisions 
in the Scotland Bill. If we had control over all those 
things—over all taxation, spending and social 
security in Scotland—we could, even without 
independence, do much more than we are able to 
do or will be able to do with the limited powers that 
are afforded to us. That is the whole point. 

On the tone of the debate, I think that Alex 
Rowley basically agrees with me and I agree with 
him about full employment, tackling poverty and 
deprivation and creating a fairer Scotland. The 
faultline between him and me is that I believe that 
this Parliament should have all the powers to 
make the big differences and create the society 
that I believe he really does believe in. 

With the very limited powers that we will have, 
we can go so far, but we will not be able to go 

further until we have all the powers, because as 
long as there is a Tory Government or a Liberal 
and Tory Government in London, we can bet our 
bottom dollar that we will continue to get policies 
that make society less fair, reduce employment 
opportunities, treat the regions and countries 
outside the south-east as low priorities for 
investment and, to be frank, mean that we will 
continue not to get our fair share of the national 
wealth that is created by the United Kingdom. That 
is really the fundamental and probably the only 
major faultline between me and Alex Rowley. I 
believe that we have to get those powers. The 
Labour Party believes that we should be satisfied 
with the limitations of what we have and with what 
we are getting. 

I joined the SNP 30-odd years ago because I 
believe in all the things that Alex Rowley talked 
about. When I was growing up in politics, we had 
all those things. We have gone back the way in 
the past 40 or 50 years under successive UK 
Administrations. I joined because I recognised that 
getting control over those areas of policy is a 
fundamental prerequisite for delivering the society 
that we in the SNP and, I believe, most Labour 
members want to see. That is why we are happy 
to support Alex Rowley’s motion along with our 
amendment. I am delighted that Mr Rowley and 
the Labour Party will be voting for our amendment 
and, for once, the Labour Party and the SNP will 
vote the same way at decision time at 5 pm. 

We should never lose sight of the guilty men 
and women in London who are doing so much 
damage not just to poor people north of the border 
but to poor people throughout the United Kingdom, 
and we should never forget what the treacherous 
Liberals did by putting the Tories back into power 
and supporting all the right-wing policies that our 
people are now suffering from. That is a result of 
what the Liberals did in making David Cameron 
Prime Minister in 2010. 

We will march on with implementing our policies 
for fairness, full employment, a fairer society and a 
better Scotland, and we will use and are using all 
the powers that are at our disposal to make that 
happen. 

I move amendment S4M-15290.4, to insert at 
end: 

“, and, in doing so, agrees that universal benefits such as 
free prescriptions, free tuition, concessionary fares for older 
and disabled people, free personal care and free school 
meals are all essential to tackling poverty and inequality 
effectively, as is the reversal of the damaging cuts to social 
security benefits and tax credits being imposed by the UK 
Government on Scotland’s most vulnerable citizens against 
the stated wishes of the Scottish people”. 
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15:10 

Nanette Milne (North East Scotland) (Con): I 
welcome the new Labour member to the 
Parliament and wish her well. 

We have been presented with a motion about 
poverty and the Parliament’s powers to promote 
Scotland’s social and economic success. I think 
that there is more commonality between members 
than Mr Rowley suggested that there is. The 
motion is broad and eminently reasonable, to the 
point that parts of it appear to be general 
statements of common sense. 

Let me be clear. Any level of impoverishment in 
this country should always be of the utmost 
concern to members of the Parliament. The state 
has always had a special duty to focus on 
improving conditions for our worst-off citizens. I 
take that duty seriously. Our amendment seeks 
not to undermine the Labour Party’s motion but to 
clarify it and balance it against the improvements 
that are being driven forward. 

As I said when I intervened earlier, the Scottish 
Government’s poverty and income publications 
show that poverty levels are at a historic low. 
However, we must strive further. We are certainly 
not yet where we want to be; too many people in 
our country are socially excluded, feel the blight of 
long-term unemployment and see little opportunity 
for improving their lives. Some are trapped by 
cycles of ill health, by addiction, by debt or by a 
lack of skills. For many people, the issues are 
generational, and such long-standing problems will 
not be fixed overnight or in one parliamentary 
session. 

As members know, my main involvement in the 
Parliament has been with health, and I am a 
member of the Health and Sport Committee. The 
committee carried out an interesting piece of work 
on health inequalities, which was followed by a 
debate in which other relevant subject committee 
conveners were asked to give their thoughts on 
what their committees could do to reduce wider 
inequalities, which would have a corresponding 
impact on health and wellbeing. 

The traditional downstream response of the 
health service, in treating established disease or 
seeking to change behaviours that are known to 
give rise to ill health, such as smoking and alcohol 
and drug misuse, has not led to less inequality. 
Indeed, many public health lifestyle campaigns 
have widened health inequalities. 

The Health and Sport Committee’s inquiry 
concluded that, if progress is to be made, 
significant effort will be needed across a raft of 
policy areas, and different agencies will need to 
collaborate and work together more effectively. 
The early years are particularly important, and 
health service initiatives such as the early years 

collaborative and family nurse partnerships are 
helping to make a difference. The announcement 
by Alex Neil, when he was health secretary, of 500 
extra health visitors was important and was 
welcomed by Scottish Conservatives, because we 
think that universal provision of general practice-
attached health visitors for children up to the age 
of seven could have a significant impact in 
reducing health inequalities. 

Of course we must use the full powers that the 
Parliament possesses to address our social and 
health problems while working in partnership with 
other parts of government, whether at community, 
local authority, European or UK level. I do not 
think that anyone would disagree with that view. 
What matters is how we use the powers and what 
the impact will be. For too long, policy makers 
have applied sticking plasters to poverty, while for 
the people who are the most difficult to help, 
poverty has become ever-more ingrained. 

One of the Parliament’s core functions should 
be to consider and tackle the root causes of 
poverty. Conservative members have often 
spoken about work being the best and most 
sustainable route out of poverty. The SNP and 
Labour have said exactly the same thing during 
the debate. However, we are not blind to the 
thousands of people who work but still do not find 
the security that they deserve. That is why Britain 
needs a pay rise. We welcome the national living 
wage premium, which will give an unprecedented 
wage rise to the lowest-paid workers from this 
year through to 2020. 

Kevin Stewart (Aberdeen Central) (SNP): Will 
Dr Milne give way? 

Nanette Milne: I have only six minutes, so I will 
not give way to Mr Stewart. 

I recognise the impact of changes to the income 
tax personal allowance, which will take hundreds 
of thousands of the lowest earners in Scotland out 
of paying income tax altogether. 

We recognise the achievements of our schools 
and the dedication of our teachers, but there is 
little doubt that our education system has 
historically failed some of the worst-off people in 
our society. We therefore welcomed the 
investment in the Scottish Government’s 
attainment fund, but we must ensure that the 
money is spent effectively and has measurable 
outcomes. It should be effectively targeted and 
combined with the earliest possible interventions. 

My Conservative colleagues have given 
examples of our successful reforms in England, 
such as the pupil premium and increased 
autonomy for schools and headteachers. Schools 
must not be expected to provide only an excellent 
general education; they must also provide the 
skills and the support that pupils will need for their 
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future lives. I agree with Mr Rowley that we need 
those skills. 

The substantial range of new powers that are to 
come to the Parliament will be transformative and 
will give the Scottish Government a genuine 
responsibility to raise the money that it spends. 
That is why I am pleased that the Labour Party’s 
motion makes an explicit link between social and 
economic success because, regardless of the 
Parliament’s best intentions, it is our economy—
the trade and hard work of individuals—that 
provides us with jobs, stability and improved living 
conditions. 

It is also the hard work of our people and their 
success that supply us with the money that we 
spend here. That is why we should seek to create 
a Scotland that is an attractive place in which to 
live, do business and invest. That means that we 
cannot simply ramp up taxation to fund public 
services to some indefinite degree. There is a 
balance to be struck that recognises that Scotland 
must remain competitive not only within the UK but 
internationally. 

We must examine how powers over measures 
such as the work programme can be best used 
and how devolution can create opportunities to 
work better with some of our other devolved 
services or even to administer services more 
locally to respond better to the diverse economic 
circumstances that we find across Scotland. I pay 
tribute to the Welfare Reform Committee’s serious 
work on that. 

Poverty is linked to a range of poor outcomes 
not only for individuals but for society as a whole. 
It is a blight on the country and it is closely 
connected with crime, ill health, mental illness, 
social exclusion and a lack of skills. It must be 
tackled head on, seriously and in a way that 
reflects reducing poverty as one of our central 
priorities and which realises the often difficult 
choices that that brings. The rewards not only for 
individuals but for society are far too great to be 
overlooked. 

I move amendment S4M-15290.3, to insert after 
“concern”: 

“; welcomes that levels of poverty are at historic lows 
while recognising that more still needs to be done; notes 
that increases in employment and pay are built on the 
success of the UK as the fastest growing major advanced 
economy in the world; acknowledges the positive effect of 
reducing the number of workless households as work is 
often the most sustainable route out of poverty; considers 
that the national living wage premium will have a positive 
effect for people on the lowest wages; invites all voices 
across the Parliament to consider how best to use its 
existing powers as well as the substantial new powers to be 
devolved in the Scotland Bill to create a fairer, more 
prosperous Scotland,”. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: We turn to the 
open debate. Because of the late withdrawal of 

speakers who had intimated that they were going 
to speak, there is a little time in hand and I can 
give members up to seven minutes. 

15:17 

Kevin Stewart (Aberdeen Central) (SNP): I 
welcome the opportunity to debate the issue 
today. I share many of Mr Rowley’s hopes and 
wishes. It is rather frustrating to see that the gap 
between the haves and the have-nots has 
increased over the past number of years and 
continues to increase.  

As somebody who lives in an area of deprivation 
and represents areas where people struggle from 
day to day, the years under the Liberal-Tory 
Government—and we now have a Tory 
Government—have been extremely frustrating, to 
say the least.  

I too want to see people reach their full 
potential. I wish that we had all the levers of power 
to ensure that we could create more jobs and 
sustain existing jobs.  

I cannot stand here today without talking about 
the difficulties in the oil and gas industry in the 
north-east of Scotland and beyond. Really, I would 
have expected the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
come up with a package of measures to ensure 
job security in the industry, so that we retain skills 
and ensure the future of that industry. 
Unfortunately, that has not happened. I believe 
that if the Scottish Government had those powers 
we would be acting somewhat differently from 
George Osborne and Amber Rudd. 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Lab): Will 
the member give way? 

Kevin Stewart: Yes. 

Claudia Beamish: I thank the member. Does 
he agree that it is very important that the Scottish 
Government and the range of agencies, 
universities, colleges and businesses plan for the 
transfer to the low carbon economy that will 
inevitably come and that we are gradually moving 
towards in marine as well as terrestrial energy? 

Kevin Stewart: If the member was as aware as 
some of us in the north-east of Scotland are of the 
activity that goes on there, she would know that 
many companies are doing that already. What we 
cannot afford to happen is for them to have the rug 
pulled from under them before transitions can take 
place. However, we should not forget that the oil 
and gas industry is still extremely important, and 
that there are many more decades of oil and gas 
to come. 

I move on to social security. I grew up in a 
family that believed in the welfare state and that 
there should be a social security safety net. 
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Fortunately, over the piece, my family has not had 
to rely on that social security safety net very 
often—but who knows what is round the corner? 

One of the things that really frustrate me—Dr 
Milne came up with this in her speech—is the idea 
that we have “generational” problems to deal with. 
It is as if they can never be dealt with at all. I ask 
Dr Milne and the Tories whether it is right that we 
deal with such problems by sanctioning folk 
through swingeing benefit cuts, or by paying 
universal credit to the man of the house. Is that the 
way to tackle those problems? I do not think so. 

Nanette Milne: The member may be interested 
to know that I joined the Conservative Party 
because I believe in helping those who cannot 
help themselves. That is why I am a firm believer 
in the national health service, and it is why I think 
that we cannot do these things without a thriving 
economy. We are not miles apart. We would 
stress different nuances, but I firmly believe in that 
principle. 

Kevin Stewart: The phrase  

“helping those who cannot help themselves” 

adds to the woes here. The reality is that, 
sometimes, we just need to do a tiny little thing to 
get folk on their way. That is where the 
Government has been really proactive in ensuring 
that we put in place things to help folk on their 
way. We called that the social wage at the very 
beginning of the minority Government session, 
and I kind of liked that idea. It includes free 
education, free bus passes, free school meals and 
free prescriptions. 

I do not think that Johann Lamont is in the 
chamber but at the weekend, there was some 
repetition of what she said—another suggestion 
that popular policies that help people make 
Scotland a something-for-nothing country. Johann 
Lamont’s somewhat infamous something-for-
nothing attack on those vital universal services 
has haunted Labour since the day she made it. 
She has resurrected that toxic rhetoric just four 
months from the Scottish Parliament elections. 
That is a headache for Mr Rowley and the Labour 
Party. 

One thing that Mr Rowley did not spell out today 
is which policies he will keep and which policies 
the Labour Party will set aside. Does he actually 
believe in that rhetoric of a something-for-nothing 
society, or does he share my belief and that of the 
cabinet secretary that those progressive policies 
ensure that we do much to tackle inequalities? 
That has to be spelled out by the Labour Party 
today and over the next few weeks. 

Jenny Marra (North East Scotland) (Lab): My 
colleague Alex Rowley was very clear when he 

stated the Labour Party’s intention to vote for the 
Government’s amendment. 

I draw Kevin Stewart’s attention to the Scottish 
Government’s poverty tsar, and to her note for the 
First Minister, which came out through a freedom 
of information request. At paragraph 5, she says 
that stakeholders have raised “contentious 
issues”, including “targeting versus universal 
approaches”. How does he feel about the poverty 
tsar’s questions on the issue? 

Kevin Stewart: I believe in universalism, and I 
make no apology for doing so. I also believe in 
progressive taxation but, unfortunately, we do not 
have all the powers to deal with that. 

The fact that Ms Marra intervened at that point 
suggests to me that there is a question mark over 
what Labour is about when it comes to 
universalism. In my grandfather’s day, the Labour 
Party was the party of universalism. Unfortunately, 
that seems to have gone. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Please draw to 
a close, Mr Stewart. 

Kevin Stewart: No matter what Labour does, 
people in Scotland can rest assured that the SNP 
will continue to protect and build on the progress 
that we have made since we came into office. We 
will use every lever at our disposal to continue to 
make Scotland a fairer and more equal country. 

15:25 

Malcolm Chisholm (Edinburgh Northern and 
Leith) (Lab): There is nothing more important in 
politics than action to tackle poverty and 
inequality, and there are two mindsets that we in 
this Parliament should avoid. The first is the idea 
that because we cannot do everything, we cannot 
do anything significant. There have always been 
significant things that we can do in relation to 
health, education, housing, skills and many other 
areas, and there will be even more action that we 
can take with the new tax and social security 
powers. 

The second false mindset is the idea that there 
is some dichotomy between universalism and 
targeting. I believe in what somebody else has 
called progressive universalism. That should be 
our central principle when we approach the whole 
controversy about universalism and targeting. I will 
give two examples of that. The NHS is a classic 
example, because we all believe in the NHS as a 
universal service, but we also need to provide 
extra resources—resources that are over and 
above the average—to those areas that are most 
disadvantaged. The deep-end GP practices are 
the best example of that. More money is needed in 
those areas, because the shocking fact is that the 
most deprived fifth of the population of Scotland 
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have a healthy life expectancy that is more than 
20 years shorter than that of the most prosperous 
fifth of the population. We cannot do everything 
about health inequalities by that method, but we 
should do that, because it would be a significant 
contribution. 

The same principle applies to educational 
inequality, particularly the attainment gap. Kevin 
Stewart said that he wanted Labour to put forward 
concrete policies. Kezia Dugdale has put forward 
specific policies on that issue in the past few days. 
It is clear that education, like health, is a universal 
service but, within that, extra resources should go 
to schools and—crucially—nurseries where, 
according to the free school meals indicator, there 
are a significant number of children from deprived 
backgrounds. 

Mike MacKenzie: I am sure that we would all 
love to devote more resources to many things. 
Can Mr Chisholm say where he intends to get the 
funding to pay for those things and what other 
services he would cut in order to provide them? 

Malcolm Chisholm: I have a section on tax, 
because we need to talk about tax. We have a 
costed proposal on taxing the very highest 
earners, which I was going to refer to later. That 
proposal is about targeting resources at individual 
schools and individual nursery schools to do 
something about the attainment gap; that is what 
is crucial about Labour’s proposal. We need to 
target resources at nurseries, too, because we 
need to get in early. Research for the Scottish 
Government by the University of York and Durham 
University that was published last week said that, 
by the time they started school, 

“Children from the least deprived areas had higher scores 
than those from the most deprived areas by”, 

on average, 

“around 14 months of development”. 

