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of that warning. Of course, more information on
that will be released shortly.
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I conclude by thanking drivers for their patience
and thanking Police Scotland, the emergency
services, mountain rescue, gritter drivers, council
staff, Transport Scotland staff and others who
worked tirelessly through the night to help us to
recover the situation as best we could. Our focus
is now on the challenging weather ahead and
ensuring that we can keep Scotland moving.

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

Urgent Question
M74 (Stranded Motorists)
Colin Smyth (South Scotland) (Lab): To ask
the Scottish Government what its response is to
reports that hundreds of drivers were stranded
overnight on the M74.
The Minister for Transport and the Islands
(Humza Yousaf): First, I repeat, on the record, my
apology to any driver who was stranded last night
in hours of queueing, especially on the M74. That
would have been a deeply unpleasant experience
that I would not have liked to have had—nor, I
imagine, would anyone else in the chamber.
It is worth pointing out that the majority of the
wider trunk road network was moving, despite
extremely challenging weather. Clearly, though,
there were issues on the M74, as the member has
highlighted. At 6 pm, seven heavy goods vehicles
on the M74 southbound skidded and came to a
halt, blocking all three lanes and closing the road.
More than 15 gritters and two fast-track vehicles
were resourced and brought to junction 9
southbound, and they undertook salt treatments
and pre-treatments at that time. Lane 3 of the road
was opened at around 8 pm, which enabled traffic
to pass the blockage slowly, following gritters in
convoys.
However, the weather persisted and snowfall
continued to be challenging. We saw a number of
HGVs continue to lose control and traction at 9
pm, and a further four HGVs were involved in
incidents at 2 am on the M74.
Preparations were put in place and appropriate
travel warnings were issued, and last night, 162
gritters were patrolling. However, localised issues
persisted—often, as I have said, involving HGVs
losing traction.
Looking ahead, the Met Office has now
confirmed an amber warning for the south and
south-west of Scotland for this evening. I have just
come off the phone with Police Scotland, which
has advised that it will correspondingly upgrade its
travel warning from stage 3 to stage 4. In practice,
that means that all travel should be avoided on
those parts of the trunk road that are affected by
the amber warning—namely those in the south
and the south-west of Scotland—for the duration

Colin Smyth: I thank the minister for that
answer. I echo his thanks to our emergency
services and winter service workers, and I thank
the volunteers of Moffat mountain rescue team for
their heroic efforts yesterday evening as they tried
to keep the M74 open and support drivers who
were stranded.
In December, the minister said, in response to a
parliamentary question, that the
“winter service capability has never been higher”.—[Written
Answers, 15 December 2017; S5W-13464.]

Is the minister absolutely confident that everything
possible was done and that all resources needed
were deployed on the M74 to try to keep the
motorway open and to prevent traffic accessing
the stretch of the road that was blocked, which is
well known for being badly affected during adverse
weather? Given the amber warning that the
minister has mentioned is now in place, what
specific lessons have been learned to ensure that
we do not have a repeat of drivers being stranded
on the motorway this evening?
Humza Yousaf: I thank Colin Smyth for the
tone of his question and for making the point that
we must learn lessons from every weather event
that we have. I stress that we faced extremely
challenging weather that we have not seen in
Scotland for a number of years, in relation to the
widespread nature of the snowfall, its persistence
and its depth. As I said in my previous answer,
preparations were made. As can be seen from our
live gritter tracker, 162 gritters were deployed last
night.
With regard to the amber warning and looking
ahead, in co-ordination with our partners—
primarily Police Scotland, but also local authorities
and others—we will do everything in our power to
ensure that we have resources in strategic
locations. On top of that warning, we face yellow
warnings more widely for snow and ice around the
country. We will undoubtedly be tested to our limit,
which is why Police Scotland has taken the
decision to raise its travel advice warning from
stage 3 to stage 4.
We will appeal to drivers to heed the warning to
avoid all travel on the parts of the trunk road
network that are affected by the amber warning.
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We will also ask drivers who are travelling in other
parts of the country to check the traffic Scotland
website, plan their journey ahead and, importantly,
drive to the conditions.
Colin Smyth: The minister will know that the
adverse weather also impacts the roads that are
maintained by our local authorities, which are
often used as alternatives to motorways when they
are closed. This week, council after council from
the north to the south of Scotland reported that
they have already overspent their winter
maintenance budgets for this year. What
assessment has been made by the Scottish
Government of the effect of cuts to councils on the
level of their winter maintenance budgets? Does
the minister accept that the cuts will impact on the
extent to which our councils can keep Scotland
moving and the public safe on the roads and
pavements during the current adverse weather?
Humza Yousaf: We have to look at that in the
context of each winter that passes. Some years,
local authorities might underspend their winter
budget due to a milder winter; this is clearly a
challenging winter and therefore they have
overspent. In answer to questions that have been
asked by the media this morning on that specific
issue, I said that my door is open. We are
proactively contacting the Convention of Scottish
Local Authorities to speak to the local authorities
that have particularly faced the effects of a
challenging winter thus far, and I will continue a
dialogue with them to see how we can assist.
I reassure Colin Smyth that we have plenty of
salt in stock and on order. We have more salt in
stock now than we used throughout the entire
winter last year, so there are resources available
to be deployed and shared, whether through
mutual aid or other mechanisms.
I will not get into a discussion on the financial
settlement for local authorities in the 2018-19
budget as I am sure that that will come up in
debate later this afternoon. However, when it
comes to conversation with local authorities on the
matter, we work closely with them, they know that
my door is open and we will be proactively
contacting COSLA.
Joan McAlpine (South Scotland) (SNP): I
noted this morning that a Dumfries truck driver
who was caught up in the snowdrift on the M74
called BBC Radio Scotland to praise the
emergency services and the snowploughs that he
saw. He said that they were working flat out to
address the situation and to help motorists. Will
the Scottish Government set out what discussions
took place with officials and stakeholders once the
Met Office issued an amber warning for snow and
ice around Scotland, and what preparations were
put in place to best address the weather
warnings?
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Humza Yousaf: That is an important point. At
the end of last week, we knew from the Met Office,
which is embedded in a control centre in
Queensferry, that we would get severely
challenging weather this week. Therefore, a multiagency response team was set up, and the
Scottish Government resilience calls, which bring
in all the stakeholders who are involved in tackling
the extremely challenging weather, including local
authorities, took place.
The member and the caller to that radio
programme are right to highlight the efforts of
those involved in winter resilience. The gritters are
a good example: they work on Christmas day and
new year’s day, if needed, and they have been
working absolutely flat out. There were 162 gritters
out last night working all hours; I received
messages from Transport Scotland officials at 1 in
the morning, 4 in the morning and 6 in the
morning. They worked overnight and through the
early hours of the morning.
Clearly, lessons should be learned, as none of
us want to see the scenes from last night repeated
elsewhere, which is why Police Scotland has
taken the step to upgrade its travel advice
warning.
Oliver Mundell (Dumfriesshire) (Con): I thank
local emergency services and the mountain
rescue team. Given that the local police had
advised against all but essential travel, was any
consideration given to putting in place an
advanced closure or HGV restrictions on the M74
as the conditions deteriorated yesterday?
Humza Yousaf: All options will have been
considered. The difficulty with road closures when
we have, for example, the amber warning that we
are facing this evening, is that a number of trunk
roads—the M74, M77 and M75—could be
affected. The police have told me this afternoon
that to close those roads entirely would require a
huge amount of resource, and all we would end up
doing would be diverting the traffic on to local
roads, which could increase the requirement for
police resource.
To answer the question directly, all options will
have been considered. I go back to my response
to Colin Smyth, which was that we should learn
the lessons from every weather event that we
have. It would be folly to say that we should not
learn those lessons. We should also learn lessons
from that very unpleasant experience that people
had on the M74 last night.
We have to strike a balance. I am not saying
that road closures will not happen; the police have
said that that is always an option and they will
consider that tonight. There might be localised
trunk road closures, but the police are aware that,
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if they do that, they might well shift the pressure
on to local roads. However, it remains an option.
The clear advice from Police Scotland—we will
release more information on this—is that the
warning has been upgraded to a stage 4 warning,
which means that all travel should be avoided in
those areas of the trunk road network that are
affected by the amber warning for the duration of
the amber warning.
Mike Rumbles (North East Scotland) (LD):
Aberdeenshire Council has spent its winter
maintenance budget and it has also said that it will
spend its winter reserve funds. Does the minister
not see that, in these conditions, it would be
helpful if he could speak to the finance minister to
see whether funds can be made available in the
budget that we are about to debate in Parliament
to assist our councils that are in need and that
have spent their winter maintenance funds so that
we can keep our traffic and people moving?
Humza Yousaf: From speaking to my officials, I
understand that we have not necessarily had a
proactive approach from any local authority about
their winter budgets. As I said in my earlier
answers, some winters they will underspend and
some they will overspend. I completely understand
that local authorities might well have been
stretched this winter.
It is, of course, for local authorities to decide
how to use their budgets, but my door is open to a
conversation. I have already instructed officials to
proactively contact COSLA to have those
discussions.
There are mechanisms in place for emergency
situations. The member will be aware of the
Bellwin scheme for flooding.
We will have that conversation with local
authorities and I will keep an open mind. There is
plenty of salt in stock and resources can be
shared if any local authority needs more salt and
does not have the financial resource to procure it.
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Portfolio Question Time
14:12