Therefore, we need to get in very early, and that is 
why Labour is saying that money should be 
targeted at nursery schools as well as schools. 
That is an example of progressive universalism in 
action. 

Joan McAlpine (South Scotland) (SNP): I am 
very grateful to Malcolm Chisholm for taking my 
intervention.  

On targeting, Malcolm Chisholm will be aware 
that the Government has identified money for 
vulnerable two-year-olds in relation to early years, 
and I am sure that he supports that. Is he aware 
that Labour-controlled Dumfries and Galloway 
Council did not use its grant for getting vulnerable 
two-year-olds into nursery this year and instead 
put it into general funds? How does that tie in with 
the comments that he has made? 

Malcolm Chisholm: I apologise for not being 
familiar with the budgetary details of Dumfries and 
Galloway Council, but if that is the case, it is 
clearly not acceptable. 

We need to have a more equal society not just 
for the obvious social justice reasons, but because 
it is good for the economy. It is an economic policy 
as well as a social justice policy. That is obvious 
not just in relation to people not realising their 
educational potential; it is also important in terms 
of demand in the economy, people having good 
incomes and so on. 

We have talked about jobs and skills, in relation 
to which the Parliament has important powers. 
That is why I will repeat what Alex Rowley says 
about using our procurement powers to insist on 
the living wage and working towards the living 
wage. We have flagged up the social care sector 
in the first instance. Generally, of course, we 
should use our new social security powers to 
redesign the work programme and so on. 

I want to move on to tax because we need to 
talk about tax. I believe that reform of local 
government taxation will happen in the next 
parliamentary session. Again, Labour has made 
specific pledges on the use of the new tax powers 
in the next parliamentary session. I have referred 
to the very top rate of tax being used for the 
educational initiative, but in general we have said 
that those in the higher tax bands will, relatively 
speaking, be taxed higher than those in England 
because we think that that is a fair contribution for 
better-off people to make towards a more socially 
just society. However, none of those things will 
kick in next year and we have to address and think 
seriously about the situation that is facing local 
government in three months’ time or less. 

In a written submission for yesterday’s meeting 
of the Welfare Reform Committee, Children in 
Scotland said: 

“We have significant misgivings about Local Authorities’ 
ability to continue to provide the vital frontline services that 
the poorest and most vulnerable families depend upon.” 

We are talking about poverty and inequality today. 
Close the Gap flagged up women and children in 
particular as being in that category and talked 
about punishing cuts for vital services. 

I do not think that the SNP has taken in the 
scale of the 5 per cent cut to local government 
funding yet. I had a briefing with the City of 
Edinburgh Council on Monday, and we are looking 
at £80 million-worth of cuts in Edinburgh in April, 
at project closing and at thousands of jobs going 
across Scotland, with even education and social 
work not being protected. I am not going to 
advocate a particular tax policy for that in the 
debate, but I know that every single member of 
this Scottish Parliament has to look at the scale of 



37  13 JANUARY 2016  38 
 

 

those cuts and our revenue-raising powers and at 
least think about the question whether there 
comes a point when we just have to raise more 
revenue in one way or another. We might not do 
that through the council tax, as we have income 
tax powers, but let us at least think about it. That is 
all that I am saying to members today. There will 
come a point when the poorest and most 
disadvantaged in society will be penalised by the 
scale of the local government cuts that are coming 
down the track in three months. 

I regret the loss of some central Government 
funds, such as the fairer Scotland fund, which did 
good work in disadvantaged communities. Such 
funds are now subsumed in local authority funds 
but because of the cuts, they are being dissipated. 

I do not have time to speak about housing 
because my seven minutes is up. All I will say 
about housing is that I applaud the Scottish 
Government’s increased target for housing in the 
next parliamentary session. However, from my 
conversations with social rented housing 
providers, unless something is done about the 
level of the housing association grant, it just will 
not be possible to build whatever the number of 
houses is that has been pledged for the next 
session. I think that Alex Neil gave a figure of 
35,000 houses. 

Alex Neil: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: The member 
has to close. 

Malcolm Chisholm: I have to close. My final 
comment is that, relatively speaking, we have too 
much rhetorical commitment to tackling poverty 
and inequality and not enough practical action. Let 
us make tackling poverty and inequality the 
number 1 objective of the next parliamentary 
session—and I apologise that I will not be here. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I have allowed 
the first two open debate speakers to go a bit over 
seven minutes because of interventions but, from 
now on, I would be grateful if members could keep 
to their seven minutes. 

15:33 

Joan McAlpine (South Scotland) (SNP): I 
welcome the chance to speak in this important 
debate. There is nothing natural or inevitable 
about poverty or inequality. Although the rhetoric 
of austerity seeks to scapegoat individuals and 
apportion blame to the most vulnerable in society, 
I am pleased that in this chamber at least that is 
not the majority mindset. 

The Scottish Government has a strong track 
record on delivering a form of sustainable 
economic growth that safeguards social justice. 

However, today I want to highlight—as others 
have—the role of universalism and how it delivers 
fairness. It is something that I touched on in last 
week’s debate on public services and it merits 
being revisited. 

I realise that there have been a number of 
attacks on universalism. Some of them are 
insidious and come from the right. Others, I 
believe, are perhaps well intentioned at a time of 
very restricted resources as a result of austerity. 
However, they are looking at the wrong solutions. 
We abandon the principle of universalism at our 
peril. 

At its inception the welfare state was designed 
to provide a series of social safety nets for people 
from cradle to grave, in the famous phrase, 
meaning that all citizens have a right to a dignified 
existence free from want. The cradle-to-grave 
concept as imagined in the 1942 Beveridge report, 
which laid the foundation for Labour’s welfare 
state, fostered a sense of citizenship and social 
cohesion that had already been fomented by a 
devastating war. The current UK Government is 
tearing up the Beveridge report before our eyes, 
undermining the fundamental rights of everyone in 
our society and targeting the most vulnerable. 

Universal services such as the NHS, which is 
free to all, are at the heart of the cradle-to-grave 
concept. That is why Nye Bevan resigned from the 
Labour Government when prescription charges 
were introduced, as he recognised that it was an 
abandonment of the principles on which the NHS 
was founded. 

As the social reformer Richard Titmuss 
observed, the abandonment of universalism leads 
to targeted selective services, and services for the 
poor will always be poor services. Studies have 
shown that moving from universalism to selectivity 
increases social and economic inequality and, 
crucially, that the processes and procedures that 
underpin means testing actively separate benefit 
recipients from the rest of society. The result is a 
stigmatisation of benefit claimants, which reduces 
take-up, creates social divisions and turns the 
spotlight on the victims of austerity rather than 
holding to account its politically motivated 
architects. That is not the basis for a fair society. 

Last week I quoted from a 2012 report by the 
Jimmy Reid Foundation, “The Case for 
Universalism: An assessment of the evidence on 
the effectiveness and efficiency of the universal 
welfare state”, and I make no apology for doing so 
again today. The report states: 

“the historical and contemporary evidence strongly 
suggests that the appropriate response to austerity is to 
increase universal provision and so stimulate economic 
activity, equalise damaging wealth disparity and improve 
both government and wider economic efficiency.” 
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That is perhaps one of the reasons why Joseph 
Stiglitz, one of the most respected writers on 
inequality, has noted that inequality is not as great 
in Scotland as in the rest of the UK. He said: 

“Tackling inequality is the foremost challenge that many 
governments face. Scotland’s Economic Strategy leads the 
way in identifying the challenges and provides a strong 
vision for change.” 

Staying on the subject of universalism, we have 
talked about housing quite a lot, so I turn to 
Labour’s big policy that was announced in the new 
year. I do not know how much input Alex Rowley 
had on that policy. I wonder how it can deliver 
fairness for all, given that it hands an additional 
£3,000 to those who can afford to save for a 
house that is worth a quarter of a million pounds. 

As the First Minister suggested last week, the 
policy will not build a single additional home for 
those in need of affordable housing. It is certainly 
not universal. It will inflate house prices, which will 
make matters more difficult for the poorest first-
time buyers. I have a lot of sympathy for first-time 
buyers, but I worry that, at a time of straitened 
resources, the Labour Party is pushing a policy 
that will benefit only a select few. 

Obviously the policy is not universal—it is 
targeted at the better off. In a sense, it is an 
inverse means test, as people have to be able to 
afford to save in order to qualify for it. It is very 
strange that a party whose many members have 
attacked the fully funded council tax freeze has 
come up with a policy of inverse means testing. I 
know that Alex Rowley is a reasonable man, and 
other members on this side of the chamber have 
complimented him and said that they share many 
of his principles. Perhaps he can use his influence 
with the party leader to come up with something a 
little bit more sensible. 

I turn to the council tax freeze. The council tax is 
certainly not perfect. It was introduced by the 
Conservatives in the 1990s after a great deal of 
pressure and a mass movement such as we have 
never seen in this country. It replaced the poll tax 
and was dubbed the son of poll tax, because of 
course it was not a progressive tax. That is why it 
is absolutely right that, at a time of austerity, the 
Scottish Government has frozen the council tax, 
as that has put more money into the pockets of 
working families. 

The Government was also right to set up the 
commission on local tax reform to reach a 
consensus on a fair alternative to the council tax. I 
welcome the commitment from the Labour Party to 
come up with something better. I do not agree that 
more pressure should be put on the poorest 
people by raising the council tax. Of course, the 
Conservatives did not join the commission, 
presumably because they think that the council tax 
is fantastic. In my area, the Conservatives are 

going into the coming election claiming to be the 
party of low taxation. However, this morning we 
learned that Conservative-controlled Moray 
Council is planning to raise the council tax by 18 
per cent. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (John Scott): 
You must come to a close, please. 

Joan McAlpine: The Conservatives claim to be 
the party of low taxation, but I suggest that that 
applies only to the rich and not most other people. 
Certainly, people in Moray will be hammered by a 
Conservative council raising the council tax. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I call Willie 
Rennie. You have up to seven minutes, please, Mr 
Rennie. 

15:41 

Willie Rennie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (LD): 
Absolutely, Presiding Officer. 

Malcolm Chisholm’s parting comment about the 
contrast between rhetorical commitment and 
practical action summed up the debate so far. 
That is the starkest criticism of the SNP 
Administration. From listening to Alex Neil, one 
would think that the minute increase in gross 
domestic product was all the responsibility of his 
Government and that everything bad is the 
responsibility of the UK Administration. We know 
that life is not as simple as that, and Alex Neil 
knows it, too. 

Alex Neil did not mention that, between 2010 
and 2015, 174,000 extra jobs were created in 
Scotland. He did not mention that GDP was up 
and that, on the rate of increase, we were vying 
with the United States of America to be the top in 
the G8 group of countries. He did not mention that 
unemployment was down. That was combined 
with action from the Administration that my party 
was involved in to cut taxes for those on low and 
middle incomes, which took thousands of people 
out of tax altogether. That was helping hard-
working people on low incomes. 

Alex Neil would never describe that 
Administration as progressive but, in fact, it was 
progressive in helping those on low and middle 
incomes. There was also the triple lock on the 
state pension and the increase in that pension, but 
Mr Neil did not mention that, either. I would not be 
so ungenerous as not to give credit to the SNP 
when it gets things right, but giving credit seems to 
elude Alex Neil when he speaks in the chamber. 

Alex Neil’s dismissal of the GDP figures did not 
reflect well on him. He said that the increase of 0.1 
per cent in GDP in Scotland was all his 
responsibility, as a result of the non-profit-
distributing programme. That NPD programme, 
which he trumpeted, could not get the money out 
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the door for the first few years of its operation, so 
he cannot claim it as a great success. The failure 
to make the planned £20 million investment in rail 
in Scotland will not have helped to grow the 
economy either. 

Alex Neil: The point that I was making was that, 
if it had not been for our heavy concentration on 
capital spend through the Scottish Futures Trust 
and by shifting revenue into capital spend, the 
GDP figures would not have shown any growth at 
all. I am not trying to claim credit for every job in 
the country, as other Governments try to do. 
However, I am saying that our intervention made a 
substantial difference. The growth in the 
construction sector was nine times the average 
growth in the manufacturing sector, for example. 
That would not have been possible without the 
level of investment that we have made in the 
construction sector. 

Willie Rennie: I am glad that the cabinet 
secretary is not claiming responsibility for every 
job in the country—that is a contrast from the 
rhetoric that we had in the past. I will give credit for 
some of the programmes that have been invested 
in, because they help to create the new schools 
and hospitals that we desperately need. My point 
was that, although the NPD programme was not 
very successful at investing in its early years, the 
Government was claiming credit for all the job 
growth at that time. Both things cannot be true. 

I like Alex Rowley’s approach to the contrast 
between jobs and welfare. The Jarrow marchers 
did not march for welfare; they marched for jobs. 
That theme is common across the chamber: all 
members who have spoken in the debate said that 
the best route out of poverty is work. That 
unanimity across the chamber must be welcomed. 
For me, the best route into work is through 
education, to which I will return later. It is critical 
that we make that investment, to give everyone an 
opportunity to get up and get on. 

We made welfare changes when we were in 
office at Westminster, and some of them were 
difficult. What I cannot understand is how the 
Conservatives can expect to make £12 billion-
worth of cuts to the welfare budget. I do not know 
where they will find them. They have already 
backed off on tax credits and I will be interested to 
see exactly where the cuts will come from. That 
figure confirms that the Conservatives, 
unrestrained by us, are as callous and harsh as 
they ever were. The sanctions regime is a classic 
example of that and it needs to change, because 
some people are being penalised far too heavily. 

Mike MacKenzie: Will the member give way? 

Willie Rennie: Not just now. 

I find the artificial debate about universalism to 
be frustrating, and I thought that we had got it out 

of our system about two years ago. Not everything 
that we provide is universal, and universalism is 
not necessarily the answer to everything. 
Sometimes it is the most effective way to invest 
Government resource. Sometimes means testing 
is not worth it, because of the small number of 
people involved—one could argue that 
prescription charges were removed on that basis. 
However, the claim that universalism is the way to 
tackle inequality is intellectually bankrupt. We 
need to work out the best way to use the public 
resource that we have to tackle inequality. I do not 
understand how giving subsidies to the middle 
classes en masse somehow deals with inequality. 
It does not. Perhaps from time to time it removes 
stigma, which is a benefit, but it does not deal with 
inequality. 

Sometimes universalism is the best way to do 
things. I support the free school meals initiative. 
Before it was introduced, there was a big chunk of 
kids who needed a good meal but were not getting 
it. They were regarded as poor but not officially 
regarded as such by the administration. Another 
example is free personal care, which breaks down 
barriers between different types of care and allows 
people to get the type that they need. However, to 
claim that universalism is the answer to everything 
is nonsense. 

Joan McAlpine: Will the member give way? 

Willie Rennie: I am about to conclude. 

Education is the biggest investment that we 
should make in this Parliament. The statistics on 
nursery education are very disappointing and I 
hope that the Government has an action plan to 
increase the rates of two-year-olds who get 
nursery education. We were promised 27 per cent 
of the most disadvantaged two-year-olds, but the 
Government’s own figures show that it is only 7 
per cent—a difference of 20 percentage points. 
The Government needs to act on that, and we 
need to invest in our pupil premium. We need to 
recognise that the Government is planning a £500 
million cut to local government funding. Half of 
what local government spends is on education, so 
that needs to change. 

15:48 

Mike MacKenzie (Highlands and Islands) 
(SNP): It is difficult to disagree with the principle of 
Labour’s motion. Like the cabinet secretary, I 
agree with most but not all of what Alex Rowley 
articulated in his speech. The SNP Government 
has done much to tackle poverty and of course we 
must do more. 

Inequality, and the consequent poverty, is a 
scourge in our society and I can only lament the 
fact that inequality increased rather than 
decreased under the last Labour Government in 
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Westminster. Inequality accelerated under the 
coalition that Willie Rennie is so proud of and has 
done so again under the current Conservative 
Government. 

Nanette Milne’s amendment suggests that we 
have the fastest growing economy in the 
developed world. She fails to mention that it is 
growing from a much lower base than many of our 
competitors’ economies, that we are near the top 
of the league table in inequality and that the 
fastest growing facilities across the UK are food 
banks. 

I repeat that I disagree with Labour only on how 
we best tackle these problems. We should 
certainly not seek to tackle inequality by removing 
universal services or our commitment to the 
principle of universalism. It is well established that 
the costs of administering means testing far 
outweigh any savings. It is well established that 
means testing discourages many of those who are 
most in need of benefits from applying. 

Hugh Henry: When might the member consider 
the abolition of means testing for council tax 
benefit and housing benefit? When will he support 
the introduction of universal benefits for those 
two? 

Mike MacKenzie: I thank the member for 
making that point. I am for the principle of 
universalism wherever it can be reasonably 
applied. It is well established that restricting 
services to the poorest has the effect of reducing 
the quality of those services and creating poor 
services for poor people. 

The Labour Party once proudly stood up for the 
principle of universalism. Generations of Labour 
supporters believed in it and I always believed that 
such a principle was at the core of Labour beliefs. 
I suspect that it is because Labour has abandoned 
that and other core principles that the people of 
Scotland have abandoned Labour. 

I repeat that I disagree with Labour only on how 
best we should tackle the problems of poverty and 
inequality. There is no single magic bullet to tackle 
inequality. 

Alex Rowley: Will the member give way? 

Mike MacKenzie: If it is brief. 

Alex Rowley: Does the member agree with our 
broad agreement that the best way of tackling 
inequality and poverty is to give people the 
opportunity, skills and jobs to get them out into the 
labour market and help them to get themselves 
out of poverty? 

Mike MacKenzie: It is an unfortunate part of 
Scotland’s history that we educated generations of 
young people for whom there were no 
opportunities in Scotland and they left Scotland. 

We need to bear it in mind that we need to provide 
jobs. As other members have said, that is the 
single most effective thing that we can do to tackle 
inequality. 

The multifaceted approach of the Scottish 
Government is the best and only approach 
possible, given the powers that we currently have. 
Just as we are doing our best to mitigate the 
destructive policies and attacks on the poor that 
are emanating from Westminster, so we must do 
our best to grow our economy. We cannot help the 
poor if we become a poorer country. 

We must do that by incentivising and nurturing 
areas of our economy where we have a 
competitive advantage, such as the oil and gas 
sector that Kevin Stewart talked about, and the 
renewable energy sector. The Wood report of 
2014 indicated just how badly the UK Government 
has managed the oil and gas sector. No one could 
prevent the recent decline in oil prices, but we can 
seek to optimise such an important industry, not 
least by granting proper tax relief for exploration 
and providing fiscal relief in these difficult times. 

The UK Government should have established a 
stability fund to assist the industry when prices are 
low, and it should have established an oil fund to 
create a lasting legacy. Successive UK 
Governments have let down the oil industry and 
the people of Scotland. 

As if that was not bad enough, the Tories have 
abruptly ended renewables incentives for almost 
all Scotland’s most promising technologies—wind, 
wave, tidal, hydro and solar—just at the point at 
which the pioneering technology of onshore wind 
was fast becoming our lowest-cost form of energy. 
I talk about the energy sector in particular, not just 
because we have a competitive advantage in 
those areas, not just because we are world 
leaders in the energy sectors, and not just 
because they offer us an opportunity to rebalance 
our economy but because they offer us the 
possibility of a reindustrialisation of Scotland. 
Those sectors offer the possibility of rebuilding a 
high-waged economy. We need a race to the top, 
not a race to the bottom, so that ordinary working 
people can, once again, find high-paying 
employment. That, more than anything, offers the 
route out of inequality. 

15:55 

Jayne Baxter (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab): 
When a society is faced with poverty and 
inequality, tackling the root causes and mitigating 
the effects should be the foremost concern for any 
politician anywhere in any Parliament. We live in 
an unequal world in which wage disparities are so 
massive that it is shameful and a problem of global 
magnitude. We also live in an unequal Scotland 
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and the current levels of poverty and inequality 
should be the paramount concern for those who 
want to effect real change where it matters most. 

Poverty has a devastating effect on families 
across Scotland. It has massive consequences for 
both people’s health and their educational 
attainment. Poverty and inequality also have direct 
correlations with crime and antisocial behaviour, 
they have effects on the environment and they hit 
children, single-parent families, ethnic minorities 
and those with a disability the hardest. 

Scotland is fortunate in that it has a lower 
percentage of individuals on a relatively low 
income compared to the other countries of the UK, 
which is to be welcomed. The Scottish Parliament 
can be a force for good in tackling the poverty and 
inequality that are prevalent here in Scotland. We 
have the means at our disposal to effect real 
change in people’s lives right here in communities 
the length and breadth of Scotland. However, that 
does not mean that we can rest on our laurels. We 
must continue to tackle poverty and inequality until 
the blight that it places on people’s lives is 
eradicated. As a Parliament, we must commit to 
using the full powers at our disposal to achieve the 
social and economic success that all Scotland 
needs. 

First and foremost, I believe that it is time to 
discuss what we mean by economic success. It is 
frequently used almost interchangeably with a 
varying number of indicators. What indicators 
should we use to measure economic success? 
Can we measure economic success by 
decreasing numbers of those in poverty? Do we 
consider our productivity and economic output? 
Are we achieving economic success through GDP 
growth? Growth is the factor that, time and again, 
jumps to the forefront as the key measurement of 
economic success. However, I believe it is time 
that we re-evaluated that position by noting that 
growth for the sake of growth alone is not a good 
measure of success. 

Increasingly, we must be aware of 
environmental considerations and the massive 
impact that environmental problems can have on 
the economy. Sustainability should be at the 
forefront of the measurement of economic 
success. 

Mike MacKenzie: Does the member agree that 
the Tory cuts to renewable energy incentives are 
extremely damaging because they are interfering 
with our ability to decarbonise our energy supply, 
which, more than anything else, will lead to better 
environmental outcomes? 

Jayne Baxter: In a word, yes. 

In the decades to come, sustainability will be an 
increasingly important driver of all economies. 
With no sustainability, we will not have any 

economic success—certainly none that will last. 
We must learn the lessons of the past—the credit 
crunch and the global financial collapse—and 
change the way that we model our economy on 
current resource consumption. 

Alternative models exist to a varying degree. 
One of those is the circular economy model, which 
we have debated previously, in which materials 
are retained in use for as long as possible with the 
aim of eliminating waste. That model has had 
growing traction in recent years, especially in 
Scotland, and companies are building very 
successful business models around it. Vegware, a 
Scottish company, is the only company 
manufacturing completely compostable packaging 
that is operating globally, and it has recently been 
ranked among the UK’s fastest-growing 
businesses in The Sunday Times fast track 100. 
Scotland is leading the way in that area and we 
must continue using the powers that we have to 
drive further achievements and build on the 
success that we can already demonstrate. 

If we frame economic success in terms of 
sustainability, it is an absolute necessity to 
completely eliminate poverty and inequality. An 
emphasis on growth can mean that poverty and 
inequality are left to develop unchecked. A system 
based on growth alone does not necessitate the 
eradication of poverty or inequality; in fact, it could 
even be argued that it relies on those aspects to 
propagate expansive economic growth. However, 
poverty and inequality are not sustainable and, if 
we wish to develop a socially progressive 
Scotland, then we must do all that we can to 
achieve social and economic success for all. 

In practical terms, one of the most useful things 
that we can do is challenge the low-wage 
economy. I welcome the Scottish Government’s 
support of the living wage campaign and I want to 
see the living wage being extended further. 
Increasing wages is a key method of tackling 
poverty, alongside job creation. I have been 
campaigning on that issue for a long time and I 
also have a petition calling on the Scottish 
Government to extend the living wage to all care 
sector workers. 

We must use the full powers at our disposal to 
stimulate economic success. We must expand the 
living wage and provide the sound economic 
argument for why that is a necessity. We must 
also support diversification of the economy, 
championing alternative economic models such as 
the circular economy and alternative business 
models such as social enterprises. 

We must continue to support third-sector 
enterprises and recognise that the impact such 
organisations have is not limited to economic 
success alone. We can use the powers that we 
have in Scotland to build on the record of success 
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that we can see, and only rest when poverty and 
inequality are relics of the past. 

16:01 

Stuart McMillan (West Scotland) (SNP): I am 
sorry that Alex Rowley is not in the chamber, 
because I want to praise him for his speech. 
Although there were some elements that I did not 
agree with, I agreed with the vast majority of his 
comments. However, I am really happy that it is 
the SNP that is in government and attempting to 
deal with the Scottish economy.  

I accept that Scotland has faced huge 
challenges over the past eight years but I know 
that, with John Swinney and the other cabinet 
secretaries at the helm, every possibility will have 
been examined to see whether any proposed 
action could help to progress our economy.  

We have heard from Labour its suggestions for 
how the economy progresses. Quite rightly, it sees 
education as a key driver in that progress. That is 
something on which I am sure that all in the 
chamber can agree; there would no division in that 
regard. However, when Labour’s wider position is 
considered, its sums just do not add up. 

We have heard about Labour’s 50p tax policy. 
Hugh Henry even asked the cabinet secretary why 
the 50p tax should not be introduced now. Some 
have argued for that; others have argued that it 
should come in when we get the powers post the 
current Scotland Bill. However, if the 50p tax were 
to be introduced, that would have the effect of 
increasing both the middle and lower bands, too, 
which would have an adverse effect on many 
people, particularly those on lower incomes. 

Irrespective of what happens in that regard, 
Labour has plans to spend the money on multiple 
projects, despite there being no guarantee that it 
will be a revenue generator. I am not just throwing 
those remarks into the debate: Kezia Dugdale said 
that in an interview. When asked how much a 50p 
tax rate would raise, she told Holyrood magazine: 

“Up to £100 million. But bluntly, Mandy, it could also 
raise zero because of the mechanisms by which people 
can avoid paying tax so it is up to £100 million which we 
would ringfence purely for school spending.” 

I am sure that the chamber and the electorate will 
appreciate the frankness of that we-don’t-know 
response. Labour has made spending pledges for 
that money totalling more than £138 million, but 
the tax take will be somewhere between £0 and 
£100 million. Given that the Scottish Parliament 
information centre has reported that the 50p tax 
band would raise around £34 million, and the 
Institute for Fiscal Studies has reported that the 
figure would be closer to £8 million, Labour would 
clearly be left with an economic black hole. 

Labour has also spoken of its desire not to 
decrease air passenger duty when we get control 
over that tax; rather, it plans to spend the money 
several times over on ending education inequality, 
tackling in-work poverty and giving £3,000 to all 
first-time buyers taking out a mortgage. APD 
generates an estimated £250 million in taxation, 
but the fundamental point remains that keeping it 
as it is now, as Labour proposes, will not provide 
any extra revenue to the Scottish budget. The 
situation would be the status quo. Therefore, 
Labour has to explain what it would cut in the 
Scottish budget to fund its proposals. 

The SNP Government proposes halving and 
then scrapping APD altogether, as that can be a 
driver for economic growth. Only last year, a study 
that was carried out on behalf of Edinburgh airport 
concluded that halving APD would create nearly 
4,000 jobs and add £1 billion to the Scottish 
economy by 2020. 

Ultimately, Labour’s failings with the 50p tax 
band and APD alone prove its complete inability to 
be in opposition, never mind in government. It is 
clear that Kezanomics is not to be given any great 
credence and that the economic report card must 
say, “Must try harder”. 

On the other hand, the Scottish Government is 
committed to driving Scotland forward to be a 
more equal nation with more economic activity. 
Despite the limited powers that we already have 
and with the potential for additional limited powers 
to come here, the SNP Government does not lack 
ambition for the people of Scotland. Its record up 
to now certainly proves that. 

As Alex Neil’s amendment highlights, a range of 
measures have already been introduced or 
extended by the SNP Government that have 
helped the people of Scotland. There are free 
prescriptions, free tuition, concessionary fares for 
older and disabled people, free personal care, free 
school meals and the council tax freeze, which, 
according to the Scottish Parliament information 
centre, has been overfunded. 

I recognise that economic conditions are tough, 
and I am sure that every single member in the 
chamber recognises that. As my colleague Mike 
MacKenzie highlighted earlier, one of the sad 
increases in recent years has been that in the 
number of food banks across Scotland. I find that 
absolutely abhorrent and I am sure that every 
member in the chamber does, too; it is a fact of life 
that we really have to address. If we did not have 
policies such as free prescriptions and free tuition, 
how much worse would things be for many people 
in Scotland today? 

The Scottish Government has been forced into 
mitigating Westminster’s austerity cuts. If the SNP 
Government did not need to mitigate the bedroom 
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tax, that money could have been invested in doing 
something else to have a positive outcome. It is 
clear that the mitigation has had a positive 
outcome for the particular individuals who have 
been affected, but we could probably do more. 
With more cuts coming from the Tory UK 
Government, the SNP Government may well need 
to spend even more money and time focusing on 
mitigation rather than on delivering new policies to 
take our economy even further. 

I am conscious of the time, Presiding Officer. 
The drive at the UK Government level to hammer 
the less well-off, the total incoherence from Labour 
at the branch-office and London levels and from 
the Tories at the UK level clearly highlight why, in 
May, it is only the SNP that will stand up for the 
people of Scotland and protect them from the 
worst of Westminster. 

16:08 

Mark McDonald (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP): I 
have been struck by a couple of things in the 
debate thus far, the first of which is how few 
Labour members have stayed in the chamber to 
participate in or listen to a Labour-led debate. One 
would almost think that something else—some list-
ranking event that was taking place that they 
required to be out of the chamber to take part in—
was preoccupying their time at the moment. 
Indeed, I say to members who are still in the 
chamber and have that list ranking in mind that 
others are out there stealing a march on them and 
they may wish to get out there and ensure that 
they can continue their campaign in that respect. 

The other thing that I was struck by was what I 
felt during the course of Alex Rowley’s speech. I 
have a great deal of time for Alex Rowley. I have 
served on the Local Government and 
Regeneration Committee with him and I always 
find his contributions in the chamber to be 
interesting and thought provoking. He has come 
forward with some very interesting ideas in 
debates that have often deserved to be 
considered and challenged, although not always 
agreed with. Those ideas, particularly his views on 
fiscal autonomy, often challenge conventional 
thinking. However, there has been a danger of this 
becoming an almost entirely philosophical debate 
and discussion, as one of the difficulties that the 
Labour Party faces is that it does not yet have a 
coherent policy platform to outline and test against 
some of the very worthy sentiments and notions 
that were expressed during Mr Rowley’s speech. 

We got some of that thinking in Malcolm 
Chisholm’s speech, and there are areas of that 
that merit some examination. One of the areas 
that exercised Mr Chisholm was the issue of local 
authority finance. I do not think that anybody 
would disagree; indeed the Cabinet Secretary for 

Finance, Constitution and Economy himself has 
said that it is a challenging settlement for local 
government. 

The challenge is this. We have to look at how 
we can reform the delivery of public services to 
ensure that they can weather the storm of 
austerity. The storm of austerity is here to stay for 
the next five years, based on the projections from 
the UK Government, and possibly beyond that, 
depending on whether the collective UK Labour 
Party gets its act together. We have to be able to 
take the opportunity to reform public services in 
such a way that we either have more sharing of 
services or different ways of delivering services 
that enable that storm to be weathered. 

If we look at my own local authority, Aberdeen 
City Council, I have seen the finance convener 
talking in the press about £10 million-worth of cuts 
having to be considered by the council. At present, 
Aberdeen City Council is sitting on uncommitted 
cash reserves of £116 million. Audit Scotland 
recommends that a buffer of around 2 to 3 per 
cent in revenue terms should be carried in 
uncommitted reserves. That £116 million equates 
to 27 per cent of the council’s budget. 

The money is there, not necessarily to mitigate 
the cuts, because I do not think that we should 
operate on the basis of mitigating through the use 
of reserves, but the money exists that could 
enable the transformation of service delivery, 
should the council choose to do that. It becomes a 
question of political will and the ability of those 
councillors to put their shoulders to the wheel and 
ensure that the services are reformed. 

I heard what Alex Rowley said when he 
welcomed the commitment to build 50,000 
affordable houses with 35,000 of those for social 
rent. I have great difficulties when politicians stand 
up and say, “I welcome it but it is not enough.” We 
need some idea of what would qualify as enough. 
If all we are going to get is members of the Labour 
Party saying, “Ach, it’s no bad, but it’s no as good 
as we could have,” without actually demonstrating 
to us what would be enough, what they would 
consider to be their target and how they would 
then deliver that target within the financial 
envelope, it becomes not a debate of ideas but 
simply carping from the sidelines. That is the risk 
that the Labour Party has to shoulder—it runs the 
risk of that being the case. 