Education and Skills
Schools (Local Authority Budgets)
1. Ross Greer (West Scotland) (Green): To
ask the Scottish Government what analysis it has
carried out on the impact on schools of its
proposed reductions to local authority budgets.
(S5O-01674)
The Deputy First Minister and Cabinet
Secretary for Education and Skills (John
Swinney): The Scottish Government continues to
treat local government fairly despite the cuts to the
Scottish budget from the United Kingdom
Government. The 2018-19 financial settlement for
local government foresees an increase in revenue
and capital investment as part of a wider package
of measures. Together with the additional power to
increase council tax, that will generate an increase
of 1.6 per cent in the overall resources to support
local services.
In addition, we are investing £179 million in the
next financial year—up £9 million from last year—
in raising attainment and closing the attainment
gap, targeting funding at the schools and local
authorities that will benefit the most. That funding
contributes to our commitment to provide an extra
£750 million for education during the current
parliamentary session. The investment in Scottish
education has enabled a total of 666 additional
teachers to be recruited over the past two years.
Ross Greer:
The
Scottish
Parliament
information centre says that the real-terms cut to
council budgets under this year’s draft budget will
be £157 million. The cuts that local authorities
have been forced to consider include a cut of £7
million from the teaching allocation in South
Ayrshire, and a cut of £2 million by reducing
curriculum subject choice and teacher numbers in
Falkirk. Is the cabinet secretary seriously
suggesting that, if he was running a council in
Scotland today, he would be able to set a budget
that did not include any cuts?
John Swinney: I have long experience of
looking at the financial proposals that are made—
invariably by council officials—to elected members
of local authorities. I also have just as much
experience of seeing elected members reject
those proposals when it comes to setting budgets.
There is a reason for that. The latest data shows
that education budgets in Scottish local authorities
increased by £144 million in 2017-18, which was a
3 per cent increase on the previous year in cash
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terms. On top of that, we have allocated the £120
million of pupil equity funding. Clearly, there are a
lot of discussions still to be had about the budget.
There will be a debate on some of those issues
this afternoon and the full budget process has yet
to take its course. As the Cabinet Secretary for
Finance and the Constitution has made clear, the
Government will remain actively engaged in
dialogue with other parties about how to take
forward the budget provisions that were set out to
Parliament in December.
Clare Adamson (Motherwell and Wishaw)
(SNP): Can the Scottish Government give an
indication of whether funding has risen recently
and what the ratio is for individual pupils in primary
and secondary schools?
John Swinney: Spending on education and
training in Scotland rose by 4.1 per cent in 201617. Since 2006-07, the average spend per pupil in
Scotland has increased in cash terms by at least
10.8 per cent for primary pupils and 13.1 per cent
for secondary pupils. Since the Government came
to office, total revenue spending on schools has
risen by £349 million, or 7.6 per cent in cash
terms.
Alexander Stewart (Mid Scotland and Fife)
(Con): The cabinet secretary recently told the
Education and Skills Committee that he has
concerns about the low retention rate of
experienced teachers, more of whom left the
profession in the academic year 2016-17 than
expected. Clearly, that places additional pressure
on other teachers, but it also places budgetary
pressures on local authorities to recruit sufficient
support staff. What work is the Scottish
Government undertaking in co-operation with local
authorities to collect the relevant data about
numbers of support staff and to assess the
relevant gaps in schools?
John Swinney: The Government is actively
involved with local authorities on a wide variety of
issues on workforce planning but principally in
relation to the number of teachers in the teaching
profession. That work is bearing fruit because, as
we saw in December, the number of teachers in
our schools has increased by 543 as a
consequence of the measures that we have taken
and by more than 800 since I became the Cabinet
Secretary for Education and Skills. I very much
welcome the increase in the active teaching
population in Scotland. It is for individual local
authorities to decide on and agree the deployment
of staff in individual schools, and that will extend
far beyond the teaching workforce. However, we
certainly actively collaborate with local authorities,
through the teacher workforce planning group, on
the identification of an appropriate number of
teachers for the education of our children.
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Mary Fee (West Scotland) (Lab): On Monday,
when the Education and Skills Committee met
teachers in Glasgow, we spoke to additional
support needs teachers and heard their concerns
about a range of issues affecting ASN education,
which included funding issues. Has the Scottish
Government assessed the impact on ASN
education of its budget cuts in previous years and
in the coming year?
John Swinney: The data speaks for itself and is
on the record: there has been an increase in the
number of staff working with pupils with additional
support needs in our education system. Obviously,
we work with our local authority partners to ensure
that the needs of young people with additional
needs are fully met. I recently set out revised
guidance on mainstreaming to ensure that
considerations about the needs and interests of
young people drive appropriate decisions about
the educational placement of young people. That
is as it should be, and it is how the process is
envisaged in legislation. Obviously, local
authorities are required to make the necessary
planning arrangements in terms of staffing to
support such decisions.
Higher Education Students (Accommodation)
2. Liam McArthur (Orkney Islands) (LD): To
ask the Scottish Government what steps it is
taking to ensure there are appropriate levels of
accommodation available for higher education
students attending courses at campus. (S5O01675)
The Minister for Further Education, Higher
Education
and
Science
(Shirley-Anne
Somerville):
Universities
are
independent
autonomous bodies and, as such, they have
responsibility for their staffing, admissions, subject
provision, curriculum, research and student
accommodation. The Scottish Government and
the Scottish ministers are therefore unable to
intervene in internal institutional matters such as
student accommodation. However, as the member
will be aware, the Government is absolutely
committed to the higher education sector in
Scotland, which is why we have invested more
than £1 billion per year in it since 2012-13 and
why, in 2018-19, we will deliver a real-terms
increase in Scottish Further and Higher Education
Funding Council funding, demonstrating our
sustained commitment to the achievement of
excellence and equity in education.
Liam McArthur: The growing success of HeriotWatt’s campus in Stromness in my constituency
has presented challenges in relation to student
accommodation. I was contacted recently by a
constituent who offers accommodation to eight of
the university’s students each year. Unlike larger
accommodation providers, he does not qualify for
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an exemption from the new private residential
tenancy agreements introduced under the Private
Housing (Tenancies) (Scotland) Act 2016. That
means that he cannot guarantee that students will
leave after the term ends and, in turn, that he
cannot offer accommodation to students for the
next academic year because he does not know
that the rooms will be vacant. Does the minister
agree that that is not in the interests of students,
the university or the wider Orkney economy, and
will she agree to consult ministerial colleagues on
how those provisions might be island proofed?
Shirley-Anne Somerville: As Liam McArthur
will be fully aware, Heriot-Watt relies very heavily
on private landlords to provide student
accommodation in Orkney. It has a dedicated staff
resource to ensure that every student is
accommodated—through, as he knows, private
landlords. I am more than happy to take up the
details of the issue that he has raised and discuss
that with other ministers, particularly the Minister
for Local Government and Housing.
Mark Ruskell (Mid Scotland and Fife)
(Green): It is clear that we have a problem across
Scotland. At the University of Stirling, 180 firstyear students did not have accommodation last
year. Under-18s cannot rent in the private sector,
care leavers and international students struggle to
find guarantors for private contracts, disabled
students very rarely find appropriate private
accommodation that meets their needs and rents
on campuses are increasing. Will the minister
commit to researching and providing the data on
those issues, and then convening a summit of
university accommodation providers and student
union representatives to tackle this widely
occurring problem?
Shirley-Anne Somerville: As I said in my
answer to Liam McArthur, as autonomous
institutions the universities are responsible for
student accommodation. It is not for me to
interfere in their internal arrangements for how
they deliver the resource allocation that they give
student accommodation and how they dictate who
comes first in their lists for that provision. I
recognise that there were issues at the University
of Stirling at the beginning of the last academic
year, which followed a very significant increase in
demand from students. Priority was given to
students under the age of 18 and those with
known health considerations, to deal with some of
the issues that Mark Ruskell has raised.
Autonomous bodies such as the universities
should deal sympathetically with every case when
there is surplus demand that they cannot
accommodate within their own provision.
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Instrumental Music Education