Over the Christmas period, after watching my 
children perform in the local church nativity, I went 
out leafleting. It was not political leafleting. I live in 
the community of Dyce in Aberdeen, which most 
people would say was a reasonably prosperous 
middle-class suburb. However, the reality is that 
the local church is now operating a food bank, 
because it has identified individuals within our 
community who require the support of a food 
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bank. As were a number of other members of the 
church, I was out delivering leaflets that told 
people that the food bank had been established 
and was seeking donations. 

That drove home to me the very real situation 
that we cannot talk about simply identifying 
specific areas that we know suffer from 
entrenched poverty. We now have individuals 
living in areas, perhaps being lost within certain 
communities, because they would not be picked 
up in a kind of broad brush examination of income 
levels across those communities. There are 
individuals suffering from poverty in communities 
that would not necessarily be identified as likely to 
have such individuals. Some of that is a 
consequence of the uncertainties that have been 
created as a result of redundancies in the offshore 
sector; some of it is a result of the welfare 
changes that are taking place—of that I have no 
doubt. 

We need to look very carefully at what powers 
are coming to us in the next session of Parliament, 
provided that the Scotland Bill fiscal framework 
can be agreed, and consider how we will use 
those powers. Some of that thinking is being 
outlined by the Scottish Government and I 
welcome some of the direction that is being given 
there, particularly the early introduction of a social 
security bill. 

I have spoken at great length about how we 
should look at not just taking what exists at UK 
level and transplanting it into a Scottish context, 
but how we could improve on what is done at UK 
level and perhaps do it differently. We could 
certainly simplify some of the application and 
renewal processes, which would greatly enhance 
individuals’ ability to access that to which they are 
entitled.  

The key point in all this has to be to move 
towards a situation in which those people who 
require jobs can access well-paid jobs. With 
regard to that journey, I think that there is much 
that unites the chamber. The question, therefore, 
is whether we have the political will to make that a 
reality. I recognise that the Scottish Government 
has that will and I would be interested to hear 
proposals on that from other parties. 

16:15 

Hugh Henry (Renfrewshire South) (Lab): 
Mahatma Gandhi said: 

“To be wealthy and honoured in an unjust society is a 
disgrace.” 

However, in Scotland, which despite what we have 
heard this afternoon is still a wealthy country, our 
richest 100 people are worth over £21 billion, while 
it is estimated that around 870,000 people in 

Scotland live in poverty. We clearly have a 
problem.  

As a number of speakers in the debate have 
indicated, once additional powers over benefits 
and taxation come to this Parliament there will be 
more that can be done. However, let us not kid 
ourselves on that there is nothing that can be done 
just now or, indeed, that nothing could have been 
done since the Parliament was established in 
1999. 

Stuart McMillan said that he wants a more equal 
nation, and I concur with that view. Kevin Stewart 
said that it has been frustrating to see gaps 
between the haves and have-nots increase in the 
past few years. Yes, it has been frustrating, 
disappointing and, frankly, downright disgusting to 
see some of the things that have happened in the 
past few years.  

It is dead easy for the majority of us to gang up 
on the Tories and say that everything is the fault of 
the uncaring Tories and the stupid Lib Dems who 
got into bed with them in the coalition 
Government, and blame everything on that past 
period. A lot of that is true, because we have had 
a deeper recession than necessary and harsher 
cuts than necessary, some of which have been 
counterproductive because they have stopped 
economic growth. However, that just deflects 
attention away from what we in this Parliament 
can do with the powers that we currently have, 
never mind the powers that we are about to get. 

Kevin Stewart said that he is frustrated about 
the gaps between the haves and have-nots 
increasing in the past few years, but we should 
remember that the SNP has been in power in 
Scotland for nearly nine years now, and a lot could 
have been done by the SNP Government during 
that time. 

Kevin Stewart: Will the member give way? 

Hugh Henry: In a minute. Let me make a 
further point or two.  

Let me look at what has happened since the 
SNP came to power, particularly in Renfrewshire, 
the area that I represent. The number of data 
zones of people living in poverty has increased. In 
2006, there were 36 such data zones in the most 
deprived areas in Scotland, but now there are 48. 
The number of data zones in the most deprived 5 
per cent increased from eight in 2004 to 14 in 
2012. In my constituency of Renfrewshire South, 
there are 18 data zones; and 21 per cent of data 
zones were found to be in the 15 most deprived 
areas in Scotland. Therefore, relative to the rest of 
the country, poverty has increased in my area. 
Renfrewshire has the third busiest food bank in 
Scotland. There are pockets of deprivation in 
Renfrewshire, although parts of it are extremely 
affluent, with many people doing well. 
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One of the things that is depressing about a 
debate such as this one is that, again, we gang up 
on the evil Tories and the rest of us say how much 
we can agree with each other except for this or 
that little point and that, generally, we are all doing 
the best that we can to make things better for 
those we represent. However, the truth is that we 
are not doing everything that we can for those we 
represent.  

Willie Rennie was right to talk about 
universalism. There are times when universalism 
is effective and absolutely the right thing to do, but 
there are times when it does not make sense. To 
those who say that they believe fundamentally in 
universalism come what may, I say, “Why not for 
council tax benefit or housing benefit?” Why do 
they agree with the means testing of those other 
benefits? 

Mark McDonald: I think that the point is that, in 
order to ensure that those of us who are 
contributing more into the system buy into the 
concept of benefits being paid out, there has to be 
a degree of universalism so that those individuals 
see that they also get something back as a 
consequence of what they put in. I would not 
suggest universalism across the board, but 
targeted universalism is important because it ties 
people into that social contract. 

Hugh Henry: That is not a principle that I would 
disagree with, and it ties into what Malcolm 
Chisholm said about progressive universalism, but 
if Mark McDonald has listened to some of the 
speeches by his colleagues, he will know that they 
have supported universalism at all costs, with no 
differentiation. 

We are seeing not just the increase in poverty 
but people like me doing very well out of the 
current system. Malcolm Chisholm is right. There 
are two things that can be done if we want to 
extend services, help more people, tackle poverty 
and do everything that we say we are going to do. 
The first is to increase taxes, and I note that I 
asked not about the 50p tax rate but about taxes 
in general—local government taxes and those in 
the Scottish Government’s power. Are we 
prepared to increase taxes to meet our 
aspirations? That is one way of doing it. The other 
way, if we do not have the power or the will, is to 
cut our cloth to suit our means. That means using 
the money and resources that we have in a 
different way. 

That brings us to the fundamental choice that 
we have in this country. With the limited resources 
that we have—if we are not going to increase 
taxes—we can either help everybody, including 
people such as us who are doing very well thank 
you, or we can choose to target some of our most 
deprived and poorest constituents, which we are 
not doing. Despite everything that has been said, 

my poorest constituents have not received an 
extra penny from the council tax freeze, free 
prescriptions or free school meals. The rest of us 
have done very well, but the poorest in our country 
have not. 

Let us get a bit of honesty back into this debate. 
Who are we trying to help? Is it everybody, as 
Mark McDonald said, so that we all buy into the 
bigger picture, or are we going to finally do 
something about those who are being left behind? 
Like Malcolm Chisholm, I will not be here to 
participate, but I hope—I suspect that it is a forlorn 
hope—that there will be some honesty in the 
debate after May because, frankly, if we go on as 
we have done in the past, we will be letting 
everybody down. 

16:23 

Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (SNP): I am 
interested in some of what Hugh Henry has just 
said. I note that he said that the SNP has been in 
power for nearly nine years and there is so much 
that we could have done. I put it to him that, right 
across central Scotland, including Glasgow, the 
Labour Party was in power for 50-plus years and 
we still have great problems of deprivation 
throughout that area. Perhaps he should look to 
his party before he starts on ours. I think that we 
have really started to take strides forward in the 
most difficult of circumstances. 

That is why I was really pleased that Alex 
Rowley started by stating that he agrees with the 
Scottish Government’s amendment and, in turn, 
Alex Neil, on behalf of the Scottish Government, 
confirmed that this Government is hugely 
concerned about the levels of poverty and 
inequality and will always use its powers to 
achieve success for Scotland. 

Alex Rowley was quite right to note that what is 
in Alex Neil’s amendment is not enough, in itself, 
to close the poverty and inequality gap. However, 
the bases on which we can build include 
healthcare that is free at the point of need 
including free personal care, education that is 
based on the ability to learn rather than the ability 
to pay, transport to counter social isolation—we 
had a super debate on our Equal Opportunities 
Committee’s report on that last week—and 
increased take-up of free school meals by those 
who most need them. 

Such examples of universalism must be 
preserved and used as a base from which to 
tackle poverty and inequality. I am pleased that 
the deputy leader of Scottish Labour agrees. I 
hope that members who believe in the core 
principles of a decent society can come together 
to oppose those who would divide society and 
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further disadvantage people who have been well 
hammered over the past five years or so. 

Contrary to what Hugh Henry said, a basic 
philosophical fight is going on here about what is 
and is not acceptable in our society. The sums 
that the Scottish Government has expended on 
mitigation, generally with the agreement of this 
Parliament and the consent of the people of 
Scotland, show that we think that that is a fight 
worth having and that people think we should 
carry on. 

In the face of on-going cuts from Westminster, I 
think that we have made our case. Despite our 
having limited powers over welfare, the Scottish 
Government is investing more than £100 million 
this year to mitigate the worst of Westminster’s 
welfare cuts. 

That includes investment of £35 million to 
mitigate the impact of the bedroom tax. It is all 
very well for Willie Rennie to try to airbrush history 
by talking about the fantastic stuff that the Lib 
Dems did in government, but the Lib Dems agreed 
with the bedroom tax, and mitigating the impact of 
the tax is costing the Scottish Government £35 
million this year. A further £38 million is going to 
the Scottish welfare fund, to provide support for 
100,000 Scottish households.  

That is on top of the Scottish Government’s 
council tax reduction scheme—a total of £360 
million is being provided this year. Carers 
allowance is increasing, too, and that is a 
fundamental benefit. Also, as it says in Alex Neil’s 
amendment, Westminster’s damaging cuts are 
being imposed 

“against the stated wishes of the Scottish people”. 

Unfortunately, mitigation is not enough, as Alex 
Rowley said. It is never enough. Members talked 
about how we can move forward in a sustainable 
way, and I think that the Scottish Government is 
husbanding its resources, targeting them and 
making sustainable progress. 

Let us look at infrastructure. We can all talk 
about the Forth bridge and all the other things that 
are happening. In my area, there is investment of 
£439 million in the M8, M73 and M74 motorways. 
Scottish Water is investing in waste water 
infrastructure, with a £4.3 million refurbishment of 
the treatment works in my area—there is also 
investment in the Thorntonhall pumping station. 
We also have the schools modernisation 
programme. 

Such investment has wider effects, as we heard. 
Although we should never be complacent, we can 
see from the figures that came out today that the 
long-term trend in the construction industry is 
upwards. That is partly to do with housing. We 
have met our targets, and a better target has been 

set for next year. It is also about investment in 
people. Alex Rowley said that he is concerned 
about skills. That is a concern, but great work is 
going on. In my area, South Lanarkshire College 
has a fantastic construction department. 

There has been some rewriting of history. 
During its last period in Government, Labour built 
no council houses in 31 out of 32 local authorities. 
Under this Government, 191 council houses have 
been built in South Lanarkshire alone. Of course 
we could do with a lot more, but 191 is a lot more 
than none. 

Willie Rennie: Will the member give way? 

Linda Fabiani: No, thank you. I am just about 
done. 

For all Labour members’ rhetoric, it was the 
Labour Party, in coalition with the Lib Dems here, 
that extended the right to buy to housing 
association tenants in Scotland, before the Tories 
down south thought of doing so. I sat here and 
fought that move. I think that some members on 
the Labour benches do not realise that that 
happened. 

Labour also did away with community 
empowerment, by taking away fully mutual co-ops, 
where tenants were truly in control. If I may use a 
hackneyed phrase, I will take no lessons from 
Labour on how to empower people or on housing 
supply.  

We have to remember that what counts is 
investment in people—social investment. That is 
happening through this Government’s policies, 
such as the fair work agenda and the Scottish 
business pledge, which incorporates much that is 
fair, including the living wage. There is a lot to do, 
but we are on our way and this Government 
should be supported. 

16:30 

Christian Allard (North East Scotland) (SNP): 
I was thinking about this debate earlier and 
considering that we have a new member for North 
East Scotland—whom I welcome and we all 
welcome—I thought “Why not try to change the 
tone?” I thought about the kind of advice that we 
could give Lesley Brennan for a maiden speech—
about how to talk up the north-east of Scotland, 
which her predecessors and the existing Labour 
members for the north-east have maybe failed to 
do over the years. Social and economic success 
for all of Scotland is achievable, and we show that 
in the north-east. 

First, I would like to refer to Hugh Henry and 
what he said about universalism. He said that 
some of us on the SNP benches say that we want 
universalism for everything. I think that he is 
mistaken. I do not think that he can have heard 
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what Alex Neil said, and not only what he said but 
what he wrote in his amendment. I believe that 
Labour is supporting that amendment.  

We have been very clear on what part of 
universalism we are supporting. I would 
encourage Hugh Henry to have the honesty to 
vote tonight with the SNP because it is right there 
in black and white: free prescriptions, free tuition, 
concessionary fares for older and disabled people, 
free personal care and free school meals. It is very 
clear. We are defining it, so he just has to follow 
our leadership. 

I encourage the new member to do just that—to 
follow our leadership—because this devolved 
Parliament can help to achieve the social and 
economic success that all of Scotland needs only 
if we have more powers at our disposal. The 
question remains: are the powers reserved to 
Westminster the real barriers to reducing 
inequality and poverty in Scotland? I think that the 
new member would agree that we need more of 
those powers. 

We are a wealthy country, but we know that one 
in six people is currently living in poverty. That is 
completely unacceptable, and we all agree on that 
in both the SNP and Labour. We need to 
acknowledge that levels of poverty are decreasing 
across Scotland and doing so faster than those 
across the UK. While child poverty has decreased 
in Scotland, it has increased in the UK.  

One of the issues is the language that we use, 
and I was delighted that Kevin Stewart repeated 
what the Scottish Government is trying to push 
out: replacing the dreadful word “welfare”—which 
does not sit very well with me—with “social 
security”. It is very important to use different 
language, and I would encourage everybody to 
replace the word “benefit” with “entitlement” 
because that is what it is about: the need for 
entitlements could happen to any one of us. 

I thank the Scottish Government for its progress 
in tackling poverty and reducing inequality, and we 
need to do a lot more. The Labour members and 
the new Labour member will agree on that. I know 
that Jenny Marra is closing and she is perhaps the 
only Labour north-east MSP in the debate this 
afternoon—I do not know whether the person who 
has decided not to speak in the debate was a 
Labour MSP from the north-east. I would 
encourage her to follow my example and to 
promote north-east Scotland as much as possible. 

Scotland is very much an economic success. It 
is a wealthy country, and the north-east has been 
a driver of this wealth for a very long time. We 
have talked a lot about what the public sector can 
do and what the Government can do, but let us not 
forget the private sector. The private sector is very 
important in creating the conditions for jobs.  

Historically, the food and drink sector in the 
north-east has been at the heart of the north-east 
economic drive. Let us remember that in 2007 the 
Scottish Government set a very challenging target 
for Scotland's food and drink exports at £5.1 
billion. We exceeded the 2007 target in 2012. 
Does the Scottish Government want to rest on its 
laurels? Certainly not. The new food and drink 
export target for 2017 is £7.1 billion. We can do 
even better, and the private sector is very much 
responding to that food strategy. 

Scottish seafood is so important, as you will 
know, Presiding Officer, not only to the north-east 
but to the rest of Scotland. It is the best export we 
have. There is also Scotch beef and lamb, which 
everybody in the world loves to have on their 
plates. 

The Government’s strategy is really paying off, 
making Scotland the brand a mark of quality in 
every food and drink product that we export. That 
creates employment, although we sometimes do 
not realise the impact of it. We have perhaps 
become used to it over the years, but it is so 
important that it is there. 

I encourage the new member always to use 
these opportunities. I know that Labour members 
are not always used to talking about what is 
happening in our rural areas, but perhaps she 
might break the habit and try to promote what is 
happening across Scotland and our region a little 
more, particularly in our rural communities. 

The Scottish Government has done a lot for 
small and medium-sized businesses. We have 
reduced about 46 per cent of all rates bills by up to 
100 per cent, which has benefited about 100,000 
businesses in 2015-16 and has saved businesses 
about £174 million this tax year. It is important to 
note that that has created sustainability of 
employment in small and medium-sized 
businesses. 

I very much welcome the fact that the Scottish 
Government enabled councils to further reduce 
rates under the Community Empowerment 
(Scotland) Act 2015 from last October. I urge local 
authorities in the north-east, particularly Aberdeen 
City Council, to help small businesses. I hope that 
the new member will support that, too, to help food 
manufacturers and others to grow and prosper in 
some of the most expensive streets of the granite 
city, where business rates do not reflect the 
traditional activities of many people working there. 
We need to make those changes. 

I heard the leader of Aberdeen City Council this 
morning on the radio, and I am delighted that at 
least one Labour politician shares our optimism for 
the economic future of the north-east of Scotland. 
Will the new regional MSP follow our example, or 
will she join the ranks of doom and gloom of north-
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east Labour MSPs, who never have anything 
positive to say about our great region? The 
question needs to be answered, and I hope that it 
will be answered soon. We are very proud of our 
region and of what it is going to do. 

I remind members that the powers reserved to 
Westminster are still the real barriers to reducing 
inequality and poverty in Scotland. 

16:37 

Cameron Buchanan (Lothian) (Con): I 
welcome this opportunity to discuss what can be 
done to address the social and economic 
problems that face Scotland, including the need to 
help people into well-paid work. 

Discussions on broad general economic and 
social policy strike at the very heart of the political 
beliefs that each of us holds, so it is hardly 
surprising that they raise such robust political 
debate. Such a sweeping topic obviously touches 
on a wide range of issues—my colleague Nanette 
Milne highlighted a number of issues around 
poverty and inequality. I therefore think that it 
would be best for me to use this time to narrow our 
focus down to one key aspect of economic life: 
ensuring that people in work get the take-home 
pay that they deserve. There is actually a positive 
story of improvements in this area, which is 
certainly worth examining as we debate wider 
social and economic policies. 

On top of that, the introduction of a national 
living wage from April will mean a pay rise of 
approximately £900 a year for someone who is 
working full time on the minimum wage. By 2020, 
it will reach more than £9 an hour, which will be 
worth at least an extra £4,800 a year in cash 
terms. Taking tax and benefit changes into 
account, that means that a renting family with two 
children in which both parents work 35 hours a 
week on the minimum wage will see their income 
increase in cash terms by more than £5,500. A 
key point to make here is that that Government 
policy was announced not in isolation but in the 
context of the increased growth and business 
confidence that is needed to make the reforms 
stick. 

As well as that good news, it is worth 
considering how people’s incomes can be 
improved beyond the headline rates of pay. We 
Conservatives recognise the importance of 
supporting people in keeping more of what they 
earn by targeting take-home rates of pay. Back in 
2010, the personal allowance was £6,475. In the 
coming year, it will have risen to £10,600, which 
makes a substantial difference to how much pay 
stays in one’s own pocket rather than going into 
the taxman’s. 

Alex Neil: When the threshold for income tax 
was raised, VAT was increased to 20 per cent, 
and there were substantial increases—as there 
have been almost every year—in other indirect 
taxes. That is giving with one hand and taking it all 
away, and more, with the other, so working people 
are no better off. 

Cameron Buchanan: I think that the SNP is a 
great example of giving with one hand and taking 
away with the other. 

The main point to underline is that policy 
decisions cannot be assessed in isolation. Time 
and again it has been shown that policies must 
take into account the context in which they will be 
applied, including social, economic and political 
factors. That applies on two levels. First, there has 
to be a full understanding of how the problem that 
is to be fixed or the benefit that is to be gained by 
a policy fits in with other priorities. Secondly, all 
direct and indirect consequences have to be 
weighed up. After all, experience has shown that 
behavioural responses to Government policies do 
not necessarily match policy makers’ intentions all 
the time. 

That ties in with Alex Rowley’s statement about 
using the full powers that are at the current and 
future disposal of the Scottish Parliament. 
Although it is tempting to use Parliament’s powers 
and to legislate for every issue, spending 
decisions must be balanced by fiscal restraint. 
After all, such decision making and trade-offs are 
the difficult business of accountable politics. The 
key point is that, as we strive to achieve social and 
economic success, we must ensure that social 
goals are achieved and that we maintain the 
economic competitiveness that drives 
employment. That is not to say that the two are 
somehow a trade-off—a competitive economy is a 
fundamental driver of social and economic 
progress. 

To retain a successful economy and high levels 
of employment, it is vital that Scotland remains 
competitive within the UK and internationally. We 
must underpin our policy aims for Scotland with 
the overarching objective of making it an attractive 
place in which to live, work and invest. Despite the 
rhetoric that often surrounds debates about tax, 
the aim of a low-tax approach—I am talking here 
about direct taxes—is to foster the conditions in 
which jobs are created so that economic 
opportunities are as widely available as possible, 
which allows social aims to be met. 

Mike MacKenzie: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Cameron Buchanan: I do not think that I have 
time. 

I mentioned rhetoric as well as policy because it 
can play a large role in shaping the investment 
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climate that underpins our economy. I say that 
because it is particularly important in the run-up to 
more tax powers being devolved through the 
Scotland Bill that the political debate in Scotland is 
not centred on a competition to tax the most. To 
create the fair and prosperous country that we all 
want, a nuanced approach to policy making is 
required that understands when the Government 
should step back as well as when it should step in. 

Today’s debate has highlighted where social 
and economic challenges may lie ahead for 
Scotland, and it has pointed towards what can be 
done to address them. I also hope that we can 
draw on areas in which there has been substantial 
positive news—for example, increasing pay levels. 
However, we must recognise that more needs to 
be done. As more powers come to the Scottish 
Parliament, our approach should be to understand 
the context in which policies are made so that 
economic and social aims can be achieved not 
just because we legislate, but because we create 
the underlying conditions that allow them to be 
achieved. As Willie Rennie and others have said, 
the best way out of poverty is work. 

16:43 

The Minister for Housing and Welfare 
(Margaret Burgess): There are a couple of things 
that I want to say. It has been clear throughout the 
debate that there is considerable agreement 
across the chamber, particularly on the desire to 
reduce inequalities and to create a fairer and more 
prosperous country. That is a key priority for the 
Scottish Government. We will always do what we 
can, with the powers that we have, to reduce 
inequality, and we will do that with the powers that 
are coming our way. 

When Alex Rowley opened the debate, his 
remarks were an endorsement of our programme 
for government. There was very little that I could 
disagree with in what he said. 

Willie Rennie: The minister said that all the 
powers that will become available to the Scottish 
Government will be used. Does that mean that the 
Government intends to increase income tax? 

Margaret Burgess: I said that we will do 
everything that we can, with the powers that we 
have, to continue to address inequality. I think that 
the cabinet secretary answered that question 
earlier. What we have said—this might address 
Hugh Henry’s point—is that the powers that we 
currently have to increase income tax are such 
that we would have to increase it across all the 
bands, and the Scottish Government is strongly of 
the view that we do not wish to increase income 
tax for people at the lower-paid end of the scale. 
That is what we have said, and we will continue to 

say that. We are not going to increase the tax 
burden on the poorest-paid people in our country. 

Hugh Henry also made a couple of points about 
universalism. Of course it is not about having 
universalism across everything at all costs. I think 
that Mark McDonald made that very clear. Hugh 
Henry also said a couple of things that I absolutely 
disagree with. He said that people in his 
constituency are not benefiting from free 
prescriptions or from some of the other measures 
that the Scottish Government has taken. I can say 
quite categorically that in my constituency, which 
is a very— 

Hugh Henry: Will the minister take an 
intervention? 

Margaret Burgess: I will finish my point first. 
My constituency is a deprived area and I know that 
many people on very low incomes are benefiting 
from the free prescriptions policy. People on 
benefits always got free prescriptions—I know 
that—but people on low incomes benefit very 
much from the free prescriptions policy and they 
very much appreciate it. 

Hugh Henry: I thank the minister for taking the 
intervention. She is misquoting me. I did not say 
that people on low incomes do not get any benefit; 
I did not say that no one in my constituency is 
getting any benefit. I said that the very poorest 
people in my constituency have not received a 
single extra penny. That is true and it will be as 
true for the people in the same situation in the 
minister’s constituency. 

Margaret Burgess: Hugh Henry talked about 
measures and I will follow up on that. For 
example, the very poorest people in my 
constituency and—I am sure—in his constituency 
benefited from our policy on the bedroom tax. 
They have also benefited from the council tax 
reduction scheme in relation to charges. I am not 
going to get into a debate about who is poor and 
who is poorer. I think that our policies are helping 
to reduce inequality across Scotland and we will 
continue to promote such policies. 

Nanette Milne and Cameron Buchanan talked 
about supporting people into work. We all want to 
support people into work; it is an absolute priority 
and there is no disagreement from me that work is 
the best way to get people out of poverty. 
However, in many cases we need to support 
people into work. What we are getting from the UK 
Government in that regard is something at which 
we should all be outraged. The Cabinet Secretary 
for Fair Work, Skills and Training was involved in 
discussions today about what we are having 
devolved to us in 2017—a reduction of 87 per cent 
in work programme funding. That should worry all 
of us who want to support people into work. I hope 
that I have the support of the Labour Party in 
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saying that that is an absolute outrage. If Nanette 
Milne has any influence at all with George 
Osborne, she should certainly take that matter up 
with him because it is an absolute outrage. 

I will carry on with what I was saying about fair 
work and work practices. Work is absolutely the 
best way out of poverty. The real concern is about 
what we are seeing now, which is people who are 
in work but are also in poverty. That goes back to 
the point that the cabinet secretary made when he 
intervened on Cameron Buchanan: people in work 
are getting poorer because of Westminster 
policies and the Conservatives cannot hide from 
that. 

Across Scotland, in our fairer Scotland 
discussions, what we have heard is that income 
and wages are important to people, as well as 
workplace practices. We believe that a living wage 
makes sense both economically and socially. It is 
critical to the inclusive growth agenda and it is 
clearly set out in our economic strategy. Although 
we welcome the UK Government’s commitment to 
increasing the national minimum wage, it is not a 
living wage and it should not be called that. A 
living wage is a wage that is based on the cost of 
living and which people can actually live off. They 
cannot live off the national minimum wage. The 
UK Government is trying to say that what it is 
proposing is a living wage. It is not: it is an 
increase to the minimum wage. However, we 
welcome any increase to wages from anyone 
across the country. 

Since 2013-14, we have invested about 
£1.6 million a year in the living wage rate across 
the parts of the public sector in which the Scottish 
Government controls the pay bill. That approach 
has benefited about 3,000 workers each year. 

We are continuing to work towards encouraging 
more and more employers to sign up to the living 
wage. Recently I attended an event in my 
constituency at which an employer was 
announcing to its employees that it was becoming 
a living wage employer. To see the employees 
working out the difference that that could make to 
their lifestyles was quite encouraging. 

Alex Rowley: Does the minister accept, given 
that approximately 90 per cent of the money that 
goes into the social care sector is public sector 
money for public sector contracts, that the only 
way we will achieve payment of the living wage 
across the care sector is if the Government puts in 
the money to make it happen? 

Margaret Burgess: The Government is working 
with the Convention of Scottish Local Authorities 
and the care sector, and we are committed to 
encouraging and promoting the living wage, and to 
seeing it being paid across the sector. We have 
provided £12.5 million in 2015-16, as part of a 

tripartite arrangement with local authorities and 
care providers that is worth £25 million, to improve 
the quality of care that the sector provides. As part 
of our plan to retain and recruit people in the 
sector, part of the money that has been set aside 
for the integration of health and social care is to 
encourage local authorities and the care sector to 
work towards providing the living wage. 

We want to see every employer in Scotland 
paying the living wage. 

The Presiding Officer (Tricia Marwick): You 
need to wind up, minister. 

Margaret Burgess: I am going to wind up now. 

We heard a great endorsement of our housing 
policy from Alex Rowley at the start of the debate, 
so I do not need to mention that. I will end simply 
as I started, by saying that we will always use the 
powers that we have to reduce inequality across 
Scotland. That is at the core of all our policies and 
at the heart of what we do. We will continue to do 
that, working as a Government, using our current 
powers and any new powers that come to the 
Parliament. 

16:51 

Jenny Marra (North East Scotland) (Lab): It is 
my great pleasure to speak in support of the 
motion in Alex Rowley’s name and close the 
debate on behalf of the Labour Party. I start by 
welcoming my newest colleague, Lesley Brennan, 
to the chamber. It is a great privilege to represent 
North East Scotland, and I am sure that she will 
feel that privilege and joy as much as I do. 

The debate should unite every member in the 
chamber. It is an opportunity to put on record our 
shared ambition to use our Parliament to reduce 
poverty and inequality and our desire to work 
together to achieve that. There might be 
disagreement on which policies we should 
prioritise to meet the goal, but I do not doubt for 
one second the intentions of a single member of 
the Parliament with regard to our hope of making 
life better for people in our communities whose 
lives are blighted by economic poverty and the 
poverty of hope. 

Together we cannot—and should not—accept 
the inappropriate housing that many families have 
to make do with; the deep-rooted health 
inequalities that mean that some people will die 
years before others just because of their postcode; 
and a system that fails to realise the potential of so 
many young people on the basis of their family 
income and living circumstances. We should be 
united in striving to create better jobs and 
opportunities for those who rely on insecure and 
low-paid work, and we should be ready to mould a 
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compassionate and generous social security 
system for those who cannot work. 

We have debated work and the importance of 
work. I am committed to that; that is in the name of 
our party. We believe, as we always have done for 
the hundred years since the party was founded, in 
the dignity of work and the dignity that it affords 
people and their families. 

It has been interesting to hear the contributions 
from members on work. Stuart McMillan spoke 
about reindustrialising Scotland. I share that 
ambition, but how about we consider the reality of 
what has gone on over the past nine years? 

Stuart McMillan: Will the member give way? 

Mike MacKenzie: Will the member give way? 

Jenny Marra: How about the 750 renewables 
jobs that Alex Salmond promised to Dundee, not 
one of which has been delivered? How about the 
65,000 job losses in oil and gas, which Dennis 
Robertson does not see as a crisis? The SNP 
denied that there would be a problem in the oil and 
gas sector throughout the two years before the 
referendum. 

How about, in my community, the civil service 
jobs that were promised to Dundee, not one of 
which was delivered? Shona Robison made great 
play of that in opposition, but not one job has been 
delivered by her in government. How about the 
potential job losses from Mr Swinney’s local 
authority cuts, which my newest colleague, Lesley 
Brennan, estimates at 750 in Dundee alone? 

As a Parliament, we can build a society that 
ensures that those who can afford to pay their 
share do just that and that those who most need a 
helping hand get it. If poverty and inequality could 
be eradicated easily by our debates, they would 
have been abolished long ago. Sadly, overturning 
the deep-rooted poverty and inequalities that exist 
in our communities will take much more than that. 

Let there be no doubt that poverty and inequality 
exist today in Scotland. Just a few months ago, 
the First Minister had her picture taken with the 
Government’s poverty adviser, Naomi Eisenstadt, 
who has told us that living standards in our country 
remain flat and that levels of material child 
deprivation are increasing. With a Parliament 
united in our disgust at Scotland’s poverty, why 
have we not been able to do more to help those 
living with it? 

I agree that the UK Government must shoulder 
some of the blame. Its ideological pursuit of cuts, a 
smaller state and a harsh benefits regime has 
undone much of the progress on child and 
pensioner poverty that the previous Labour 
Government made. David Cameron talks of us all 
being in this together, yet his political priority is to 
cut inheritance tax for the wealthiest while the 

victims of welfare reform queue in food banks. His 
strategy for tackling child poverty is to alter the 
targets and not to change lives. 

No one believes that the humiliating poverty that 
exists in our communities is a recent development 
or that any First Minister could reverse decades of 
decline and deep-rooted inequality with one swish 
of their hand. However, with power over 
education, health, housing and job creation, the 
SNP Government should not be content just to 
blame the UK Government or accept the 
inevitability of unequal communities. 

Kevin Stewart: Will Ms Marra give way? 

Jenny Marra: The SNP has the power to 
change things for the better— 

Kevin Stewart rose— 

The Presiding Officer: Mr Stewart, the member 
is not giving way. 

Jenny Marra: The SNP is responsible for the 
choices that are made in the Scottish budget and 
now also for the scope of that budget. Malcolm 
Chisholm made a powerful plea to the SNP to 
consider its revenue powers. He pointed to the 
devastating cuts in local authorities, such as £80 
million in Edinburgh and £28 million in Dundee. 

Mark McDonald: Will the member give way? 

Jenny Marra: Apart from teachers, every 
council worker in my home city—thousands of 
them—has been sent a letter that offers voluntary 
redundancy. 

Mark McDonald: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Jenny Marra: I know that Mr McMillan will want 
to hear about this, as it is happening in his region. 