3. Andy Wightman (Lothian) (Green): To ask
the Scottish Government what support it provides
for instrumental music education in primary and
secondary schools. (S5O-01676)
The Deputy First Minister and Cabinet
Secretary for Education and Skills (John
Swinney): The Scottish education system
devolves decision making to local education
authorities to make choices that meet their local
circumstances and needs. Scottish Government
investment of £109 million since 2007 in the youth
music initiative has made a huge impact, helping
young people across the country to access
opportunities. Since 2012, we have provided £2.2
million to Sistema Scotland, which is a charity
providing opportunities for young people to get
involved in its big noise orchestras. It reaches
2,000 children weekly.
Andy Wightman: Instrumental music tuition is,
of course, a discretionary service provided by local
authorities. I have received representations about
the future of the service in West Lothian, and the
2017 survey from the Improvement Service shows
varying service across Scotland in relation to
numbers of pupils and the charging regime.
Although the number of pupils has risen, charges
have increased by 15 per cent over the past two
years and the number of teachers is falling. I was
surprised that the cabinet secretary did not make
reference to the specialist music schools, which I
look forward to meeting him to talk about, because
I understand that they receive funding support
from the Scottish Government.
Given the widely known benefits of instrumental
music, can the cabinet secretary tell me what work
is under way to review whether the
recommendations of the instrumental music group
have been fully implemented and will he consider
the introduction of statutory guidance on the
provision of instrumental music education across
Scotland?
John Swinney: There are a number of issues
for me to respond to in that question. On the music
schools, the Government took a decision in 2007
to devolve funding for music schools to individual
local authorities, on the basis that we expected
them to maintain and continue those music
schools and that the devolved money would not be
used for another purpose. That would be wholly
unacceptable and I reiterate the Government’s
expectation in that regard.
On the question of instrumental music tuition, Mr
Wightman is correct to say that it is a discretionary
service—that is the existing position. I am able to
give consideration to whether it should be made
into a statutory provision.
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One of the factors that would weigh in that
consideration would be the enormous benefits,
which I recognise, that come to young people as a
consequence of involvement in musical activity.
On many visits around the country I have seen the
tremendous fulfilment that such activity brings to
young people and the transformative change that
it can have on young people’s lives.
However, the question gets rather to the heart of
some of the issues that we wrestle with regularly
in Parliament, around how much discretion
individual local authorities should have to operate
services in a particular way that they consider to
be appropriate in their locality. I know that Mr
Wightman is interested in those issues, and
obviously they are issues that the Government
seeks to make considered and sensitive
judgments about. I will certainly give consideration
to the issue that Mr Wightman has raised.
Gordon Lindhurst (Lothian) (Con): On the
point that the cabinet secretary has just made, it is
my understanding that 22 out of 32 local
authorities are making some charge for
instrumental music tuition. Does the cabinet
secretary agree that the playing field should be
levelled to ensure access for all? Perhaps he
might give a bit more detail on how that could be
done.
John Swinney: We come back to some of the
issues that I have just raised with Mr Wightman. I
regularly stand here and face pressure from the
Opposition to allow local authorities to do things
that they choose to do and not to interfere in what
local authorities want to do. However, Mr Lindhurst
now wants me to interfere in what local authorities
want to do.
In addition to wanting me to interfere in what
local authorities want to do, Mr Lindhurst, I
presume, wants me to put more money into the
system to level the playing field, because in all of
my experience, Government generally does not
level the playing field by any means other than
putting more money into the system. The
Conservatives persistently come here and tell us
that they want to reduce tax and reduce the
money that is available for public expenditure, but
then people such as Mr Lindhurst come here and
ask us to spend more money. I have news for Mr
Lindhurst; it is not possible to have it both ways.
Pauline McNeill (Glasgow) (Lab): What
importance does the Scottish Government, as a
matter of policy, attach to children learning a
musical instrument?
Is the Scottish Government concerned that
almost every council has increased charges for
lessons, and some of them have increased
charges to £378? Notwithstanding what the
cabinet secretary said in relation to local
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government, how can we protect children from the
poorest families who have an aptitude for music,
but who might be excluded because of these
policies?
Does the cabinet secretary think that there is
any scope—notwithstanding the powers of local
authorities to make decisions—to work in
partnership with local authorities to ensure that the
poorest children in particular are not losing out in
learning to play a musical instrument, which I think
we agree can be life enhancing for those children?
John Swinney: As I said to Andy Wightman
and I will happily reiterate to Pauline McNeill, I see
enormous benefits in young people being able to
be involved in musical activity in schools. It is a
core part of the curriculum—it is a core part of the
curriculum for excellence—and that is why every
young person has the opportunity to participate in
music through our curricular model. I see that
opportunity as transformative for some young
people, particularly young people from deprived
backgrounds, where it may be a route into their
wider learning that may not otherwise be possible
because of other experiences and obstacles that
those young people may face. I will be crystal
clear with Parliament that I think that this is a
beneficial approach.
As I was trying to outline to Mr Lindhurst and, to
an extent, Mr Wightman, the Government is asked
to respect the discretion of local authorities and
not to interfere in the activities of local authorities,
but I understand Pauline McNeill’s concern that
some local authorities may be charging what
would be considered to be inappropriate levels of
money for such services. There is a debate to be
had about what the correct balance is.
The Government is very happy to work in
partnership on all those questions, but we have to
take into account the fact that local authorities
might wish to undertake different approaches in
different ways. I would encourage a focus on
taking forward that activity in a fashion that
enables young people, regardless of their
background, to participate in it.
Returning Qualified Teachers
4. Kenneth Gibson (Cunninghame North)
(SNP): To ask the Scottish Government what
steps it is taking to encourage qualified teachers
who have left the profession to return. (S5O01677)
The Deputy First Minister and Cabinet
Secretary for Education and Skills (John
Swinney): We have supported our teacher
education universities to develop new routes into
teaching, and included in those new routes is a
return to teaching course that was brought forward
by the University of Edinburgh.
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The university has developed its current return
to teaching course to create a new and national
online course that helps prepare qualified teachers
who have been out of teaching for a while, or
those who have never taught in Scotland, for the
classroom. There were 31 students in the first
cohort of the course, which started in October
2017, and there are 23 in the second cohort,
which began in January this year. The course
brings participants up to speed with the latest
education policy requirements as well as
pedagogy and other educational issues.
Kenneth Gibson: All teachers in Scotland are
on the same pay scale, and the subject taught is
not a consideration in the level of pay received.
There are no circumstances in which a school or
local authority can offer a different pay
arrangement based on the subject that is taught,
and that can militate against attracting back into
the profession teachers who may have retired
early. The workload of teachers varies
considerably according to subject; for example,
teachers of English have to read and mark dozens
of essays most weeks. Would recognition of that
difference through better pay not help to reduce
the shortage of teachers in key subjects?
John Swinney: I understand the point that Mr
Gibson is making but, in my experience,
regardless of the subject discipline in which
teachers are active, they are all hard-working and
dedicated professionals who have a very
significant workload to deliver.
Teachers’ pay is determined by the Scottish
Negotiating Committee for Teachers. The SNCT
provides flexibility such that a council may
increase the salary of a teacher if, in the particular
circumstances of the post, it considers the salary
to be inadequate.
The recent SNCT pay deal commits all three
sides to undertake a strategic review of pay and
reward for the 2018 pay settlement.
Liz Smith (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con):
According to Scottish Government statistics, there
is a growing pool of retired staff who might be
willing to return to the classroom for short periods
to help cover some of the gaps. Indeed, I have a
constituent who is willing to return to the
classroom but he makes the point that going on
the supply roll could have detrimental effects on
his pension. Is the cabinet secretary minded,
under the jurisdiction of Holyrood rules, to do
something to mitigate that disincentive?
John Swinney: There is a difficulty and an
issue in the circumstances that Liz Smith puts to
me, and indeed I was just looking at a case that
Gail Ross drew to my attention. A constituent of
hers made a representation that I suspect is pretty
similar to the one that Liz Smith has had.
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As Liz Smith knows, there is a very complicated
interaction in the pension rules between the areas
of responsibility that we can exercise discretion
over and the areas of discretion that are reserved
to the United Kingdom Government but are also
set out in legislation over which I have no control. I
am not going to say today that I have completed
my analysis of the interaction of those issues. Just
this morning I asked for further work to be done,
before I reply to Gail Ross on her case, to test
some of the issues that might develop.
There is an impediment, which I acknowledge,
in the interaction between the supply pay and
pension arrangements. However, I am not certain
at this stage whether it is entirely within our control
to resolve that. I am not saying that it is
inconceivable that an agreement could be reached
if the issue were to go to the United Kingdom
Government, but I have not quite completed my
analysis of that point.
I take this opportunity to say that, in the SNCT
pay deal that was agreed just before Christmas,
there are revisions to the supply pay and
conditions that I hope will encourage more
individuals to see supply as a meaningful
contribution that they can make to meeting the
staffing challenges that we face.
Iain Gray (East Lothian) (Lab): I can only
agree with the cabinet secretary’s response to Mr
Gibson’s supplementary question. However, one
thing that would help to bring teachers back into
the classroom would be a restorative pay rise for
all teachers, which would make the profession
attractive again. The cabinet secretary referred to
a strategic review of teachers’ pay. What will the
parameters of that review be?
John Swinney: The parameters will be set by
the SNCT which, as Mr Gray knows, is a tripartite
body involving the professional associations, local
authorities and the Government. As part of the pay
settlement for 2017-18, the SNCT agreed to
undertake this strategic review. The Government
will participate in the review fully and, obviously,
the conclusions of the review will be material to
the resolution of the pay awards for 2018-19 and
subsequent years, which will be the subject of
further consideration.
School Clothing Grants
5. Fulton MacGregor (Coatbridge and
Chryston) (SNP): To ask the Scottish
Government how many local authorities pay the
minimum level for school clothing grants. (S5O01678)
The Deputy First Minister and Cabinet
Secretary for Education and Skills (John
Swinney): We know that the school clothing grant
is essential for many families, and local authorities
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have a duty to make provision for the purpose of
ensuring sufficient and suitable clothing of pupils.
We are taking a range of actions to ensure that
cost is not a barrier to learning. We already
provide free school meals to all primary 1 to
primary 3 children, and to all children in primary 4
and beyond who are eligible through qualifying
benefits. Through the Scottish attainment
challenge, we are working with local authorities to
explore further support for schools on removing
costs and overcoming barriers.
Fulton MacGregor: In my constituency, with
enormous backing from the public, volunteers
have launched the cool school uniforms service It
can provide uniforms for those children in need in
weeks, and it has already received around 200
referrals, and counting, from schools and other
agencies.
Does the cabinet secretary agree that councils
should be paying the minimum level, and does he
think that the fairer Scotland duty, which will come
into force in 2018, will make local authorities think
about this important issue and help to eliminate
the need altogether for uniform banks?
John Swinney: First, I pay tribute to the work of
the cool school uniforms initiative, which is run by
the hope to help voluntary group in North
Lanarkshire, and I commend those individuals for
the work that they are undertaking.
There are discussions to be had between the
Government and local authorities about school
clothing grants. Some of those discussions started
some time ago and I will continue them. Mr
MacGregor is correct that the fairer Scotland duty,
which comes into effect this April, will require
public bodies including the Government, local
authorities and the national health service to
consider what more we can all do to reduce
poverty and inequality when making decisions. I
have set out a range of measures that the
Government takes forward, and as part of our
discussions with local authorities, we will aim to
consider issues such as school clothing grants
alongside the fairer Scotland duty, in accordance
with which we are obliged to act.
Apprenticeships
6. Dean Lockhart (Mid Scotland and Fife)
(Con): To ask the Scottish Government what
action it is taking to encourage more young people
into apprenticeships. (S5O-01679)
The Minister for Employability and Training
(Jamie Hepburn): The Scottish Government and
its partners undertake a wide range of activity to
encourage the uptake of our apprenticeship offer,
with a focus on young people.
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Through our developing the young workforce
activity we promote apprenticeship opportunities to
school students and we continue to support
Scottish apprenticeship week, our national
campaign
showcasing
the
benefits
of
apprenticeships to young people and employers.
In addition, Skills Development Scotland actively
promotes apprenticeships through a range of
channels on an on-going basis, such as its
apprenticeships.scot website.
We continue to offer more opportunities. Last
week, I announced to Parliament that next year we
will
grow
the
number
of
foundation
apprenticeships starts to more than 2,500 from
around 1,200 this year, and we will provide 28,000
modern apprenticeship opportunities, up from
27,000 starts this year. Of those 28,000 starts,
around 900 will be graduate level apprenticeships,
up from 370 this year.
Dean Lockhart: Despite the various measures
that the minister outlined, the Scottish National
Party’s record on modern apprenticeships
continues to be poor. In 2016-17, there was a
decline in the number of modern apprenticeship
starts by 16 to 24-year-olds and by young people
entering science, technology, engineering and
mathematics framework modern apprenticeships.
Can the minister please explain why, after 10
years of SNP government, the level of
apprenticeships for young people in Scotland
continues to trail significantly behind that in the
rest of the United Kingdom?
Jamie Hepburn: I find that, quite frankly, an
extraordinary question from Mr Lockhart. In the
last full year for which we have figures available,
there were 26,262 modern apprenticeship starts,
which was an increase from the 25,818 starts the
year before. That shows a positive trajectory.
Over the past decade or so, there has been a
considerable increase in the number of modern
apprenticeship opportunities across all age
ranges. The question is even more extraordinary if
we consider that, since we saw the morass of the
apprenticeship levy that the United Kingdom
Government initiated, today on the BBC the
managing director of the Confederation of British
Industry, Neil Carberry, said that the Tory
apprenticeship levy is the latest example of a
policy that is not yet right—Mr Lockhart was not
paying attention. The levy has been subjected to
criticism in The Daily Telegraph, which is not an
organ of the press that I normally read. On 7
January, the chairman of Timpson, John Timpson,
said that the levy is nothing but a tax, and he
criticised the process of drawing down funding in
England.
It staggers me that, in the first quarter after the
introduction of the levy in England, under Tory
jurisdiction, we saw a 59.3 per cent fall in the
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number of apprenticeship starts from the
equivalent period in the year before; there were
48,000 starts, down from 117,800. In the first
quarter since the introduction of the levy in
Scotland, the figures have remained steady and,
after quarter 2, we are well on track to meet our
targets.
Widening Access to University
7. David Torrance (Kirkcaldy) (SNP): To ask
the Scottish Government what progress is being
made on widening access to university,
particularly for those from the most disadvantaged
areas. (S5O-01680)
The Minister for Further Education, Higher
Education
and
Science
(Shirley-Anne
Somerville): This Government’s ambition is that
every child, no matter their background, has an
equal chance of going into higher education. That
is why we established a commission on widening
access and have set clear targets for universities
to help to achieve that goal. We have appointed a
Commissioner for Fair Access; introduced a full
bursary for young care-experienced students; and
established an access delivery group to drive
forward progress.
Between 2016 and 2017, we saw an 11 per cent
increase in the number of 18-year-olds from the
most deprived communities in Scotland accepted
to study at university. That takes the number to a
record high and we must maintain that
momentum. That is why I have asked universities
to increase the pace of delivery for key
recommendations, such as the introduction of
access thresholds and a guaranteed offer of a
place for care-experienced students who meet
entry requirements.
David Torrance: What is the Government’s
response to the first annual report of the
Commissioner for Fair Access? What is the
Government doing to encourage universities to
increase the number of students who are admitted
directly from colleges, which could help?
Shirley-Anne Somerville: I welcome the
commissioner’s first annual report, which builds on
the recommendations from the commission on
widening access. I will discuss the report with key
stakeholders at the next access delivery group
meeting and will respond to the recommendations
in due course.
Our colleges play a key role in access to higher
education, and that is why we continue to invest
£51 million a year to support approximately 7,000
places for access students and those who are
progressing from college. We accepted the
commission’s recommendation that the Scottish
Further and Higher Education Funding Council
should seek more demanding articulation targets
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from some universities, and I strongly support the
commissioner’s call for universities to substantially
increase the number of higher national diploma
and higher national certificate students who enter
university. The Government is strongly committed
to delivering on that, but it cannot do so alone, nor
can the funding council; we need the colleges and
universities as autonomous institutions to do
similar.
Oliver Mundell (Dumfriesshire) (Con): It is all
well and good to ask institutions to do more. What
is the Scottish Government doing to ensure that
our schools are in a position to offer pupils the
subjects that they require in order to meet the
entry requirements for specialist institutions such
as the Royal Conservatoire of Scotland, Glasgow
School of Art and Scotland’s Rural College?
Shirley-Anne
Somerville:
The
Scottish
Government takes very seriously its requirement
to deliver in the senior phase of the education
system. That is why it is undertaking a review of
the learner journey from 15 to 24 to ensure that
every young person has in front of them the choice
that they want to make, whether it is to go into a
job, an apprenticeship, college or university. As
that development of the learner journey continues,
I am sure that we can pick up the points that Oliver
Mundell has made today.
Postgraduate Students (Distance Learning)
8. James Dornan (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP):
To ask the Scottish Government how it supports
distance learning for postgraduate students.
(S5O-01681)
The Minister for Further Education, Higher
Education
and
Science
(Shirley-Anne
Somerville): I announced on 5 January that, from
the academic year 2018-19, students who
undertake eligible postgraduate distance-learning
courses will be able to access a tuition fee loan of
£5,500. In addition, full-time students will be able
to access a living-cost loan of £4,500. Those
measures build on the expansion of the support
package for eligible students on taught
postgraduate courses put in place for the
academic year 2017-18, and that change has
helped contribute to an increase in the number of
applications for support from full-time students in
2017-18. It forms part of our wider package, which
last year provided £834.6 million in support of
143,110 full-time students in Scotland.
James Dornan: I was pleased to see the 5 per
cent increase in the number of Scottish
postgraduate students studying at Scottish higher
education institutions. Despite that increase,
however, does the minister share my concern
about the potential impact of Brexit on the number
of European Union students coming to study in
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Scotland’s excellent institutions on postgraduate
courses?
Shirley-Anne Somerville: I share the
member’s concern. This Government recognises
the enormous benefits that EU students at both
undergraduate and postgraduate level bring to this
country, enriching our culture and our communities
and contributing to our economy. That is why I am
pleased to reaffirm our commitment that eligible
EU students considering applying for postgraduate
courses in Scotland in academic year 2018-19 will
continue to be eligible for tuition fee support at the
same level as Scottish students. We will also
continue to work with universities and students to
discuss the impacts of Brexit and how we can all
ensure that Scotland’s universities remain
attractive, competitive and diverse.
Teacher Recruitment
9. Mairi Gougeon (Angus North and Mearns)
(SNP): To ask the Scottish Government what it is
doing to improve teacher recruitment. (S5O01682)
The Deputy First Minister and Cabinet
Secretary for Education and Skills (John
Swinney): The Government is taking a range of
actions to help increase the number of teachers,
including committing £88 million this year to make
sure that every school has access to the right
number of teachers with the right skills, investing
over £1 million through the Scottish attainment
challenge to support universities in developing
new innovative routes into teaching, and launching
the second phase of our teaching makes people
recruitment campaign. That action has halted a
period of steady decline in teacher recruitment,
resulting in almost 800 more teachers than there
were two years ago.
Mairi Gougeon: I have been contacted by
some of my constituents regarding specialist
teachers who are needed not only in science,
technology, engineering and mathematics but in
subjects such as music and art. What is the
Scottish Government doing to attract high-quality
individuals from other professions to increase
teacher numbers in those areas?
John Swinney: In my earlier answer, I referred
to the new routes into teaching. As part of that, we
have worked closely with the Royal Conservatoire
of Scotland on its new music teaching degree. As I
said in one of my earlier answers, we have
supported the University of Edinburgh with its new
national return to teach course, which is open to
teachers of all subjects, including art and music.
We are taking forward regular dialogue on this.
Indeed, I had a discussion last week with the
Scottish Council of Deans of Education about the
appropriate recruitment and the balance of
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recruitment of teachers to ensure that we have the
appropriate number of teachers with the right
specialisms in our schools to deliver the
curriculum for young people in Scotland.
Pupil Teacher Ratios (Lothian)
10. Jeremy Balfour (Lothian) (Con): To ask
the Scottish Government what action it is taking to
address the reported high pupil teacher ratios
across the Lothian area. (S5O-01683)
The Deputy First Minister and Cabinet
Secretary for Education and Skills (John
Swinney): The Government is investing £88
million this year so that every school has access to
the appropriate number of teachers, and our
investment has enabled councils to improve the
overall pupil teacher ratio nationally and halted a
steady decline in the number of teachers. Indeed,
the number of teachers increased by 253 in 2016
and by 543 last year. I am pleased that the local
authorities in the Lothians have either maintained
or improved their overall teacher numbers and
pupil teacher ratios.
Jeremy Balfour: The cabinet secretary will be
aware that over the past several years, poor
teacher recruitment and retention rates have led to
a rise in pupil teacher ratios in schools. In the City
of Edinburgh Council area alone, there has been a
rise from an average of 4.2 in 2012 to 15.1, which
means that the area now has one of the highest
ratios
in
Scotland.
Given
the
Scottish
Government’s stated aim of reaching a pupil
teacher ratio of 13.7, when does he expect that to
be reached in the Lothian area?
John Swinney: The agreement that we have
reached with local government is on a national
figure for the pupil teacher ratio. That has
improved to 13.6, and it has been met around the
country. As I indicated in my original answer, the
increase in teacher numbers by 253 in 2016,
followed by an increase of 543 last year, has
significantly assisted that position. I also note that,
in the Lothian area, there has been a beneficial
reduction in the pupil teacher ratio in East Lothian
and a static position in Edinburgh, Midlothian and
West Lothian.
The recruitment of teachers assists in our
approach to improving the pupil teacher ratio. The
Government’s budget supports that not only by
ensuring a strong settlement for local government
but through the investment of funds through the
pupil equity fund and the Scottish attainment
challenge.
Gender-Neutral School Uniforms
11. Alex Cole-Hamilton (Edinburgh Western)
(LD): To ask the Scottish Government what its
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position is on gender-neutral school uniforms.
(S5O-01684)

Public Services

The Deputy First Minister and Cabinet
Secretary for Education and Skills (John
Swinney): Local authorities and individual schools
are responsible for setting their own school
uniform policies and rules, taking into account
local needs and circumstances. The Scottish
Government is clear that all young people should
be treated equally and that schools should ensure
that suitable school clothing is worn.

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Linda
Fabiani): The next item of business is a debate on
motion S5M-09888, in the name of James Kelly,
on protecting public services.

Alex Cole-Hamilton: I am sure that the cabinet
secretary will join me in paying tribute to 15-yearold Jess Insall, who has successfully taken a
motion through the Liberal Democrat conference
endorsing gender-neutral school uniforms. She
has rightly received a great deal of media attention
for her efforts.
As Jess Insall said at our conference, what she
is calling for is
“not about dictating the way anyone dresses ... all it really
means is not treating people differently because of their
gender.”

I welcome the fact that, over Christmas, ministers
indicated that boys and girls should be treated
equally, but inequalities cannot be left to regional
variations. Will the Scottish Government take
steps to require schools to provide inclusive, nonprescriptive
gender-neutral
school
uniform
policies, and will it provide support and advice to
schools that are adapting their policies to make
them more inclusive?
The Presiding Officer: I ask the cabinet
secretary to make his answer shorter than the
question, if possible. [Laughter.]
John Swinney: I can certainly try, Presiding
Officer.
I respectfully ask Mr Cole-Hamilton to reflect on
what he has put to me: he has just asked me, at
central level, to regulate and dictate to schools
and local authorities, despite the fact that he
regularly comes here and complains about the
Government allegedly dictating to and instructing
local authorities. I will therefore share the
comments that I made earlier to Mr Lindhurst with
Mr Cole-Hamilton—it must be a Lothian condition.
There is no centrally issued guidance. As I have
said, the Government is clear that young people
should be treated equally, and it is up to individual
schools and local authorities to take those
decisions.

14:53
James Kelly (Glasgow) (Lab): Let me be clear:
Scottish Labour has no confidence in the draft
budget introduced last month by Derek Mackay,
the Cabinet Secretary for Finance and the
Constitution. We cannot have any confidence in a
budget that is neither progressive nor fair and that
piles the agony and the pain on to local
communities. It is weak and incompetent on tax,
and it lacks transparency on pay policy. It is not fit
for purpose. As such, we declare that Mr Mackay
needs to change the budget dramatically if it is to
fill the gaps that exist in Scotland’s communities
because of the lack of funding.
John Mason (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP):
Will the member give way?
James Kelly: I want to make some progress.
Let us look, for example, at how local councils
have been penalised, not just in this year’s budget
but since 2011. Cumulatively, they have suffered
£1.5 billion-worth of cuts. The Scottish Parliament
information centre briefing relates the fact that this
year’s budget will add another £135 million-worth
of cuts to that total, which will leave a black hole in
local government funding of up to £700 million.
Councils are beginning to assess their budgets
and look at the implications of Mr Mackay’s draft
budget. South Lanarkshire Council faces proposed
cuts of £23.5 million, which will include the cutting
of library services and a proposed reduction of 225
jobs. Those are the painful decisions that councils
face. The City of Edinburgh Council faces £24
million-worth of cuts, including a reduction in
leisure facilities. In last week’s sport debate, we
discussed
the
Glasgow
2018
European
championships, the feeder venues for which
include the Commonwealth pool in Edinburgh. The
Government and other Opposition parties talked
up the opportunities that those championships
offer, but how can we gain advantage from the
holding of those championships if leisure facilities
in Edinburgh are to be cut? Cuts worth £10 million
are proposed by Clackmannanshire Council. They
include reductions in the number of teachers and
classroom assistants, which will drain away critical
support for education.
I will take Mr Mason’s intervention now.
John Mason: I appreciate that very much.
Since I first tried to intervene, the member has
mentioned the figure of £700 million. Could he
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spell out for us how he would raise that £700
million? Would he do that through cuts elsewhere
in the budget or through increased taxes?
James Kelly: Having seen what a mess the
cabinet secretary made of his tax proposals,
Labour will take adequate time to put forward its
proposals.
The budget process is a three-stage process.
We are in the first phase, and we will publish our
tax proposals in full ahead of the stage 1 debate.
That is a perfectly reasonable position to take in
the budget process. We will take that approach
because we are beginning to see the pain that
local communities will have to suffer, which
includes reductions in teacher numbers and the
closure of leisure facilities. Consideration has to
be given to such serious matters.
Of course adequate and substantial changes in
taxation are required, not the weak proposals that
Derek Mackay has put forward. The Fraser of
Allander institute has said that, once the business
rate offsets and the social security changes are
taken into account, there is only £28 million
available for allocation in other budget areas. As
the Scottish Trades Union Congress has pointed
out, that is inadequate—it is a weak proposal. That
is not enough money to enable us to face up to the
challenges that confront us. The STUC told the
Finance and Constitution Committee that the gaps
in the budget mean that there is a shortfall of at
least £500 million. The Government needs to step
up to the mark, because Mr Mackay’s proposals
are simply not good enough.
The Greens are involved in negotiations with the
Government. Given that at least £500 million will
be needed to address those cuts, I hope that the
Greens will not be bought off by the offer of a
smaller sum than the one that was offered last
year.
Kenneth Gibson (Cunninghame
(SNP): Will Mr Kelly take an intervention?

North)

James Kelly: Not at this time.
In addition, Derek Mackay’s tax plans are
riddled with loopholes. For example, people who
earn between £43,525 and £58,500 will pay less
tax this year than they paid last year. How can that
be right? How can it be right that a nurse who
earns £33,000 will pay more tax this year while a
civil servant pays less tax? The tax proposals are
not just unfair but incompetent.
When Mr Mackay published his scenarios for
tax, back in the autumn, one of the tests for the tax
plans was that they should enable us to tackle
austerity and stop the cuts. The tax plans clearly
fail to do that, given that they leave only £28
million available to stop the cuts. Part of the
reason for that is that the top rate will be only 46p.
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Once again, Mr Mackay has backed away from
asking the people on the top rate of tax to pay
50p, which is not an unreasonable ask of people
who are earning more than £150,000. The tax
proposals are weak, they are not fit for purpose
and they do not meet the tests of being
progressive and stopping the cuts.
Kenneth Gibson: Will the member give way?
James Kelly: No, thank you.
The Conservative amendment talks about the
importance of growing the economy. I argue that
support for public services is vital to growing the
economy. We need to invest in and support
education, rather than reducing teacher numbers
and classroom assistants, as is happening in
Clackmannanshire. We need proper investment in
education. If we are to give our kids and college
students the support that they need, we need to
invest in infrastructure, teachers and lecturers. We
need to invest in the proper information
technology, to enable students to get qualified, so
that we can best fill the engineering and IT gaps in
our economy.
Ash Denham (Edinburgh Eastern) (SNP): I
am genuinely puzzled. Labour has had the same
opportunity that all the other Opposition parties in
the Parliament have had to engage constructively
with the finance secretary and to offer proposals
and suggestions about the choices that it would
make. Why not engage with that process, instead
of engaging in this parliamentary stunt?
James Kelly: This is not a parliamentary
stunt—[Interruption.] This is about setting out the
very serious point that we want a budget that
protects public services, protects jobs in
communities, supports education and makes a
real difference.
Mr Gibson wanted to intervene—
Kenneth Gibson: You can let me in now if you
want.
James Kelly: As a member of the Scottish
Parliament, Mr Gibson is going for seven in a row;
this will be the seventh budget in a row from the
Scottish National Party that will reduce funding for
council services. When will SNP MSPs such as
Kenny Gibson, John Mason and James Dornan
start standing up for their local communities,
instead of selling the jerseys? What is the point of
coming to the Parliament and supposedly
representing constituents, and voting year after
year for cuts at budget time?
Kenneth Gibson: Will the member take an
intervention?
James Kelly: No, thank you.
I make the point—[Interruption.]
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The Deputy Presiding Officer: Mr Kelly is in
his last minute. Will members stop the
raucousness and listen to his closing remarks,
please?
James Kelly: As we embark on the remainder
of the budget process, Labour wants to see a
budget that is serious about tackling the black hole
in public services. [Interruption.]
The Deputy Presiding Officer: I ask for some
peace and quiet, please. Mr Kelly can have
another minute.
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public expect no less from the Opposition and the
Government.
James Kelly: Does Mr Mackay think that the
public expect him to deliver a budget that will
result in local councils having to make cuts in their
local area?
Derek Mackay: The budget serves to invest
hundreds of millions of pounds more in our public
services right across the public sector. That is
what the public expect.

Let us not have the seventh year in a row in
which local councils and public services are
penalised. Let us have a fair settlement for our
communities.

In deploying our tax powers, I have set out four
tests: protecting the economy, using the system in
a more progressive fashion, protecting lowerincome earners and investing in public services. I
say to the Labour Party that we engaged in quite a
consultative and collaborative approach to the
deployment of our income tax powers. We invited
Opposition parties to give us the policies that they
would have us cost so that we could have a fair
and balanced debate. I did not receive any
proposals from the Labour Party—to be fair, it was
embarking on a leadership contest thereabout—
and the people of Scotland are still waiting to hear
what its alternative specifically on income tax is. I
would therefore argue that the people of Scotland
have no confidence in a Labour Opposition that
fails to work constructively when the opportunity is
given to it.

We do not have any confidence in the budget. It
is time to stop the rot, reject the draft budget, and
stand up for local communities.

I make the invitation again: my door is open to
any Opposition party that wishes to discuss the
budget.

James Kelly: We also want a budget that is
transparent and serious about tackling public
sector pay. When Derek Mackay appeared at the
Finance and Constitution Committee on Monday,
he could not tell us the cost of the public sector
pay policy or how it was allocated in the local
government budget. That is not transparent or
competent.
We also want to see action to address the fact
that we have more than a quarter of a million
children in child poverty. That is an absolute
scandal in modern Scotland.

I move,
That the Parliament believes that the Draft Budget does
not protect public services.

15:06
The Cabinet Secretary for Finance and the
Constitution (Derek Mackay): As parliamentary
stunts go, that was about as woeful as I have ever
seen in the chamber. Rather than asking
questions about confidence in the Scottish
Government’s budget, James Kelly’s speech asks
questions about confidence in the Labour Party to
deliver alternatives or to be able to construct an
argument in which it can engage positively in the
budget process.
There is a well-established budget process in
which Opposition parties can engage. James Kelly
tried to insult the Green Party for engaging in
those discussions. Is it not for all parliamentarians
to engage in budget discussions? The draft budget
process is about the Government presenting its
position and recognising that this is a Parliament
of minorities in which we must work across the
chamber to find compromise and consensus in
order to give stimulus and sustainability for our
public services, and also—crucially—stability. The

Mike Rumbles (North East Scotland) (LD):
This time last year, the Greens claimed to have
won a concession of £150 million for the Scottish
budget. Will the finance secretary remind the
chamber whether that was the case and where
that £150 million came from?
Derek Mackay: I really do not see how that is
relevant to this discussion. However, what we
were able to do was to strike a deal that allowed
us to take forward budget amendments as part of
the process before stage 3. I think that that was
welcome and orderly.
This Government is trying to deliver the budget
in an orderly fashion, but the Labour Party
returned to the issue of the top rate of tax. As I
said when I presented the draft budget on 14
December, our income tax policy is intended to
raise more money for public services. In relation to
the top rate of tax, which James Kelly has raised
again, the Labour Party’s proposition would raise
less money next year for Scotland’s public
services, as it is based on raising the top rate
above the level that Scottish Government
proposes.
We should not forget the Tories’ role, because
over the 10 years to 2019-20, Conservative
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austerity will mean that the Scottish Government’s
fiscal block grant allocation will have been reduced
in real terms by £2.6 billion, and by 2019-20 the
resource block grant will be around £500 million
lower in real terms than it is in 2017-18. Our
balanced and progressive budget proposals
protect our public services from that real-terms
reduction for Scotland and ensure that there is
real-terms growth for Scotland’s public services.
Alex Rowley (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab):
Will the cabinet secretary give way?
Derek Mackay: I want to make a bit more
progress.
Our budget means additional resources for the
national health service, for example, with more
than £400 million in additional funds.
If local government, which has been referenced
in the debate, used its powers to increase the
council tax by up to 3 per cent, that would mean
real-terms
growth
for
local
government
arrangements, with the cash settlement being
protected and the capital settlement growing. It is
significant that the Convention of Scottish Local
Authorities said to the Local Government and
Communities Committee that it does not think that
it is
“calling for an extra £500 million explicitly”.—[Official
Report, Local Government and Communities Committee,
22 November 2017; c 36.]