At the previous Scottish election, the 
Government told council workers that there would 
be no compulsory redundancies in local 
authorities, but it did not tell them that they would 
receive a polite letter on their desks that asked 
them to go quietly. Alex Neil says that the cut to 
council budgets is 2 per cent; the reality is that it is 
more than double that. His SNP MP colleagues 
are saying today that that is nothing to do with 
them. 

Alex Neil: If the Labour Party was in power, 
which taxes would it raise or which budgets would 
it cut so that local government could get more 
money, as the member allegedly wants? 

Jenny Marra: I am aghast that Alex Neil has 
asked that. We are the only party in the Parliament 
that has put it on record that we will raise tax to 
create more revenue for a fairer Scotland. 
[Interruption.] 

The Presiding Officer: Order. 
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Jenny Marra: So far—[Interruption.] 

Margaret Burgess: Will the member give way? 

Jenny Marra: Not if the intervention is as 
spurious as the last one. [Interruption.] 

The Presiding Officer: Order—let us hear Ms 
Marra. Settle down. 

Jenny Marra: So far, the Scottish Government 
has shied away from using the taxation system to 
fund— 

Alex Neil: On a point of order, Presiding Officer. 
I am sorry, but I did not quite catch what Jenny 
Marra said. Did she say that Labour would raise 
taxes this year? Which ones? 

The Presiding Officer: You have made your 
point, Mr Neil. 

Jenny Marra: I think that the minister heard 
exactly what I said. 

Presiding Officer, will you advise me how much 
time I have left? 

The Presiding Officer: You have three 
minutes. 

Jenny Marra: This First Minister has 
unprecedented powers. She likes to boast about 
her approval ratings, but she does not have a 
single redistributive policy to boast of. She wields 
power that is unprecedented in this country but 
becomes powerless when she is required to act, 
and instead blames Scotland’s problems on other 
people. 

This Government achieved a huge victory in 
2011 and with it came the power to reshape the 
country as it wished—what an opportunity and a 
privilege that was. We now have a First Minister 
with enough political capital to take the hard 
decisions that are needed to tackle poverty. As 
this five-year session draws to a close, those on 
the Government benches have cause to reflect on 
how they have used that mandate, and they may 
want to think on whether they could have done 
more and spent more time on tackling poverty and 
inequality. 

The past cannot be undone, but we can look 
ahead to the next session and the opportunity of a 
new Scottish Government with even more power 
to bring about change. What hope do we have of a 
First Minister after May who is brave enough to 
commit to tackling the poverty and inequality that 
shame Scotland, to make the case for why it is in 
all our interests to build a fairer and more equal 
society, and to gain a mandate for real action to 
end poverty and inequality? 

For too long, the Parliament has presided over 
poverty in our communities and, even worse, 

poverty of ambition and courage to change that. I 
hope that that will change in the next session. 
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Business Motions 

17:01 

The Presiding Officer (Tricia Marwick): The 
next item of business is consideration of business 
motion S4M-15298, in the name of Joe FitzPatrick, 
on behalf of the Parliamentary Bureau, which sets 
out a business programme. 

Motion moved, 

That the Parliament agrees the following programme of 
business— 

Tuesday 19 January 2016 

2.00 pm  Time for Reflection 

followed by  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

followed by  Topical Questions (if selected) 

followed by  Stage 3 Proceedings: Apologies 
(Scotland) Bill 

followed by  Public Petitions Committee Debate: 
Review of the Petitions Process 

followed by  Final Stage Debate: National Galleries 
of Scotland Bill 

followed by  Business Motions 

followed by  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

5.00 pm  Decision Time 

followed by  Members’ Business 

Wednesday 20 January 2016 

2.00 pm  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

2.00 pm  Portfolio Questions 
Infrastructure, Investment and Cities; 
Culture, Europe and External Affairs  

followed by  Independent and Scottish Green Party 
Business 

followed by  Business Motions 

followed by  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

5.00 pm  Decision Time 

followed by  Members’ Business 

Thursday 21 January 2016 

11.40 am  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

11.40 am  General Questions 

12.00 pm  First Minister’s Questions 

12.30 pm  Members’ Business 

2.30 pm  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

2.30 pm  Stage 1 Debate: Private Housing 
(Tenancies) (Scotland) Bill 

followed by  Scottish Government Debate: 
Celebrating the Success of Scotland’s 
Young People and Youth Work 

followed by  Financial Resolution: Private Housing 
(Tenancies) (Scotland) Bill 

followed by  Business Motions 

followed by  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

5.00 pm  Decision Time 

Tuesday 26 January 2016 

2.00 pm  Time for Reflection 

followed by  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

followed by  Topical Questions (if selected) 

followed by  Scottish Government Debate 

followed by  Business Motions 

followed by  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

5.00 pm  Decision Time 

followed by  Members’ Business 

Wednesday 27 January 2016 

2.00 pm  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

2.00 pm  Portfolio Questions 
Education and Lifelong Learning 

followed by  Scottish Government Business 

followed by  Business Motions 

followed by  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

5.00 pm  Decision Time 

followed by  Members’ Business 

Thursday 28 January 2016 

11.40 am  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

11.40 am  General Questions 

12.00 pm  First Minister’s Questions 

12.30 pm  Members’ Business 

2.30 pm  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

2.30 pm  Stage 3 Proceedings: Succession 
(Scotland) Bill 

followed by  Business Motions 

followed by  Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

5.00 pm  Decision Time—[Joe FitzPatrick.] 

Motion agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next item of 
business is consideration of business motions 
S4M-15293 to S4M-15297, which set out 
timetables for various bills. 

Motions moved, 

That the Parliament agrees that the deadline for 
consideration of the Abusive Behaviour and Sexual Harm 
(Scotland) Bill at stage 1 be extended to 29 January 2016. 

That the Parliament agrees that the deadline for 
consideration of the Footway Parking and Double Parking 
(Scotland) Bill at stage 1 be extended to 4 March 2016. 

That the Parliament agrees that consideration of the 
Land Reform (Scotland) Bill at stage 2 be completed by 26 
February 2016. 

That the Parliament agrees that consideration of the 
Lobbying (Scotland) Bill at stage 2 be completed by 12 
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February 2016. 

That the Parliament agrees that consideration of the 
Scottish Elections (Dates) Bill at stage 2 be completed by 
29 January 2016.—[Joe FitzPatrick.] 

Motions agreed to. 

Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

17:02 

The Presiding Officer (Tricia Marwick): The 
next item of business is consideration of 
Parliamentary Bureau motions S4M-15299 and 
S4M-15300, on the approval of Scottish statutory 
instruments. 

Motions moved, 

That the Parliament agrees that the General Dental 
Council (Fitness to Practise etc.) Order 2015 [draft] be 
approved. 

That the Parliament agrees that the Public Appointments 
and Public Bodies etc. (Scotland) Act 2003 (Treatment of 
Community Justice Scotland as Specified Authority) Order 
2016 [draft] be approved.—[Joe FitzPatrick.] 

The Presiding Officer: The questions on the 
motions will be put at decision time. 
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Decision Time 

17:03 

The Presiding Officer (Tricia Marwick): There 
are five questions to be put as a result of today’s 
business. The first question is, that amendment 
S4M-15290.4, in the name of Alex Neil, which 
seeks to amend motion S4M-15290, in the name 
of Alex Rowley, on achieving social and economic 
success for all of Scotland, be agreed to. Are we 
agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

For 

Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP)  
Adamson, Clare (Central Scotland) (SNP)  
Allan, Dr Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP)  
Allard, Christian (North East Scotland) (SNP)  
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab)  
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)  
Baxter, Jayne (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)  
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab)  
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North and Musselburgh) (SNP)  
Biagi, Marco (Edinburgh Central) (SNP)  
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab)  
Boyack, Sarah (Lothian) (Lab)  
Brennan, Lesley (North East Scotland) (Lab)  
Brodie, Chic (South Scotland) (SNP)  
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP)  
Burgess, Margaret (Cunninghame South) (SNP)  
Campbell, Aileen (Clydesdale) (SNP)  
Campbell, Roderick (North East Fife) (SNP)  
Chisholm, Malcolm (Edinburgh Northern and Leith) (Lab)  
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP)  
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP)  
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP)  
Dey, Graeme (Angus South) (SNP)  
Don, Nigel (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP)  
Doris, Bob (Glasgow) (SNP)  
Dornan, James (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP)  
Dugdale, Kezia (Lothian) (Lab)  
Eadie, Jim (Edinburgh Southern) (SNP)  
Ewing, Annabelle (Mid Scotland and Fife) (SNP)  
Ewing, Fergus (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP)  
Fabiani, Linda (East Kilbride) (SNP)  
Fee, Mary (West Scotland) (Lab)  
Ferguson, Patricia (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (Lab)  
Finnie, John (Highlands and Islands) (Ind)  
FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee City West) (SNP)  
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP)  
Gibson, Rob (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (SNP)  
Grant, Rhoda (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)  
Gray, Iain (East Lothian) (Lab)  
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green)  
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP)  
Hilton, Cara (Dunfermline) (Lab)  
Hyslop, Fiona (Linlithgow) (SNP)  
Ingram, Adam (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) (SNP)  
Johnstone, Alison (Lothian) (Green)  
Keir, Colin (Edinburgh Western) (SNP)  
Kelly, James (Rutherglen) (Lab)  
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP)  
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP)  
Lyle, Richard (Central Scotland) (SNP)  
MacAskill, Kenny (Edinburgh Eastern) (SNP)  
MacDonald, Angus (Falkirk East) (SNP)  

Macdonald, Lewis (North East Scotland) (Lab)  
Macintosh, Ken (Eastwood) (Lab)  
Mackay, Derek (Renfrewshire North and West) (SNP)  
MacKenzie, Mike (Highlands and Islands) (SNP)  
Marra, Jenny (North East Scotland) (Lab)  
Martin, Paul (Glasgow Provan) (Lab)  
Mason, John (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP)  
Matheson, Michael (Falkirk West) (SNP)  
Maxwell, Stewart (West Scotland) (SNP)  
McAlpine, Joan (South Scotland) (SNP)  
McCulloch, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Lab)  
McDonald, Mark (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP)  
McDougall, Margaret (West Scotland) (Lab)  
McKelvie, Christina (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse) 
(SNP)  
McLeod, Aileen (South Scotland) (SNP)  
McLeod, Fiona (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (SNP)  
McMahon, Michael (Uddingston and Bellshill) (Lab)  
McMahon, Siobhan (Central Scotland) (Lab)  
McMillan, Stuart (West Scotland) (SNP)  
McTaggart, Anne (Glasgow) (Lab)  
Murray, Elaine (Dumfriesshire) (Lab)  
Neil, Alex (Airdrie and Shotts) (SNP)  
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP)  
Pearson, Graeme (South Scotland) (Lab)  
Pentland, John (Motherwell and Wishaw) (Lab)  
Robertson, Dennis (Aberdeenshire West) (SNP)  
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (SNP)  
Rowley, Alex (Cowdenbeath) (Lab)  
Russell, Michael (Argyll and Bute) (SNP)  
Smith, Drew (Glasgow) (Lab)  
Smith, Elaine (Coatbridge and Chryston) (Lab)  
Stevenson, Stewart (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP)  
Stewart, David (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)  
Stewart, Kevin (Aberdeen Central) (SNP)  
Thompson, Dave (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch) (SNP)  
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP)  
Urquhart, Jean (Highlands and Islands) (Ind)  
Watt, Maureen (Aberdeen South and North Kincardine) 
(SNP)  
Wheelhouse, Paul (South Scotland) (SNP)  
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP)  
Wilson, John (Central Scotland) (Ind)  
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow) (SNP)  

Against 

Brown, Gavin (Lothian) (Con)  
Buchanan, Cameron (Lothian) (Con)  
Carlaw, Jackson (West Scotland) (Con)  
Fergusson, Alex (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con)  
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)  
Goldie, Annabel (West Scotland) (Con)  
Hume, Jim (South Scotland) (LD)  
Johnstone, Alex (North East Scotland) (Con)  
Lamont, John (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Con)  
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD)  
McGrigor, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con)  
McInnes, Alison (North East Scotland) (LD)  
Milne, Nanette (North East Scotland) (Con)  
Rennie, Willie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (LD)  
Scanlon, Mary (Highlands and Islands) (Con)  
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con)  
Scott, Tavish (Shetland Islands) (LD)  
Smith, Liz (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the 
division is: For 94, Against 18, Abstentions 0. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that amendment S4M-15290.3, in the name of 



75  13 JANUARY 2016  76 
 

 

Nanette Milne, which seeks to amend motion 
S4M-15290, in the name of Alex Rowley, on 
achieving social and economic success for all of 
Scotland, be agreed to. Are we agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

For 

Brown, Gavin (Lothian) (Con) 
Buchanan, Cameron (Lothian) (Con) 
Carlaw, Jackson (West Scotland) (Con) 
Fergusson, Alex (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Goldie, Annabel (West Scotland) (Con) 
Johnstone, Alex (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Lamont, John (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Con) 
McGrigor, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Milne, Nanette (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Scanlon, Mary (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con) 
Smith, Liz (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 

Against 

Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adamson, Clare (Central Scotland) (SNP) 
Allan, Dr Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP) 
Allard, Christian (North East Scotland) (SNP) 
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab) 
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Baxter, Jayne (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North and Musselburgh) (SNP) 
Biagi, Marco (Edinburgh Central) (SNP) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Boyack, Sarah (Lothian) (Lab) 
Brennan, Lesley (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Brodie, Chic (South Scotland) (SNP) 
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP) 
Burgess, Margaret (Cunninghame South) (SNP) 
Campbell, Aileen (Clydesdale) (SNP) 
Campbell, Roderick (North East Fife) (SNP) 
Chisholm, Malcolm (Edinburgh Northern and Leith) (Lab) 
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP) 
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP) 
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP) 
Dey, Graeme (Angus South) (SNP) 
Don, Nigel (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP) 
Doris, Bob (Glasgow) (SNP) 
Dornan, James (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP) 
Dugdale, Kezia (Lothian) (Lab) 
Eadie, Jim (Edinburgh Southern) (SNP) 
Ewing, Annabelle (Mid Scotland and Fife) (SNP) 
Ewing, Fergus (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP) 
Fabiani, Linda (East Kilbride) (SNP) 
Fee, Mary (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Ferguson, Patricia (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (Lab) 
Finnie, John (Highlands and Islands) (Ind) 
FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee City West) (SNP) 
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP) 
Gibson, Rob (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (SNP) 
Grant, Rhoda (Highlands and Islands) (Lab) 
Gray, Iain (East Lothian) (Lab) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP) 
Hilton, Cara (Dunfermline) (Lab) 
Hume, Jim (South Scotland) (LD) 
Hyslop, Fiona (Linlithgow) (SNP) 
Ingram, Adam (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) (SNP) 
Johnstone, Alison (Lothian) (Green) 
Keir, Colin (Edinburgh Western) (SNP) 

Kelly, James (Rutherglen) (Lab) 
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP) 
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP) 
Lyle, Richard (Central Scotland) (SNP) 
MacAskill, Kenny (Edinburgh Eastern) (SNP) 
MacDonald, Angus (Falkirk East) (SNP) 
Macdonald, Lewis (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Macintosh, Ken (Eastwood) (Lab) 
Mackay, Derek (Renfrewshire North and West) (SNP) 
MacKenzie, Mike (Highlands and Islands) (SNP) 
Marra, Jenny (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Martin, Paul (Glasgow Provan) (Lab) 
Mason, John (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP) 
Matheson, Michael (Falkirk West) (SNP) 
Maxwell, Stewart (West Scotland) (SNP) 
McAlpine, Joan (South Scotland) (SNP) 
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD) 
McCulloch, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Lab) 
McDonald, Mark (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP) 
McDougall, Margaret (West Scotland) (Lab) 
McInnes, Alison (North East Scotland) (LD) 
McKelvie, Christina (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse) 
(SNP) 
McLeod, Aileen (South Scotland) (SNP) 
McLeod, Fiona (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (SNP) 
McMahon, Michael (Uddingston and Bellshill) (Lab) 
McMahon, Siobhan (Central Scotland) (Lab) 
McMillan, Stuart (West Scotland) (SNP) 
McTaggart, Anne (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Murray, Elaine (Dumfriesshire) (Lab) 
Neil, Alex (Airdrie and Shotts) (SNP) 
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
Pearson, Graeme (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Pentland, John (Motherwell and Wishaw) (Lab) 
Rennie, Willie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (LD) 
Robertson, Dennis (Aberdeenshire West) (SNP) 
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (SNP) 
Rowley, Alex (Cowdenbeath) (Lab) 
Russell, Michael (Argyll and Bute) (SNP) 
Scott, Tavish (Shetland Islands) (LD) 
Smith, Drew (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Smith, Elaine (Coatbridge and Chryston) (Lab) 
Stevenson, Stewart (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP) 
Stewart, David (Highlands and Islands) (Lab) 
Stewart, Kevin (Aberdeen Central) (SNP) 
Thompson, Dave (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch) (SNP) 
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP) 
Urquhart, Jean (Highlands and Islands) (Ind) 
Watt, Maureen (Aberdeen South and North Kincardine) 
(SNP) 
Wheelhouse, Paul (South Scotland) (SNP) 
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP) 
Wilson, John (Central Scotland) (Ind) 
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow) (SNP) 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the 
division is: For 13, Against 99, Abstentions 0. 