Jenny Marra (North East Scotland) (Lab): Will
the cabinet secretary give way?
Derek Mackay: I want to make a little more
progress to say a bit more about what the budget
does for public services, which is what this debate
is about. The wording of the motion means that it
falls far short of being about a vote of no
confidence; the motion is actually about public
services.
We have invested more in real terms in the
budgets for the police and fire services, and they
can now recover VAT and enhance their spending
power; we have provided more support for
colleges and universities, with a real-terms
increase in their funding; and our progressive pay
policy does what we said it would by lifting the 1
per cent pay cap. That is a far more progressive
pay policy than the one south of the border. Our
budget gives support to our public services and
those who work in them.
The budget is about fairness and delivery, with
£750 million for new affordable houses and more
funding for energy efficiency. More specifically, it
mitigates the UK Government’s welfare reform and
provides more for the ending homelessness
together fund, more for attacking the attainment
gap, more for supporting our front-line education
service and more for supporting the child poverty
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efforts. As I said, all that should ensure that we
live in a fairer society. We are making extra
investment in all those areas, while ensuring that
our tax plans are fair and allow us to be the
lowest-taxed part of the UK, but in a progressive
fashion.
Alex Rowley: This week, Audit Scotland
published a report on Clackmannanshire Council,
which has an annual revenue budget of £180
million. Audit Scotland says that the council has to
take £29 million out of its budget over the next
three years. Unless the cabinet secretary changes
his policy, that council will collapse. Does he agree
that he needs to look again at the local
government settlement?
Derek Mackay: I have said over the course of
this debate and publicly that I will engage with all
political parties to find a compromise so that our
budget can be passed. I think that it provides a fair
settlement for local government. However, I make
the point that the Labour Party has stopped talking
about the national health service, while this
Government is proposing to invest over £400
million more in the NHS. That proposal is not
matched by one from the Labour Party, which
seems to have forgotten about the national health
service when it comes to the budget settlement.
We have a fairer income tax policy and will have
more investment in infrastructure of some £4
billion to help us grow our economy in an inclusive
way. A well-performing economy is a prerequisite
for ensuring that we have high-quality public
services and can invest in them. Many of our
interventions are to support economic growth and
deliver inclusive growth, such as early learning
and expanding childcare, affordable houses,
expanding infrastructure for transport connectivity
and digital, and the environmental agenda, with,
for example, more charging points for electric cars.
All of that is substantial new investment by this
Government that provides reasons to support the
budget.
I have to engage with other parties to reach a
mature decision about what is right for our country.
I invite all the political parties to act constructively
and maturely in that regard.
15:15
Murdo Fraser (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con): I
welcome James Kelly to his place on the front
bench as Labour’s relatively new finance
spokesman. I hope that he will forgive me when I
say that we on this side of the chamber feel a little
bit short-changed, because, last week, we were
led to believe that Richard Leonard would lead the
debate this afternoon. We were looking forward to
hearing that 21st century Arthur Scargill
entrancing the chamber with his rhetoric.
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However, it might be no surprise that Mr
Leonard is taking a back seat for this debate,
because perhaps he has read today’s YouGov poll
in The Times, which shows that the Labour Party
in Scotland has slipped from second to third place
in Holyrood voting intentions. A staggering 60 per
cent of the electorate has no opinion whatsoever
on Mr Leonard, so he needs to work a little harder
on his public profile. I would have thought that he
would welcome the chance to lead this debate so
that the public might be aware of what he has to
say to them. In the words of the song, things can
only get better for Scottish Labour.
Today, the Labour Party has brought to us a
debate on the Scottish budget. Labour is quite
entitled to choose whatever subject it wants for its
debating time, but it seems a bit curious to
schedule this debate just two weeks before
consideration of the Budget (Scotland) Bill at stage
1. I have some sympathy for the points that were
made by the Cabinet Secretary for Finance and
the Constitution. If the Labour Party really wants to
be serious about influencing the direction of the
budget, it is quite entitled to sit down and make a
case to him about the changes that it wants to
make. Mr Kelly would have been on stronger
ground had he come to the chamber today and set
out not only what additional spending his party
wanted to see, but the tax changes that it would
make in order to pay for that spending, so that we
could all discuss those in the round.
It is hard to disagree with the basic proposition
of the Labour Party’s motion, because the draft
budget that we have had presented to us fails to
protect public services. James Kelly was right to
say that local government has been the loser in
the budget. There has been a real-terms cut in
total central Government funding for local
authorities of £81 million from this year to the next.
More significantly, the local authority distributable
revenue grant has been cut by more than £200
million. Even if councils were to raise council tax
by the maximum of 3 per cent from this year to the
next, that would offset the rise by less than half—
about £75 million. Overall, councils have seen
their revenue funding from the Scottish
Government cut, in real terms, by 7.6 per cent
between 2010-11 and 2016-17, which is far above
any reduction in its own discretionary spending
budget in the same period. The consequences of
that will be known to us all. Local authorities
across the country, which are currently setting
their budgets, are having to make savings across
the board by closing schools, reducing teacher
numbers, cutting arts and leisure programmes,
reducing road and green space maintenance and,
in some cases, increasing user charges for
various council services. At the same time,
councils are under pressure to increase staff
salaries.
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Derek Mackay: Will Murdo Fraser take an
intervention?
Murdo Fraser: Let me make this point, and
then I will give way.
The Scottish Government’s pay policy proposes
a 3 per cent rise for those earning up to £30,000,
and a 2 per cent rise for those earning above that.
Not surprisingly, the unions that represent local
authority workers believe that staff there should be
getting the same rise; indeed, last week, they
made a case for a 6 per cent increase. Yet the
finance secretary’s draft budget contains no
additional sums for salary increases to match what
he is paying elsewhere in the public sector.
Derek Mackay: If the Conservative position is to
argue for more resources for those areas, how
does the member propose to balance that with the
fact that, if I were to follow Tory tax policies, I
would have to find a further £501 million?
Murdo Fraser: First, the cabinet secretary’s
sums are wrong. Secondly, the cabinet secretary
has more money to spend, because the Scottish
Government’s budget, according to SPICe and the
Fraser of Allander institute, is increasing in real
terms from this year to the next. Indeed, the
finance secretary accepted that explicit point when
I put it to him at the Finance and Constitution
Committee meeting last week.
Although the Scottish Government will complain
that its discretionary spending has been reduced
relative to the high point of 2010, the Fraser of
Allander institute states that the reduction is some
3.8 per cent, which is well below the 8 per cent
figure that is often quoted by the SNP. More
significantly, if we compare spending today with
what it was 10 years ago when the SNP came to
power, we find that there has been no real-terms
reduction
in
the
Scottish
Government’s
discretionary spending, according to Fraser of
Allander.
Derek Mackay: Will the member take a further
intervention?
Murdo Fraser: If Derek Mackay wants to
contradict the Fraser of Allander institute, I will be
interested to hear that.
Derek Mackay: It is more that I am stunned that
Murdo Fraser does not see the point that I made,
which was that, if I followed Tory tax policy for the
next financial year, that would result in £501
million less. Irrespective of an argument over
historic reductions, this is about what we propose
for the next financial year if I followed Tory tax
policies. They cannot have it both ways: raise less
and spend more.
Murdo Fraser: That was a very curious
intervention from the cabinet secretary. For years,
we sat in the chamber listening to members from
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the SNP benches, Mr Salmond among them,
telling us that the way to grow the tax take was to
grow the economy. That was the way to get more
money for public services. We remember Mr
Salmond arguing for cuts in corporation tax to
grow the economy. Mr Mackay produced an
excellent paper just before Christmas arguing for
tax cuts to grow the economy; he argued that, if
we cut air departure tax, that would grow the
economy and tax revenues. Why can he not see
the logic of his own argument and his party’s
position when it comes to the broader economy?
Instead of increasing taxes, let us reduce them
and grow the tax take. At the same time, think
about how much money we would save
additionally if we were to cut out waste, cut the
unnecessary vanity projects of the SNP and scrap
the named person policy. Any cuts that the
Scottish Government makes are entirely of its own
choice.
The SNP’s approach to the budget is not just to
cut local services, but to increase tax. Despite the
SNP promising at the previous Scottish election
that it would not increase tax for those paying the
basic rate of tax, that is exactly what it plans to do.
Scots face a double whammy: their taxes are
going up at the same time that services are being
cut. Under the SNP, we are asked to pay more,
but we get less in return.
In contrast, Conservatives are quite clear about
what we want from the budget. There is no case
for tax rises, particularly when promises were
made that taxes would not go up and when the
budget, in terms of the block grant, is increasing.
This budget should cut waste and grow the
economy so that tax revenues rise, which is what
we say in our amendment.
I move amendment S5M-09888.4, to leave out
from “believes” to end and insert:
“acknowledges that the UK Parliament block grant to the
Scottish Government is increasing in real terms from 201718 to 2018-19; notes that any spending cuts to local
services are a choice by the Scottish Government, not a
necessity, and calls on the Scottish Government to
abandon its plans to raise income tax and instead deliver a
Budget that will focus on growing Scotland’s economy and
tax base.”

15:23
Patrick Harvie (Glasgow) (Green): I welcome
the opportunity to have the debate. I was going to
reflect on the fact that it is perhaps the second half
of the stage zero process for the budget because,
as Murdo Fraser will remember, the Conservatives
lodged a motion the day before the draft budget
was published.
It struck me as a little odd that Murdo Fraser
said that it was curious that the Labour Party had
chosen to debate the issue two weeks before the
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budget is voted on at stage 1. If we use the
opportunity properly, it is fair enough to have a
little advance debate, whether before the budget is
published or before it is formally voted on. Budget
scrutiny has been shorter in recent years than it
ought to be, so additional time in the chamber is
helpful if we put it to good use.
We could gain a lot from more debate on how
we fund our public services, as well as other
aspects that are often underexamined, such as the
carbon assessment process or the shortcomings
that exist, as the finance secretary admits, in
issues such as gender budgeting. I commend the
written submission from the Scottish women’s
budget group and the serious criticisms that it
makes, some of which the cabinet secretary
accepted at the Finance and Constitution
Committee meeting this week.
I have a question for the Labour members
today, and I really want to ask it in a constructive
spirit. Are they using this opportunity, or the wider
opportunity that come through a period of minority
government, to best effect? Two weeks before
stage 1, Opposition parties ought to be proposing
positive and constructive ideas to the Government
that will make the budget better. The Government
then needs time to conduct its own scrutiny, as
does the Scottish Fiscal Commission, and then we
can go through parliamentary scrutiny of those
proposals. Producing tax proposals after the
Budget (Scotland) Bill has reached stage 1 will not
leave any time to change the budget for the better
and see a positive effect.
Mike Rumbles: Earlier, I asked the Cabinet
Secretary for Finance and the Constitution
whether he could tell us where the £150 million
that Patrick Harvie claims he received from the
Scottish Government last year came from. The
cabinet secretary could not tell members. Will
Patrick Harvie tell members where that £150
million came from?
Patrick Harvie: I will be happy to ask my office
to send Mr Rumbles the links to all the formal
discussions that he was well aware of at the time.
We got £160 million in cuts to local government
reversed. I think that I am right in saying that that
was the only stage 2 amendment in the process
since devolution; it was certainly the biggest
budget concession since devolution.
Today we are being asked to vote on the draft
budget instead of debating changes to the real
thing. I cannot disagree with a word in the Labour
Party’s motion, but everybody here is aware that
the draft is just that—a draft. The purpose of a
draft budget is for the Government to make its
proposals so that we can all examine and
challenge them. The vote that matters is the vote
on the actual bill that will be introduced, and on the
rate resolution in February. Labour’s rhetoric bills
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today’s debate as a vote of no confidence in the
budget before the committee scrutiny has been
completed. Sadly, that suggests to me that Labour
has no more interest in improving the budget than
it has shown in previous years.
Last year, I challenged Labour’s refusal to
engage in that process properly, and maybe I did
so too aggressively. If so, I apologise. Let me say
now—more in sorrow than in anger—that if Labour
MSPs care about a better budget that protects our
public services, they need to propose the solutions
that have been lacking so far.
Monica Lennon (Central Scotland) (Lab):
James Kelly set out that we will do that. Does
Patrick Harvie agree that there is an important
principle at stake here? The cabinet secretary
wants to engage constructively but he is denying
that the draft budget will harm our public services.
We are simply asking for that recognition, because
the language that is being used implies that the
draft budget is a fair settlement for local
government when it is clearly not.
Patrick Harvie: I certainly agree that what is in
the draft budget is not a fair settlement for local
government, but the draft budget does nothing.
The real budget will do something and we will
need to seek changes to that.
The Green approach has been very clear all
along. We use up-front, early engagement and are
clear about our principles. We took them to our
party conference to seek its democratic mandate
for an approach that prioritises progressive
changes to income tax, the protection of public
services including at the local level, a fair public
pay settlement, and investment in low-carbon
infrastructure.
The impact on local government is very clear.
Compared with the draft budget of the previous
year, the increases and decreases show that local
government gets the third biggest cut of any of the
30-odd areas in the SPICe analysis, which also
shows that, depending on which pots of money we
consider to be part of the core settlement, there
will be a £187 million cut or a £135 million cut or a
£157 million cut. That last one comes closest to
the comparison figure that we used last year.
We also need to ensure that local government
has the resources that it needs for a fair pay
settlement.
The case for low-carbon investment is extremely
urgent. The Liberal Democrats’ amendment
mentions ferries, but the wording is perhaps
premature, given the fact that we have not yet
seen the relevant committee’s recommendation.
That committee has discussed the issue, but its
recommendation has not been published yet. I
expect the cabinet secretary to respond clearly
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during the budget process to whatever the
committee recommends on the issue.
We also want progress on fuel poverty. The
cabinet secretary says that there is more money
for that, but the fuel poverty and energy efficiency
budget line goes from £114.1 million to an
incredibly impressive £114.3 million, which is
hardly the kind of increase that reflects the
national infrastructure priority that has apparently
been placed on the issue.
The Deputy Presiding Officer: You must close
please, Mr Harvie.
Patrick Harvie: We have put forward specific
proposals to the Government, which can choose
to work with us or with any one of those other
extremely constructive political parties, but it will
have to make that choice soon.
I move amendment S5M-09888.3, to leave out
from “Draft Budget” to end and insert:
“Budget for 2018-19 must protect public services, fund a
fair pay increase for public sector workers and invest in
low-carbon infrastructure; urges the Scottish Government
to amend the proposals in the Draft Budget to achieve this,
and considers that all opposition parties have a
responsibility in a period of minority government to put
forward positive and constructive proposals for change.”

15:30
Willie Rennie (North East Fife) (LD): Our
general approach to budgets has been
constructive and about engagement. Since I have
been leader, we have voted for the Scottish
Government’s budget on two occasions and, as
the finance secretary will know, we have always
engaged constructively. We voted for the budget
previously because we perceived that it was, not
perfect, but good enough. We secured more
investment for nursery education, free school
meals and for colleges. However, the approach
this year has changed, which we deeply regret. In
previous years, we have engaged positively and
constructively with Derek Mackay but, this year, he
is trying to strongarm us into supporting the
budget by using the significant issue of the
northern isles ferries. To try to secure our support,
he is threatening to withdraw a clear commitment
and promise that he made to the northern isles to
provide financial support for the internal ferries for
those islands.
Derek Mackay: Will Willie Rennie take an
intervention on that point?
Willie Rennie: Certainly, if the cabinet secretary
is going to change his position.
Derek Mackay: No, it is not a change of
position. I have attended all the meetings in that
regard, and the position is that we enter into
meaningful negotiations with local authorities. It is
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a deep misunderstanding to suggest that there is
an automatic allocation of a sum of money.
To answer Willie Rennie’s point, Patrick Harvie
is right that the issue of the ferries in the northern
isles has been discussed at the Rural Economy
and Connectivity Committee. I have not seen the
committee’s report, either, but I will look at its
recommendations and respond in due course.
Willie Rennie: There are two Government
documents that are very clear about the
Government promises. One of them, from back in
2014, talks about a negotiation at that time to
conclude the issue. That commitment was made in
2014, but nothing has changed since. Discussions
might be happening, but I cannot see any
commitment to actually delivering on the promise.
The ferry services plan from 2012 was equally
clear about resolving the injustice for the internal
ferry services. The result is that, if there is no
change, public services will be cut or ferries will be
cut. It is Derek Mackay’s responsibility to come to
terms with that. That is why we hope that, when
the final budget is published, we will see a clear
commitment to deliver on the promise that he
made. I hope that there will be a change of tack,
because I would like to get back to the
constructive process of engagement that we have
had in previous years.
Liberal Democrats have been clear, open and
honest about our costed manifesto commitments.
At the election, unlike the Scottish National Party,
we said that we were prepared to put a penny on
income tax to invest in a transformational
investment in education for nurseries, schools and
colleges. We were frank with people so that, when
they voted for us at the ballot box, they knew what
they were voting for. However, those who voted
for the SNP were not clear, because the SNP said
one thing and has done another since then.
Nevertheless, I welcome the fact that the SNP
now recognises that we need to use the powers
that the Parliament has gained to make a
transformational change. We therefore urge the
Scottish Government to go the full length by
making a proper investment of £500 million.
We think that a £500 million boost to education
is necessary because that will benefit the
economy, in the face of Brexit. I agreed with much
of what the First Minister set out in the paper that
she published on Monday on the economic impact
of Brexit. However, we do not see any action in
the budget to try to deal with that. We need to
invest in people’s skills and talents to try to supply
the skills that will allow businesses to grow wealth
and opportunities in this country.
That is why we think that there should be a
proper investment programme in nurseries for the
expansion of nursery education for two, three and
four-year-olds; proper investment in school
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budgets and the pupil premium—or the pupil
equity fund, as the Scottish Government calls it;
and reversal of the damaging cuts to colleges of
recent years, in which 150,000 places were cut
and mature and part-time students were deprived
of opportunities. That is the investment that we
think is necessary in order to get the Scottish
education system back to being the best in the
world.
We also need to invest in mental health. In the
previous budget, we recommended that mental
health spending should go up to £1.2 billion. We
need that significant extra investment in mental
health because we have seen large numbers of
people who have to wait to get essential mental
health treatment—young people who just cannot
get the support that they need and people waiting
for up to a year to get the basic treatment and
support that they need. One of the commanders of
police in Dundee has said that mental health is
one of the major issues that the police force in
Dundee now deals with. We need investment in
mental health to take the pressure off the police
and the front-line services.
Monica Lennon: Does Willie Rennie agree that,
if the Scottish Government invested properly in
public services, it could come to agree with other
parties that want to see school-based
counselling—an ask that the Scottish Association
for Mental Health has reiterated this week?
Willie Rennie: There was a very interesting
report this morning about first-aid mental health for
schools that I thought was a good move in the
right direction. That is the kind of thing that we
could invest in.
Finally, we need to see the fulfilment of the
commitment that the Government has made on
ferries. That is the best way of securing
constructive engagement across this chamber so
that we can agree a budget for Scotland.
I move amendment S5M-09888.2, to insert at
end:
“, and further believes that the Draft Budget fails to
deliver the transformation required in both education and
mental health services, and that it defies the will of the
Parliament, and the Scottish Government’s own
commitment, by omitting fair funding for internal ferries in
the Northern Isles.”

The Deputy Presiding Officer: We now move
to the open debate and speeches of five minutes,
please. All the opening speeches went a wee bit
over, so we are quite tight for time.
15:37
James Dornan (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP):
Thank you, Presiding Officer; given your last
comment I will unfortunately not be able to take
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any interventions, about which I am very upset,
take it from me.

sector pay unless it receives extra funding from
Westminster.

I heard that Mr Kelly, in his opening
comments—soon to be famous, I suspect—said
something about me “selling the jerseys” when I
came here on a regular basis. I assure you that I
can see only one Arthur Daley party in this
chamber, and that is the Labour Party. It promises
something, but every time it is in a position to give
it, it sells a dud instead. One of the downsides of
growing old is seeing people and institutions that
we hold dear deteriorate: family and loved ones
who become ill and frail, film stars who end up on
made-for-television afternoon films, football
players who think they still have it but do not, old
theatres and cinemas going to rack and ruin while
we remember them in better days.

Let us get back to Labour hypocrisy. It is no
secret that pressures on the Scottish NHS have
been vast over the winter period; in fact, both the
cabinet secretary for health and the First Minister
apologised unreservedly for any delays that
patients may have had to face. However, at no
point was any blame apportioned to the hardworking staff of our NHS. That is because this
Government genuinely supports and cares for our
front-line staff.

Unfortunately, that is what we are witnessing. A
once great institution that was held dear by me
and many of my generation shows itself to be a
poor facsimile of the party whose name it dares
still to use. While our budget is being cut in real
terms by Westminster, the Labour Party would
rather spend its time indulging in a stunt that uses
our public service workers as a political football
than work with the Scottish Government to ensure
that Scotland gets a fairer deal. That was not the
Labour way; it used to defend the workers when
the party was in office, not use them when it was
out of it. Hypocrisy is now a byword for Scottish
Labour, I am afraid.

“I would like to hear your stories: good, bad or indifferent
of the experience you, or a loved one, had with the NHS
over winter”.

It is clear that the Scottish Government
recognises in the draft budget that public sector
workers form an integral part of Scottish life. It also
recognises the workers’ need for improved pay,
especially in light of the increasing austerity
measures coming out of Westminster. Social
security cuts alongside rising inflation are causing
real hardship to many of our lowest paid public
sector workers, and this budget shows the
Government’s commitment to those hard-working
staff members and their families.
Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Lab): Will the
member take an intervention?

Let us compare that attitude to that of the new
leader of
the Scottish Labour
Party—
[Interruption.]—he is probably the acting leader,
because I doubt that he will be there that long. I
will quote a tweet that he put out just last week:

Call me cynical, but I highly doubt that Mr Leonard
will be coming to the chamber tomorrow to ask the
First Minister how the Scottish NHS has managed
to generate so many good news stories at such a
difficult time across the UK. [Interruption.]
I suggest that Mr Leonard is using his political
platform to fish for stories that he can use to beat
the Scottish Government with. Can people
imagine the audacity of a party that would bring a
motion to this chamber claiming to stand up for our
public service workers while at the same time
fishing for ways in which to criticise and complain
about the brilliant work being done under the most
difficult of circumstances? It is beyond contempt.
Perhaps Labour
themselves—

members

should

remind

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Excuse me, Mr
Dornan. Jenny Marra has a point of order.
James Dornan: What is the betting that it is not
a point of order?
Members: Oh!

James Dornan: I am sorry, Jackie; I do not
have time for one of your stories.

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I did not catch
that, Mr Dornan, but please be quiet until we have
heard the point of order.

This Government recognises that, even in the
toughest of financial times, public services must
be maintained and staff should be paid fairly in
order for us to provide the people of Scotland with
some of the best public services throughout the
UK. What is Labour’s position, outside of a press
release?

Jenny Marra (North East Scotland) (Lab): On
a point of order, Presiding Officer. Can you advise
the chamber to what extent the member speaking
has to stick to the motion and not simply use his
time to attack a party that has lodged a serious
motion for debate?