Amendment disagreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that motion S4M-15290, in the name of Alex 
Rowley, on achieving social and economic 
success for all of Scotland, as amended, be 
agreed to. Are we agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

For 
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Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adamson, Clare (Central Scotland) (SNP) 
Allan, Dr Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP) 
Allard, Christian (North East Scotland) (SNP) 
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab) 
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Baxter, Jayne (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North and Musselburgh) (SNP) 
Biagi, Marco (Edinburgh Central) (SNP) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Boyack, Sarah (Lothian) (Lab) 
Brennan, Lesley (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Brodie, Chic (South Scotland) (SNP) 
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP) 
Burgess, Margaret (Cunninghame South) (SNP) 
Campbell, Aileen (Clydesdale) (SNP) 
Campbell, Roderick (North East Fife) (SNP) 
Chisholm, Malcolm (Edinburgh Northern and Leith) (Lab) 
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP) 
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP) 
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP) 
Dey, Graeme (Angus South) (SNP) 
Don, Nigel (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP) 
Doris, Bob (Glasgow) (SNP) 
Dornan, James (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP) 
Dugdale, Kezia (Lothian) (Lab) 
Eadie, Jim (Edinburgh Southern) (SNP) 
Ewing, Annabelle (Mid Scotland and Fife) (SNP) 
Ewing, Fergus (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP) 
Fabiani, Linda (East Kilbride) (SNP) 
Fee, Mary (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Ferguson, Patricia (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (Lab) 
Finnie, John (Highlands and Islands) (Ind) 
FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee City West) (SNP) 
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP) 
Gibson, Rob (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (SNP) 
Grant, Rhoda (Highlands and Islands) (Lab) 
Gray, Iain (East Lothian) (Lab) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP) 
Hilton, Cara (Dunfermline) (Lab) 
Hyslop, Fiona (Linlithgow) (SNP) 
Ingram, Adam (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) (SNP) 
Johnstone, Alison (Lothian) (Green) 
Keir, Colin (Edinburgh Western) (SNP) 
Kelly, James (Rutherglen) (Lab) 
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP) 
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP) 
Lyle, Richard (Central Scotland) (SNP) 
MacAskill, Kenny (Edinburgh Eastern) (SNP) 
MacDonald, Angus (Falkirk East) (SNP) 
Macdonald, Lewis (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Macintosh, Ken (Eastwood) (Lab) 
Mackay, Derek (Renfrewshire North and West) (SNP) 
MacKenzie, Mike (Highlands and Islands) (SNP) 
Marra, Jenny (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Martin, Paul (Glasgow Provan) (Lab) 
Mason, John (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP) 
Matheson, Michael (Falkirk West) (SNP) 
Maxwell, Stewart (West Scotland) (SNP) 
McAlpine, Joan (South Scotland) (SNP) 
McCulloch, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Lab) 
McDonald, Mark (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP) 
McDougall, Margaret (West Scotland) (Lab) 
McKelvie, Christina (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse) 
(SNP) 
McLeod, Aileen (South Scotland) (SNP) 
McLeod, Fiona (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (SNP) 
McMahon, Michael (Uddingston and Bellshill) (Lab) 
McMahon, Siobhan (Central Scotland) (Lab) 
McMillan, Stuart (West Scotland) (SNP) 

McTaggart, Anne (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Murray, Elaine (Dumfriesshire) (Lab) 
Neil, Alex (Airdrie and Shotts) (SNP) 
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
Pearson, Graeme (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Pentland, John (Motherwell and Wishaw) (Lab) 
Robertson, Dennis (Aberdeenshire West) (SNP) 
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (SNP) 
Rowley, Alex (Cowdenbeath) (Lab) 
Russell, Michael (Argyll and Bute) (SNP) 
Smith, Drew (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Smith, Elaine (Coatbridge and Chryston) (Lab) 
Stevenson, Stewart (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP) 
Stewart, David (Highlands and Islands) (Lab) 
Stewart, Kevin (Aberdeen Central) (SNP) 
Thompson, Dave (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch) (SNP) 
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP) 
Urquhart, Jean (Highlands and Islands) (Ind) 
Watt, Maureen (Aberdeen South and North Kincardine) 
(SNP) 
Wheelhouse, Paul (South Scotland) (SNP) 
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP) 
Wilson, John (Central Scotland) (Ind) 
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow) (SNP) 

Against 

Brown, Gavin (Lothian) (Con) 
Buchanan, Cameron (Lothian) (Con) 
Carlaw, Jackson (West Scotland) (Con) 
Fergusson, Alex (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Goldie, Annabel (West Scotland) (Con) 
Hume, Jim (South Scotland) (LD) 
Johnstone, Alex (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Lamont, John (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Con) 
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD) 
McGrigor, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
McInnes, Alison (North East Scotland) (LD) 
Milne, Nanette (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Rennie, Willie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (LD) 
Scanlon, Mary (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con) 
Scott, Tavish (Shetland Islands) (LD) 
Smith, Liz (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the 
division is: For 94, Against 18, Abstentions 0. 

Motion, as amended, agreed to, 

That the Parliament believes that current levels of 
poverty and inequality are of great concern and commits to 
using the full powers at its disposal to achieve the social 
and economic success that all of Scotland needs, and, in 
doing so, agrees that universal benefits such as free 
prescriptions, free tuition, concessionary fares for older and 
disabled people, free personal care and free school meals 
are all essential to tackling poverty and inequality 
effectively, as is the reversal of the damaging cuts to social 
security benefits and tax credits being imposed by the UK 
Government on Scotland’s most vulnerable citizens against 
the stated wishes of the Scottish people. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that motion S4M-15299, in the name of Joe 
FitzPatrick, on approval of a Scottish statutory 
instrument, be agreed to. 

Motion agreed to, 
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That the Parliament agrees that the General Dental 
Council (Fitness to Practise etc.) Order 2015 [draft] be 
approved. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that motion S4M-15300, in the name of Joe 
FitzPatrick, on approval of a Scottish statutory 
instrument, be agreed to. 

Motion agreed to, 

That the Parliament agrees that the Public Appointments 
and Public Bodies etc. (Scotland) Act 2003 (Treatment of 
Community Justice Scotland as Specified Authority) Order 
2016 [draft] be approved. 

Caledonian Sleeper (National 
Union of Rail, Maritime and 
Transport Workers Strike) 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Elaine Smith): 
The final item of business today is a members’ 
business debate on motion S4M-15202, in the 
name of Alex Rowley, on the National Union of 
Rail, Maritime and Transport Workers strike over 
Caledonian sleeper concerns. The debate will be 
concluded without any question being put. 

Motion debated, 

That the Parliament notes that RMT members working on 
the Caledonian Sleeper service are in dispute with the new 
operator, Serco, and have voted by nine to one for both 
strike action and action short of a strike; understands that 
Serco has failed to address numerous defects with the 
Caledonian Sleeper rolling stock despite lengthy talks 
between RMT negotiators and Serco management and that 
this failure has led to the resounding vote for action by RMT 
members; acknowledges that RMT’s health and welfare 
concerns surrounding the Caledonian Sleeper rolling stock 
include smoke detectors being disconnected, toilets being 
inoperable, lighting and heating systems not working, air 
conditioning problems throughout the summer, no hot water 
in some coaches for hand washing purposes, water boilers 
not working, which means that staff must carry boiling 
water through coaches while the train is moving, pungent 
smells from toilets, an issue with batteries under some 
coaches also releasing a strong smell, loss of power in 
coaches during journeys, which means staff have to find 
alternative accommodation during the night for irate 
passengers and serious problems with a number of wheel 
flats, which has led to some services being completely 
cancelled and passengers being bussed from Scotland to 
London, and believes that RMT has identified over 200 
defects with the Caledonian Sleeper rolling stock and that 
Serco’s failure to resolve these issues demonstrates that a 
below acceptable standard of service is being provided to 
members of the public across Scotland, including those 
from the Cowdenbeath constituency. 

17:08 

Alex Rowley (Cowdenbeath) (Lab): When I 
read that the RMT members who work on the 
Caledonian sleeper were going on strike, I was 
interested to see what the problem was. As 
someone who has worked and lived in London 
and used the sleeper fairly regularly, I am aware of 
the importance of the sleeper service to people in 
Scotland who go to and from London, and indeed 
to the Scottish economy. I wanted to find out 
exactly what was going on. 

To the credit of the workers on the sleeper, they 
raised issues that astonished me. I was astounded 
to see that such a major means of transport and 
vital artery of Scottish infrastructure has been left 
to operate with numerous defects that the new 
operator, Serco, has failed to address. Looking 
into it further, I found that the working conditions 
for RMT workers on the Caledonian sleeper were 
of serious concern. The health and welfare of 
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workers should be the utmost priority of every 
employer, and there is never a justifiable excuse 
for letting such concerns take a back seat. 

The RMT has identified more than 200 faults 
with the rolling stock that is being operated by 
Serco, including smoke detectors that have been 
disconnected, toilets that are inoperable, lighting 
and heating systems that are not working, a lack 
of hot water in some coaches, air conditioning 
problems throughout the summer and a multitude 
of other serious defects. The result of those faults 
is difficult working conditions and a failure by the 
rail operator to provide acceptable levels of 
service for passengers. 

The total Scottish Government expenditure on 
tendering the sleeper and ScotRail contracts was 
more than £13.5 million—money that could have 
been reinvested in reducing passenger fares and 
providing services. I echo the sentiments of the 
RMT’s general secretary, Mick Cash, who said: 

“This is yet another example of Serco winning public 
sector contracts and failing to deliver for the tax payer, 
passengers and staff.” 

If the Scottish Government is committed to the 
process, serious consideration must be given to 
addressing the issues that arise from it. It would 
be extremely useful for the Scottish Government 
to commit to raising the RMT’s safety concerns at 
its next franchise performance meeting with Serco 
Caledonian Sleepers, which will take place later 
this month. 

The Minister for Transport and Islands 
(Derek Mackay): In a spirit of helpfulness, I ask 
whether Mr Rowley is aware that, through the 
Advisory, Conciliation and Arbitration Service, 
there were constructive talks yesterday between 
the RMT and Serco that have progressed a 
number of matters that will, I am sure, feature in 
his speech. 

Alex Rowley: I was aware that discussions 
were due to take place again yesterday, through 
ACAS, and I hope that a further strike can be 
avoided. As I said, all credit is due to the workers 
on these services who are losing money by taking 
strike action to highlight what should be a concern 
for the public right across Scotland as well as a 
major concern for the Government. It is important 
that the talks continue. I have not been made 
aware of the outcome of the latest talks, but I 
welcome it if those talks are making progress. It is 
important to have this debate so that the company 
knows that the Parliament is concerned about the 
problems that have arisen. 

It is also important to raise the concerns that the 
RMT has repeatedly expressed over the inclusion 
of an indemnity clause in rail franchising 
agreements. It claims that that merely serves to 
undermine industrial relations. The Scottish 

Government should be committed to addressing 
the concerns of a recognised trade union and the 
negative impacts that the terms of a public 
franchise agreement are having on its members. 
The means by which the franchise agreement 
currently operates do not give rise to meaningful 
negotiation when matters of dispute arise. If the 
Scottish Government insists on awarding public 
contracts to private train operating companies, 
more must be done to alleviate the tensions that 
are being caused through poor terms and 
conditions, which allow operators to benefit 
through not engaging fully in the industrial 
relations process. 

At this stage, I feel that it is absolutely 
necessary for the Scottish Government to meet 
RMT officials to fully examine the serious 
concerns that they have raised and to work 
together to find a way forward. Even given the 
progress that has been made, a meeting between 
the Scottish Government and RMT 
representatives of the workers on the Caledonian 
sleeper is important. A crucial public service—the 
Caledonia sleeper—is suffering through poor 
operation, and the Scottish Government should 
feel obliged to do all that it can to find a resolution 
to the issues and work with the RMT and Serco to 
alleviate the industrial relations problems. 

The sleeper is an historic asset to the United 
Kingdom that has operated since the 1870s to 
connect London and Scotland, and it is shameful 
to read about the faults and insufficiencies that are 
being experienced today in such a service. We 
should be proud of our history of rail invention and 
development. The first ever railway journey took 
place in the UK, and our design and technological 
advancement was exported all over the world. The 
steam engine was invented in Scotland and the 
steam locomotive invented in England, so we have 
a shared history of globally recognised success in 
the field of rail transportation.  

The Caledonian sleeper service embodies that 
shared connection—a rail service joining London 
and Scotland. It is important that we take seriously 
the concerns that have been raised. It is also 
important that, as parliamentarians we call for the 
very best service. I am aware that investment is 
planned to take place over the next 18 months to 
two years, but it is absolutely clear that the state in 
which the carriages are being run is not 
acceptable. Furthermore, given the workers’ 
conditions and, indeed, the service on offer, we 
cannot wait that time. I hope that we will hear from 
the minister that he also takes those matters 
seriously, and that he will take action to address 
them. 
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17:15 

Chic Brodie (South Scotland) (SNP): I 
welcome Alex Rowley’s debate. My overriding 
interest is not just our customers but the 
employees, the company and, importantly, our 
reputation for national efficiency, service and 
transport. 

If the Presiding Officer will indulge me, I will look 
at where we have been, where we are and, as 
important, where we are going. There was no 
doubt that the sleeper service had to be upgraded. 
As far back as October 2012, in its sixth report of 
that year, the cross-party Infrastructure and 
Capital Investment Committee emphasised that 
the renewal of the passenger rail franchise was 
essential. Of course, the sleeper service was a 
part of that and we welcomed the commitment of 
both the UK and Scottish Governments to upgrade 
it. 

In 2012, the Scottish Government announced 
that the service would be franchised, as we know, 
to run for 15 years from mid-2015. Importantly, it 
was stated that a total of £100 million would be 
invested in new and additional rolling stock. Part of 
the franchise was that the franchisee had to 
commit to replacing the mark 2 and mark 3 rolling 
stock by 2018. As we know, that will take time, but 
we cannot gainsay that it was absolutely right for 
staff to highlight concerns of guests facing defects, 
whether there were 200 or 160 of them.  

Those two aspects—the replacement of the 
rolling stock and the current situation—coincide to 
suggest that there has been a lack of investment. 
New capital investment and regular maintenance 
should have been a feature earlier on, hence the 
need for an upgrade. Although the defects have 
been raised, I believe that no health and safety 
rules have been infringed. Of course, due 
diligence of the vehicles’ condition was required 
and, indeed, improvement was a condition of the 
invitation to tender.  

That said, the question is what the company’s 
response to the problems was. In my many years 
of management, I always tried to be responsive to 
employee issues favourably raised, rather than 
enduring action that ultimately affects the 
employees, the company and its customers.  

It is better for both employee and employer 
representatives to sit down together—separately 
or, as we heard, with ACAS, which they did 
yesterday. I hope that that will lead to an amicable 
solution being achieved or, at the least, a process 
on how to move forward not just to itemise the 
issues but to agree a programme of resolution. I 
understand that that is happening, or that it 
certainly will happen due to employee involvement 
and management openness.  

Carriages will be released for reliability 
improvement work, 12 additional Alstom 
employees will be in post to support fleet 
maintenance, fitters will be deployed to cover train 
departures at key stations and there will be 
additional folk on the old mark 2 lounge cars, the 
oldest vehicles in the fleet. I am also advised that 
the replacement of higher-end vehicles for the 
mark 2 has been covered to ensure resilience. 

On that basis, I am sure that, until the new 
vehicles are in place—I am sure that we all wish 
that that could be tomorrow—by working on the 
issues together, resolving them and focusing on 
issues such as air conditioning and fire alarms, we 
can build on the public performance measure and 
right-time marginal improved performance, as 
there was an improvement in performance in 
period 8 in 2015 on a year-on-year comparison, 
and induce greater sleeper performance in the 
interests of increased passenger traffic, which 
Alex Rowley indicated he wishes to see. 