I know that Anas Sarwar will get up and speak
about the NHS shortly, but before he does, let me
say just three words to him: Labour-controlled
Wales. Wales has a very poorly run health service
and a Labour Party that refuses to increase public

The Deputy Presiding Officer: That is a
decision for whoever is presiding in the chair, Ms
Marra.
James Dornan: Perhaps the Labour Party
should not have lodged a motion in the first place
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that was solely to attack the Government; it should
have taken part in the process.
As I was saying before I was interrupted, Labour
members should remind themselves of their
failings in the creation of the ruinous private
finance initiative system, with 93 PFI projects
adding up to a staggering £30.2 billion, with
contracts being repaid over up to 35 years, at
more than five times the initial cost of projects—
The Deputy Presiding Officer: You must come
to a close, please, Mr Dornan.
James Dornan: —I wonder how much of a pay
rise that could have funded.
In conclusion, I suggest that if the Labour Party
thinks that it can balance the books better, it would
be best to provide an amendment, or indeed an
alternative motion—one that balances the books,
although in saying that—
The Deputy Presiding Officer: You must
close, please, Mr Dornan.
James
Dornan:
—going
on
previous
performance, it seems much more likely that it will
continue—
The Deputy Presiding Officer: Mr Dornan, will
you please close? Thank you very much.
James Dornan: What about the point of order?
The Deputy Presiding Officer: Mr Dornan, as I
have said already, that is entirely my decision. I
have asked you to close. Thank you.
15:43
Iain Gray (East Lothian) (Lab): Of all the public
services that are underpinned or perhaps
undermined by this budget, arguably the most
important is education. If there is a silver bullet in
the fight against poverty, the struggle against
inequality or indeed the drive to grow the
economy, it is education.
Across the years, so many have told us just
that, from Mandela, who called it the most
powerful weapon to change the world, to Malala,
who said:
“One child, one teacher, one book and one pen can
change the world”,

and risked her life to learn.
Education is not just a public service; it is a
public good, an investment in opportunity for our
children and grandchildren and the future for us
all. Our obligation is to make the necessary public
investment in it and to reject a budget that fails
that test of principle, not just of detail. After all, the
First Minister has told us so often that this is her
number 1 priority. She asks to be judged on it, but
the evidence says that she cannot be trusted on it.
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Over the years, the SNP has cut spending per
annum per secondary school pupil by £1,000 and
by £500 per pupil across all our schools.
Since 2010, £1.2 billion less has been spent in
our schools than would have been had spending
simply been maintained. In colleges too, years of
cuts and flat cash settlements amount to real-term
cuts. At the same time university students have
seen grants slashed and their debt burden for
living support double.
The effect in our schools is real. There are
3,500 fewer teachers—4,000 fewer considering
only the core school budget—and there are 1,000
fewer support staff. Average class sizes in primary
schools are bigger than they have ever been.
We cannot recruit even those reduced teacher
numbers. Hundreds of posts lie vacant, while
every week we hear of unacceptable measures
that schools are taking to cope, whether it is
begging parents to help out in the classroom or
unqualified students teaching a critical subject
such as maths. That is happening right here in our
capital city, in a school—Trinity Academy—that
has a proud record stretching back over 120
years.
The reason for that is not hard to find. Teachers’
pay has eroded every year under this
Government, and another below-inflation pay deal
has just been awarded—another real-terms cut.
Our teachers have gone from being among the
best paid in the developed world to well below
average in the international league table of pay.
Of course, the most worrying effect of those cuts
to this public service has been the decline in
achievement in core skills such as numeracy and
literacy, as we fall behind other nations, and a
continuing gap between children from the richest
families and the rest.
The questions for this budget are: does it
reverse those trends and does it begin to undo 10
years of cuts? To do so, it would have to
demonstrate adequate resources for the local
councils that fund our schools, not just to avoid
further cuts but to begin to rebuild core teaching
and support staff numbers, reverse the increase in
class sizes and provide a pay increase sufficient to
make teaching an attractive profession once
again.
Stewart Stevenson (Banffshire and Buchan
Coast) (SNP): I absolutely respect the member’s
experience as a teacher. He will remember, of
course, that in providing answers, pupils have to
provide their workings as well. As he has provided
neither yet, will he use his last minute to produce
one or the other for us?
Iain Gray: With regard to teachers’ pay, the
table from the Organisation for Economic Co-
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operation and Development report can be found in
the Times Educational Supplement, which I am
happy to supply.
With regard to the erosion of teachers’ pay, a
teacher today is earning around just under £6,000
less than they would be had their pay kept pace
with inflation. I am more than happy to provide the
workings to Mr Stevenson, as would be the
Educational Institute of Scotland, I am absolutely
sure.
To protect education, this budget would have to
restore cut funding to grant support for students,
so that those who cannot ask their families to
subsidise their living at university can afford to go
there without being put off by the scale of debt that
they will face.
Presiding Officer, this budget does none of that.
It leaves a shortfall of in effect £700 million for
councils, so they will not even be able to stand still
on schools, never mind restore teacher numbers
and teachers’ pay.
Kenneth Gibson rose—
The Deputy Presiding Officer: No—Mr Gray is
just closing.
Iain Gray: The tax measures that the cabinet
secretary has referred to actually raise only an
additional £28 million and are so progressive that
someone who earns £40,000 will pay less tax but
someone—
The Deputy Presiding Officer: You are just
closing, Mr Gray.
Iain Gray: It provides no additional support for
students, and we see the consequences clearly as
councils prepare their budgets. What confidence
can we have that this budget invests in education?
The Deputy Presiding Officer: Mr Gray,
please close.
Iain Gray: None—none at all. That is why we
should support the motion.
15:49
Tom Arthur (Renfrewshire South) (SNP): I am
grateful for the opportunity to speak in the debate.
Before highlighting a few of the ways in which I
believe that the draft budget supports our public
services, I would like to take a moment to remind
the Parliament of the economic and fiscal
backdrop.
The UK Government is cutting the Scottish
Government’s resource budget by £500 million
over the next two years. That is, of course, the
budget that pays for the day-to-day running of our
public services, which includes paying the salaries
of public sector employees such as nurses,
firefighters and police officers. That £500 million
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budget reduction should also be understood in the
broader context of almost a decade of austerity
implemented by the UK Government which, in
itself, represented a failure to respond effectively
in the wake of the financial crash of 2008.
As a consequence of misguided and dogmatic
UK Government policy, we have endured a
prolonged period of wage stagnation, with real
income growth suppressed and inequality rising.
All of that—wage stagnation, the rise of insecure
work and welfare cuts—has been exacerbated by
the huge economic imbalance between the southeast and the rest of the United Kingdom. All of the
systemic distortions and inequalities within the
wider UK economy, combined with the anticipated
headwinds resulting from Brexit, on top of a £500
million reduction in the resource element of the
block grant, create an extremely challenging
environment in which to set the budget. That is a
challenge not only to the Government, but to all of
us in this Parliament, which is, after all, a
Parliament of minorities.
The draft budget, as laid before the Parliament,
represents a bold and innovative response to that
challenge. In committing an additional £400 million
to the NHS, it supports our most treasured public
service. By increasing spending on educational
attainment, it demonstrates this Scottish
Government’s commitment to reducing the
attainment gap. Significant increases in the
economy portfolio budget and continued support
for small businesses show that this Government is
determined to support economic growth. The
allocation of additional funds to Creative Scotland,
in light of reductions from the national lottery, has
been welcomed across Scotland’s cultural sector.
Those represent but a handful of the provisions in
the draft budget that will contribute to protecting
public services.
Patrick Harvie: The cabinet secretary has
made the case that the tax policy changes that he
proposes bring the overall Scottish Government
budget back into real-terms growth. Does the
member have any idea why it is therefore
impossible to provide real-terms growth in the
funding from the Scottish Government to local
government to protect those services?
Tom Arthur: I thank Patrick Harvie for that
intervention. That is a point that I will come to later
in my remarks. It is fundamentally down to choices
and I am sure that he will continue to engage
constructively with the cabinet secretary to make
that case but, ultimately, funds being allocated to
one area of spending mean fewer funds for
another area. He will have to advocate for his
position.
On that topic, today was an opportunity for
Labour to lodge a motion setting out its priorities
and vision for public services and for that to be
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subjected to the trial of parliamentary scrutiny. It is
therefore disappointing that James Kelly has
chosen instead to frame this debate as a vote of
no confidence in the draft budget.
Just as it is unwilling to engage constructively
with the Government ahead of the draft budget,
the Labour front bench would unfortunately rather
chase the easy headline and spare itself the
bother of the deep thinking and heavy lifting that
making a meaningful contribution would require.
As is sadly now the norm for that once great
institution, it will choose easy gimmicks over hard
graft.
Turning to the Tories, it seems that they are
having something of an identity crisis. Instinctively,
they wish to slash taxes on high earners and
shrink the state. However, the Tories are a
devious lot and they know that such a view—
Jamie Greene (West Scotland) (Con): Will the
member take an intervention?
Tom Arthur: Sorry, I have already taken one
intervention and do not have time.
The Tories know that such a view is in the
minority. They know that to slash and burn is the
minority position in Scotland and that holding that
view would see them punished at the ballot box.
Therefore we end up with the unsustainable
absurdity of the Tories simultaneously calling for
tax cuts for the wealthy and increased public
spending. For a party that prides itself on straighttalking, commonsense politics, that is utterly
pathetic.
The Tories should have the courage of their
convictions. If the Tories believe that high earners,
such as MSPs, should receive a tax cut, then they
should set out from where in the draft budget they
will take the money to pay for it. Will they take it
from the £400 million for the NHS?
The Deputy Presiding Officer: You must
close, please.
Tom Arthur: Will it be from the £179 million to
raise attainment in our schools? Will it be from the
£600 million committed to the roll-out of 100 per
cent access to superfast broadband? Or will it be
from the £100 million that the Scottish
Government spends every year mitigating the
Tories’ welfare cuts?
The budget works for all of Scotland, and I look
forward to backing it in the coming weeks.
15:54
Alexander Stewart (Mid Scotland and Fife)
(Con): The sole purpose of taxation is to ensure
that public services are adequately funded.
However, it seems that some members in the
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chamber need reminding that raising taxation has
consequences for individuals, families, businesses
and our economy. When we make decisions about
the level of tax, we have to balance the need to
deliver excellent schools and effective hospitals
with the impact on our constituents’ pay packets
and on the nation’s economic growth. We in the
Scottish Conservatives take the view that no one
in Scotland should pay more in income tax than
someone who is doing the same job in another
part of the United Kingdom.
Kate Forbes (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch)
(SNP): Will the member take an intervention?
Alexander Stewart: Time is tight. I would like to
continue.
It is incredibly important that our levels of
taxation remain competitive so that we retain
talented individuals who are contributing to the
work, life and business that we have in Scotland.
Putting up a sign at the border that says “higher
taxes here” sends completely the wrong message.
However, it is not just the Scottish Conservatives
who are challenging the red, orange, yellow and
green consensus.
Derek Mackay: Will Alexander Stewart
welcome the fact, particularly because it is
progressive, that a majority of taxpayers in
Scotland will pay less tax than they would if they
lived south of the border?
Alexander Stewart: The cabinet secretary is
quite wrong. The fact is that the Government is
taking more out of people’s pay packets—it knows
that, and we know it as well.
The Scottish Conservatives are challenging that,
and the organisations that represent our country’s
businesses are saying that it is wrong. CBI
Scotland has warned that the tax rises in the
budget will make it harder to attract talent. Scottish
Chambers of Commerce has indicated that
outside investors will perceive an increase in the
cost of doing business in Scotland. The Scottish
Retail Consortium has said that the tax increases
will be likely to result in lower consumer spending.
Those are stark warnings from people in business
who understand and know the priorities that we
face. The other parties in the chamber would be
wise to give them careful consideration.
The block grant to the Scottish Government
from Westminster will be protected in real terms
this financial year and will increase in the following
year. Therefore, even without the SNP’s tax rise,
the entire Scottish Government budget has been
protected, so any decisions that it makes are of its
own making. The real-terms reduction in central
Government funding for local authorities is a prime
example of decisions that the Scottish
Government has chosen to make. To govern is to
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choose, but the nationalists choose badly and they
govern badly.
Some of the recent proposals that the Scottish
Labour Party has put forward are even worse. Not
only has its leader indicated that he is happy to hit
every single taxpayer in Scotland, he has
proposed support for a 50p rate of income tax.
Even the SNP has dropped that ridiculous policy
after a Scottish Government analysis that found
that it might result in a reduction of tax revenues of
about £24 million. That is a classic example of
ideological policy making that is very likely to
undermine its stated objective of funding our way
forward.
At the same time as proposing policies that
would lose money and waste money, the Labour
Party wants to spend even more finance. Its
leader has said that he wants to buy back all
existing PFI contracts, which would cost £29
billion. He also wants to renationalise ScotRail
immediately if he gets the opportunity. Labour can
take no opportunities here to tell us what it wants
to do, because, in reality, it will not protect
anybody—it will just attack everybody it can.
On the theme of being honest with the
electorate, decisions about taxation must be
based on economics rather than ideology. Our
priority at the same time should be to grow our
economy and our tax base—that is the important
issue, not taking more money away from hardworking families and individuals and threatening
our economic stability. I firmly believe that, and it
is important for us to discuss today the
opportunities that we have. That discussion is not
taking place in the chamber. I am afraid that
Labour has no opportunities to give us, only
problems to deliver.
The Deputy Presiding Officer (Christine
Grahame): Speeches should be no more than five
minutes long. I call Clare Adamson and I remind
Jenny Marra to press her request-to-speak button,
because her intervention will have switched it off.
15:59
Clare Adamson (Motherwell and Wishaw)
(SNP): I had hoped that we might have a
constructive
debate
this
afternoon,
that
constructive ideas would come forward and that
the debate would not just be an opportunity for
grievance politics, but I have been sorely
disappointed.
Murdo Fraser had a little tease of members of
different parties about a recent opinion poll. The
Labour Party would do well to consider that it was
the Scottish electorate who dumped it on the
sidelines of politics. If Labour wants to get back on
the pitch, it has to improve its game severely.
Today, it has given us nothing—no new ideas. Will
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Labour members seriously vote against increasing
health spending by more than £400 million? Will
they vote against £120 million on top of core
education funding going directly to headteachers
to help ensure that all young people can fulfil their
potential? The Scottish attainment challenge is
providing £750 million over the course of this
session of Parliament to tackle the poverty-related
attainment gap. It prioritises improvement in
literacy, numeracy and health and wellbeing
among children who are adversely affected by
poverty in Scotland.
I understand Mr Gray’s concerns about
education and I understand a lot of what he said
today. However, given that he mentioned the EIS,
I point out that in a tweet on the day of the budget,
the EIS welcomed the increase in the attainment
fund by saying that it would provide desperately
needed funding for schools,
“mitigating against impact of poverty in education.”