17:20 

John Finnie (Highlands and Islands) (Ind): I 
congratulate Alex Rowley on lodging an important 
motion, and I want to make two declarations. First, 
I declare my membership of the RMT 
parliamentary group, which I am very privileged to 
be part of. Secondly, my office is based in the 
iconically named Highland rail house and our 
immediate neighbour bar one is the Caledonian 
sleeper service. Indeed, I relatively frequently 
meet the managing director of that service, Mr 
Peter Strachan. I am happy to go on the record as 
saying that he is a very straight-talking and 
engaging guy, who certainly resolved a couple of 
issues that I took to him. I know that there was a 
conscious decision to base the service in the 
Highlands, and I absolutely commend its 
procurement policy. 

Peter Strachan has told me that he is a 
railwayman through and through. He formerly 
worked for British Rail, and he has said on the 
internet that he is 

“Leading the Serco team responsible for transforming the 
Sleeper service into an outstanding hospitality service that 
is emblematic of the best of Scotland.” 

The managing director knows the transformation 
that I want. I want the entire rail network to be 
viewed as a public asset that serves the public, 
and I understand that the majority of the public 
want that, too. 

We know, for instance, that the east coast 
service has failed twice under private franchise. It 
was a success when it was run by the state. We 
might have seen that as a model to be rolled out 
across the various franchises, but Mr Cameron 
saw that as an opportunity to make further profit 
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for his friends, of course. There are break clauses 
in all those contracts, and I hope that they are 
utilised at some point. In the meantime, I want the 
service to be a success. Like many, I have no 
regard for Serco or its working practices, but I 
certainly want the service to be a success. That 
will be a challenge because of the rolling stock. 

I am grateful for the RMT’s briefing, as I am sure 
other members are. That briefing highlights the 
public money that is connected to private rail. 

Due to rail works in my native Lochaber in the 
very near future, the sleeper will go to Oban. That 
is not just an opportunity to provide a service to 
the west Highlands; it is perhaps an opportunity to 
apply a different service. It is a great opportunity 
for Argyll and the isles. As many have said, the 
journey is iconic. However, I am trying to envisage 
that iconic journey 

“that is emblematic of the best of Scotland” 

if I cannot go to the toilet, if the air quality is poor—
air quality is a very important issue—and if there 
are staff going about carrying boiling water. What 
assessment is being done of that? I am trying to 
envisage the journey if there is a pungent smell 
from the toilets. The catalogue of faults should be 
addressed as a matter of urgency. 

Serco is certainly to be commended for 
engaging in talks some months ago, but the proof 
of the pudding is in the eating. I am delighted that 
ACAS is involved. 

The issues seem to be fundamental, and I 
would not have thought that anyone would take 
issue with their resolution. They seem to be 
fundamental to any public service, let alone one 
that we put forward as “emblematic”. 

There is some substance to the suggestion that 
the inclusion of indemnity clauses encourages the 
train operating companies not to engage 
meaningfully. People may very well be concerned 
about the role that that plays in industrial relations. 

I commend the role of the RMT. Health and 
safety, the safety of workers at their work and the 
safety of the public who are served should 
absolutely be at the front and centre of everything 
that we do. I hope that Serco will recognise the 
importance of health and safety in train operations, 
that it will engage meaningfully in talks, and that 
the Scottish Government will play its part in the 
process, as public money is connected with this. I 
am sure that the minister would want that to be 
properly disbursed. 

I hope that the matters are fully addressed. It is 
important to say that the concerns have been 
legitimately raised, and they should be legitimately 
addressed. 

17:24 

Alex Johnstone (North East Scotland) (Con): 
I thank Alex Rowley for bringing this matter before 
Parliament. The Caledonian sleeper service is 
perhaps seen by some who think that they live in 
the jet age as a relic of a bygone time. The fact is 
that many people—especially those in the north of 
Scotland—rely on it to give them a service that will 
take them to London overnight and bring them 
home in the same way. For that reason, 
regardless of how traditional its appearance is, the 
service is vital in the peripheral areas of Scotland. 

It is therefore important that we recognise that 
the service must be preserved—that should be 
one of our priorities. To that end, the UK 
Government pre-emptively offered £50 million for 
refurbishing the service, with the condition that the 
Scottish Government would match that funding. As 
a result, £100 million is waiting to be spent on 
refurbishing the trains and replacing some rolling 
stock. That money needs to be spent as soon as 
possible, and the schedule allows us to do that in 
reasonable time. However, it is important that the 
quality of the service is increased. 

The nature of the service is such that it is 
important to many, but the problems that Alex 
Rowley outlined in his motion and during his 
speech tell us that the service is not operating as it 
should. For that reason, we should all be 
concerned. However, I am concerned that the 
problems have resulted in industrial action, 
because that indicates a failure somewhere in the 
process. 

The franchise agreement makes it squarely the 
Scottish Government’s responsibility to ensure 
that enforcement takes place and that the 
standards that were discussed when the franchise 
was eventually agreed are held to. If those 
standards are not being maintained, it is the 
Scottish Government’s responsibility to properly 
police the agreement. If that option has been 
exhausted, industrial action can from my 
standpoint be understood, if perhaps not justified. 

We heard in the intervention from the Minister 
for Transport and Islands that discussions have 
taken place and that progress has been made. I 
look forward to hearing more about that, perhaps 
in the minister’s closing speech. However, I still 
believe that it is the job of the Government, not the 
trade union, to ensure that enforcement takes 
place. 

Another thing that worries me about strike action 
is the effect that it might have on the service. The 
service will always be marginal, which is why so 
much Government support goes into ensuring that 
it continues. Over the years, rumours have often 
circulated that the service will be terminated, but 
that has never happened, because Government 
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understands the service’s significance and 
importance. 

The problems that we have heard about tonight 
will inevitably discourage passengers from using 
the service, but I suggest that strike action, which 
is perhaps unnecessary— 

John Finnie: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Alex Johnstone: Yes, briefly. 

John Finnie: I am grateful that the member 
mentioned the problems. Does he agree that it is 
failure to resolve the fundamental issues—such as 
toilets not working and problems with the air 
conditioning—that will dissuade people, rather 
than discussion about the resolution of those 
problems? 

Alex Johnstone: Indeed, but the Government 
should have the whip hand in ensuring that the 
work is done and done quickly. Surely it is within 
the terms of the franchise agreement—perhaps 
the minister will tell us—that financial penalties 
can be imposed on the franchisee for failure to 
maintain the standards. 

To complete the remark that I was making when 
I took the intervention, I am concerned, given the 
effect that the problems might have on people’s 
willingness to use the service, that strike action—
resulting in delays or the removal of services on 
certain days—might have a similar on-going effect. 

I want the service to survive. I want it to be of 
high quality, and I do not want passengers to be 
standing on the platform without a train for any 
reason. That is why I want the matter resolved, but 
I do not think that strike action is the way ahead. 

17:29 

Malcolm Chisholm (Edinburgh Northern and 
Leith) (Lab): I congratulate Alex Rowley on 
introducing the debate, on shining a spotlight on 
the gross failures of Serco and on giving us an 
opportunity to express solidarity with the 
employees and, indeed, the travelling public, given 
that some of the defects on board the trains are 
potentially dangerous for the public as well as for 
the staff. 

As we have heard, the franchise was awarded 
in 2014, with a commitment to replace rolling stock 
by 2018. However, with two years to go until that 
deadline is met, relations have deteriorated and 
conditions for employees and customers have got 
worse. In response to media questioning on 22 
December, which was the day of the strike action, 
Peter Strachan, managing director of Serco 
Caledonian Sleepers, said: 

“Both Serco, and more importantly over 1,000 of our 
paying passengers, are being hugely inconvenienced by 

this wholly unnecessary action by the RMT in the run-up to 
Christmas.” 

I suggest that perhaps a greater inconvenience 
to the paying passenger is to travel in below-par 
accommodation where their safety is potentially 
put at risk and where the staff who serve them are 
intensely unhappy about the situation. RMT 
representatives have expressed frustration at the 
apparent resistance to addressing the key issues, 
which are highlighted in the motion and which are 
significant for Serco’s long-term ability to provide a 
value-for-money service. It is for that reason that 
RMT members backed industrial action by nine to 
one in the ballot. 

The decision to award the contract to Serco was 
clearly unfortunate, given that management of the 
service thus far has been poor. Mike Cash, the 
general secretary of the RMT, pointed out: 

“Our members have been unhappy with Serco’s 
management of the iconic service from Scotland to London 
since the very early days of them taking on this 15-year 
franchise. This is yet another example of Serco winning 
public sector contracts and failing to deliver for the tax 
payer, passengers and staff.” 

I used to use the London to Edinburgh bit of the 
service when I was an MP. The extended route 
into the Highlands is perhaps one of the most 
iconic routes that exist in the country, and it is 
certainly a service that we can be proud of. For it 
to be operated by a controversial outsourcing giant 
and for the standards to have slipped so early in 
its tenure is a serious problem that speaks 
volumes. 

Apart from the Serco issue, there are other 
issues. For example, in April last year, the general 
secretary of the Transport Salaried Staffs 
Association, Manuel Cortes, described the 
separate tenders for ScotRail and Caledonian 
sleepers as 

“market fundamentalism of the highest order.” 

He stated that 

“every knowledgeable commentator argues that the biggest 
problem facing our industry is fragmentation.” 

That leads on to consideration of wider 
problems in the railways, which I accept is more 
within the province of the UK Government than the 
Scottish Government. However, Christian Wolmar, 
who is acknowledged as one of the UK’s leading 
commentators on transport matters, has said that 

“Fragmentation is the problem, not the solution” 

and that there is 

“only one way back to a rational cheap railway”, 

which is to  

“Bring all the disparate parts together under unified control 
... that cannot be done without reintegrating the track and 
the trains.” 
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Fragmentation leads to inefficiency and, 
ultimately, higher costs for people and the kind of 
lower standards attested to by the RMT. Action for 
rail, which is the campaign for a railway that puts 
people before profit, argues that the privatisation 
of railways has led to a fragmented and 
dysfunctional system. I am glad that the Labour 
Party at UK level has policies to address that 
issue. 

I hope that in the future Serco representatives 
will approach discussions with workers more 
constructively than they have done in the past and 
will do so with a mind to restoring and maintaining 
standards. My second hope is that the lessons 
that have been provided in this and previous 
contracts will serve as cautionary tales for future 
procurement decisions. 

Having no choice should not be a viable reason 
for awarding a franchise. I hope that in the future 
the Government will provide evidence that all 
alternatives have been fully and properly explored 
and that it will consider other factors above 
immediate costs. Let us learn lessons for the 
future, but let us also do everything that we can to 
hasten resolution of the immediate problems. 

17:34 

The Minister for Transport and Islands 
(Derek Mackay): I congratulate Alex Rowley on 
raising this debate, which has allowed discussion 
on an important and significant subject.  

Members are certainly entitled to expect me to 
have interrogated a number of the points that we 
have heard. I have had a close look at the 
concerns that Alex Rowley and others have 
raised, and there is a degree of satisfaction in the 
reports that I have had back. The discussions at 
ACAS between the RMT and Serco have been 
reported to me as making progress on issues in 
dispute, and members have welcomed that, but it 
will be for the RMT and indeed Serco to say what 
their perspectives are on that progress. 

Chic Brodie helpfully described the nature of the 
franchise that the Scottish Government has 
concluded to show how that can progress some of 
the issues. Fundamentally, the new rolling stock 
will make a big difference to a number of the 
issues under discussion if we are to take the 
concerns at face value, which of course we do. 

John Finnie carried out a careful balancing act 
between a degree of respect for some of the 
management that he has close relations with, if for 
no other reason than proximity to the head office, 
and respect for the RMT. His fundamental belief in 
a socialist green utopia with publicly run transport 
services is not in the current remit for how we can 
award contracts, but changes to the legislation are 
coming. We might not have thought that they 

would happen in a time of a Conservative UK 
Government, but if that legislative change 
happens there will be more options for how rail 
franchises can be awarded. 

On the indemnity issues, there are conditions 
attached in the franchise agreement. It is not 
simply a question of substitute cash. To cover Alex 
Johnstone’s point, I note that there are also 
conditions attached to performance and, where 
there are breaches, penalties are triggered. 

John Finnie: The indemnity issue that I raised 
is not unique to the case that we are discussing. 
The RMT has long had an understandable 
concern that the issue has made train operating 
companies less inclined to engage. 

Derek Mackay: Let me make it perfectly clear 
that, if there are any disputes, I expect operators 
to engage fully and comprehensively, to have 
proper dialogue and to arrive at a resolution. 
Ministers have to be convinced in relation to some 
of the conditions around franchisees’ non-
performance, conditions being met and efforts 
being made to resolve matters, and there is much 
to this issue by way of conditions—it is not taken 
as read. 

I say to Malcolm Chisholm that we should be 
careful in talking about issues putting public safety 
at risk. If there were health and safety issues, the 
Office of Rail and Road would have something to 
say about it. We recognise that there are 
concerns, but there is a programme to address 
much of that, and we should be careful with the 
language that we use about the Caledonian 
sleeper service. 

I respect the fact that there has been an impact 
on the travelling public at a critical time over the 
winter period, and I want to cover some of the 
issues of performance and improvement. No one 
takes the matter lightly and we all want to avoid 
any future strike action. However, the reality is that 
the vehicles that are being used are up to 40 years 
old and some of the faults are not new given the 
ageing nature of the rolling stock. Investment is 
long overdue, but the way we have conducted the 
franchise will allow that investment to be made. 
That will benefit the staff and the travelling public, 
and it has to be welcomed. 

Other benefits in the franchise include 
improvements to the produce that is used and the 
bedding and linen, and some other branding 
opportunities. There will be greater local benefit 
and benefit to Scotland as a consequence of the 
franchise. However, I recognise that faults are 
frustrating for passengers and staff, who have to 
manage the conditions. We want to have the best 
possible service and to reduce any sense of 
employees feeling aggrieved. The maintenance 
plan has been reviewed, and I believe that it is 
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credible and achievable. It is a plan for rectifying a 
number of the faults that have been identified, but 
the big solution is the new rolling stock that will be 
delivered. 

The disturbances on Christmas day and boxing 
day caused great inconvenience. I hope that we 
will avoid that in future and that the work at ACAS 
will bring the parties closer together. I encourage 
people to continue talking. 

In responding to a recent parliamentary 
question, I specifically compared performance and 
cancellation rates against those of the previous 
year. There has been a lot of negativity about the 
Caledonian sleeper service, but, in the last full rail 
period before the strike, the public performance 
measure and right-time arrival rates were 
marginally better than they were in the 
corresponding period of the previous year. There 
were also fewer service cancellations, pro rata, 
than there were in the previous reporting year. In 
addition, patronage grew compared with the 
previous year. 

It is important that we state those facts when we 
talk about the Caledonian sleeper service. In some 
respects, the service has performed better in the 
winter period than some people might have 
expected it to do, considering the weather issues 
that we have faced this year. 

Since March, staff have benefited from a 3 per 
cent pay rise, new uniforms and a new focus on 
training and development. Their attitude and 
approach to customer service have been highly 
praised across a range of media by their guests 
among the travelling public. I know that Serco will 
reflect on that and recognise that people 
appreciate the value and quality that the staff add 
to the service. The staff are ambassadors for what 
is an iconic Scottish service. 

I have talked about the benefits of the Scottish 
food and drink menus and new bedding that are 
part of the overhaul of the service. 

I think that the new rolling stock will make the 
difference—that new fleet of 75 dedicated sleeper 
carriages, which will be delivered by 2018, and 
construction of which has started. The offering of a 
new, bespoke, high-quality train fleet, in 
preference to continued reliance on the older 
stock, was unique to the Serco bid for the 
franchise. The new trains will make a big 
difference to the quality of the service. 

I am not resting on my laurels. As I said, I have 
interrogated the concerns that have been raised 
with me, so that I could be assured that a 
maintenance plan is in place, that there are 
commitments to addressing the trade union’s 
concerns, and that the quality of staff is 
appreciated. I continue to urge the union and the 
operator to work in partnership to continue to 

address those matters, so that they avert future 
strike action and improve the quality of the service 
that is paid for by the public and subsidised by 
taxpayers, to ensure that we get the best service. 

I think that the arrival of the new trains will make 
the difference. Until then, we must work together, 
in the spirit in which members have approached 
this debate, to ensure that progress is made. 

Meeting closed at 17:42. 
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