Larry Flanagan of the EIS welcomed
“the fact that the Finance Secretary has confirmed that the
damaging 1% public sector pay cap will be lifted in 2018.
For far too long, teachers and other public-sector workers
have been financially punished for an economic situation
that was not of their making. The lifting of the pay cap is a
long-overdue recognition that public-sector workers
deserve to be paid fairly for the vital work that they do.”

That was the EIS’s response to the budget. We
have lifted the pay cap for NHS staff, police,
teachers and others.
Iain Gray:
intervention?

Will

the

member

take

an

Clare Adamson: No, thank you. Labour will
criticise, but it fails to do the same where it is in
power, in Wales.
In 2018-19, councils will receive funding through
the local government finance settlement of more
than £10.5 billion. They have also been given the
flexibility to raise an additional £77 million by
increasing the council tax by up to 3 per cent. I will
talk about Scotland. In fact, I will talk about North
Lanarkshire, which is where I live, where Labour
failed to use that 3 per cent council tax increase
last year, denying £3.98 million of additional
funding to North Lanarkshire. That is a
compounded miss—it is not something that we
can get back in years to come; it will be missed
now and for ever and it will be compounded if
Labour continues not to use that flexibility. Its
argument is, “It is not enough, so we will not take
it,” which is a ridiculous attitude to take.
Clackmannanshire was mentioned. North
Lanarkshire Council has already cut classroom
assistant numbers. Last year, the council’s Labour
administration removed 198 posts.

47

17 JANUARY 2018

We are facing the toxic legacy of PFI. Labour
will carp from the sidelines, but it is increasingly
clear that we are still paying for the mess that
Labour left over a decade ago, with payments of
£426.8 million across our council areas. North
Lanarkshire Council itself faces a PFI bill of £22.5
million, yet it turns down the possibility of
additional funding.
Mark Griffin (Central Scotland) (Lab): Will the
member take an intervention?
The Deputy Presiding Officer: The member is
in her last minute.
Clare Adamson: Voting against the Scottish
budget will be a vote against investing in childcare,
our schools, our hospitals and other vital public
services, giving them the funds that they need to
deliver better services for Scotland. I, like all my
colleagues here, look forward to the positive
proposals coming forward that would allow Labour
to deliver on some of the demands that it has
brought to the chamber today. We need ideas in
here; we just do not need grievance politics.
16:04
Jenny Marra (North East Scotland) (Lab):
Last year, Dundee City Council had to make cuts
of £12.5 million; the year before that, it had to
make cuts of £23 million. This year, the proposed
settlement is so bad that the SNP council leader,
John Alexander, has written to the cabinet
secretary to try to secure a better deal for our city.
That comes shortly after he announced that,
based on the draft budget, Dundee will face cuts
of up to £15.7 million this year.
It is extremely worrying that there are indicators
from the council that workers’ terms and
conditions could be affected. Given the continual
references by the council and the chief executive
to flexibility from staff, coupled with different shift
patterns for care workers, it is clear to me and the
Scottish Labour Party who will bear the brunt of
the latest round of cuts.
Angus Council has also had millions of pounds
cut from its budget. It has 500 fewer staff than it
did in 2010. There are no signs of those
reductions letting up—it plans to shed another 800
jobs over the coming three years. Even the
council’s independent leader said that he cannot
deliver the current range and volume of services
and that the council will have to prioritise.
The cabinet secretary has tried to divert our
attention by declaring that councils can raise their
tax by up to 3 per cent, but that ignores that the
crisis in local government finance has been
crippled by his Government’s decade-long freeze
of the council tax; it also ignores that a full 3 per
cent rise would barely scratch the cuts required as
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a result of his budget. In Dundee, the SNP council
estimates that the full 3 per cent rise would raise
£1.5 million in additional revenue. That is not even
one tenth of the savings that are required.
The problems in NHS Tayside are well known. It
is the clearest example in Scotland of
mismanagement leading to financial crisis in a
public service. The board owes the Scottish
Government £35 million, and it is facing cuts of
more than £200 million in the next few years. That
is coupled with the local council services cuts that
I have outlined.
Derek Mackay: Will the member give way?
Jenny Marra: No, I will not give way.
The board still struggles to move away from
using agency nurses and rising prescription costs,
but what do we get? A meagre 1.3 per cent rise in
real-terms spending for the NHS. That is nowhere
close enough to meet the ever-increasing
demands of an ageing population and ill health; it
is not enough to get NHS Tayside anywhere near
financial health.
Derek Mackay: Will the member give way?
Jenny Marra: I will make one more point before
doing so.
What of the cabinet secretary’s promised pay
rise for public sector workers? He announced in
the chamber with great fanfare that he would give
public sector workers a long-awaited pay rise, with
those on £30,000 or less getting a 3 per cent rise.
On Monday, he admitted under questioning from
the Finance and Constitution Committee, that he
has not allocated any extra money to councils to
pay for that promise.
I am happy to take your intervention now,
finance secretary. How should Dundee City
Council pay its workers the pay rise that you
promised while making cuts of £15.7 million? It
would be very welcome if you could give workers
in Dundee that answer today.
The Deputy Presiding Officer: Before the
cabinet secretary intervenes, I make the point that
the only person in the chamber who can use the
term “you” in referring to other members is me as
the chair. I ask members not to do so, please.
Derek Mackay: I ask the question that I wanted
to put to Jenny Marra earlier, when she was
speaking about expenditure items. It was my
understanding that the Labour Party was
proposing to give all additional revenues raised
through taxation to local government, so why not a
penny more for the national health service?
Jenny Marra: First of all, I apologise, Presiding
Officer—I am still getting into my stride after a
short absence, and I heed what you are saying.
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The cabinet secretary forgets that it is he who
has the budget in front of him, that he is
responsible for the decisions, and that these are
his cuts that he is asking people in my city and
across this country to make.
Surely it is impossible for this Parliament to
have confidence in a budget from a finance
secretary who refuses to address the issues
seriously. What does the Scottish Government say
to those workers in Dundee City Council who do
not know whether they will get the pay rise that he
promised them and that they so desperately
need? What does the cabinet secretary say to the
patients, the nurses and the doctors in NHS
Tayside whose health board is in financial dire
straits and whose management cannot seem to be
able to get them out of the situation that it is in?
In Dundee and Angus, we face increasing
demand on our public services, as we do in the
rest of the country, but we are governed by
ministers who are not prepared to rise to that
challenge.
The Deputy Presiding Officer: I am sorry, but
you must conclude now. Thank you.
[Applause.]
16:10
John Mason (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP): I
will take that as a clap for my forthcoming speech.
I am more than happy to speak in today’s
debate on public services, especially as the SNP
has a very good record in government in its
funding of public services. Health expenditure has
been prioritised since 2007. At the same time,
local government has been funded for the council
tax freeze, and we have invested in road and rail
infrastructure.
Unlike
with
previous
Administrations, major capital projects tend to
have been delivered within time and within budget,
which has meant that we have been able to do
more with the same amount of money.
Of course, we have been through difficult times
and have not been able to spend as much on
public services as most of us would have wanted.
One question that we must consider today is what
Labour means by “protect public services”. Does it
mean that we should keep the same service,
delivered in the same way, with the same number
of staff, for the same amount of money?
Technically, that might mean protecting public
services, but I suggest that that is not what the
public want or need. If it means that there should
be the same input in money or labour terms, that
would leave no room for modernisation. It would,
for example, exclude a council investing in a
modern bin lorry that required fewer workers and
using any savings to increase recycling provision.
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The SNP has certainly protected spending on
health but, as demand increases, challenges will
inevitably be faced. Should we protect the
accident and emergency service as it has been,
even if that means providing more and more
money as more and more people go to A and E, or
should we invest more in community healthcare,
thereby reducing the need for A and E and
potentially reducing the need for hospital beds in
the longer term?
Patrick Harvie: Is the member aware that
demand on local government services is also
rising significantly? I do not want to take anything
away from the point that he makes about the NHS,
but surely we have a responsibility to fund local
government services rather than threaten councils
with an even deeper cut if they do not accept
arbitrary rate capping.
John Mason: I have already said that I think
that local government has been treated pretty
fairly over the years, but I am happy to accept that
local government and national Government are in
a very difficult financial position. We do not have
endless resources, nor does local government.
We all have to find a balance between how we can
raise our income and how we can control our
expenditure.
I feel that Labour’s approach to protecting public
services is far too simplistic. Is Labour looking at
inputs, outputs or outcomes? Does Labour want to
protect inputs such as A and E costs and staff, or
does it want to protect outputs such as waiting
times and the number of patients who are treated?
Alternatively, does Labour want to protect and
improve outcomes such as the proportion of the
population who are living healthily at home?
At committee meetings, Labour MSPs can often
be quite sensible. They agree that we should
emphasise preventative spend and that, for
whoever is in power at the moment, budgets are
tight, but it seems that when we come into the
chamber, reasonable discussion goes out the
window and it is all about easy soundbites and
unreasonable expectations.
I want some public services to be expanded. I
am thinking, for example, of the number of hours
of childcare provision and the level of support for
elderly people in their own homes. Those are
forms of preventative spend, which should, we
hope, mean that there will be less need for
reactive services in schools and hospitals later on.
If the suggestion is that we must protect reactive
services, I would say that we should not. We
should increase preventative services and, at the
right time, reduce reactive ones.
The motion focuses on the budget, so it is worth
thinking a bit about what the budget options are.
Broadly speaking, if we are to spend more in one
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area, we must spend less elsewhere or raise
taxes. I think that we are in danger of repeating
ourselves in such debates, but I am happy to say
again that I support a sensible increase in taxes.
However, I urge that we proceed cautiously,
because we do not know what the behavioural
change might be, especially if richer taxpayers
were to leave Scotland. Therefore, I am
comfortable with income tax bands being raised by
1p or 2p, but I would be very wary of raising them
by 5p or more in one go.
The other option is to cut another area of
expenditure, but Labour has been reluctant to say
whether it would do that. I am left wondering what
services Labour might cut.
The Conservative amendment focuses on
growing the economy, but if the benefits of growth
go only to the top 10 per cent or even the top 1 per
cent, as we heard at yesterday’s Economy, Jobs
and Fair Work Committee has been the case, who
wants that kind of growth?
We have before us a motion that is probably
well meaning but which is not particularly realistic
and does not sit well in the real world of income
and expenditure.
16:15
Tom Mason (North East Scotland) (Con): I
am pleased to take part in this debate, which
concerns many issues that affect our constituents.
It is important that we have public services that are
fit for purpose, but we must be mindful of how we
raise the money to make that happen.
The SNP’s draft budget proposed to pay for
public services by increasing income tax. It is
regrettable that the SNP is not the only party to
support such a principle. It has been interesting to
listen to Scottish Labour recently, if only because
we are able to see where its priorities lie. Labour
would fund an eye-watering programme of
nationalisation by hiking taxes for basic rate
taxpayers. Its idea of progressiveness is making
the lowest paid in our society pay more. To ask
people who are earning £12,000 a year to pay for
an uncosted rail nationalisation or the £29 billion
buy-back of PFI contracts—policies that the
Labour leader supported in September—is not
progressive; it is just wrong. To increase the
burden on those who need our help most is
senseless and needless.
Labour’s plans for the higher tax brackets run
into yet more difficulty. Even the SNP accepts that
a 50p rate would lose money, but the Labour Party
still thinks that that is a wonderful idea. With
ideology placed ahead of common sense, it is little
wonder that Labour is in such a mess.
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This might be quite a complicated subject for
SNP members. For almost the entire existence of
this Parliament, they have been told to believe that
tax rises are not the answer, but now they are
instructed to believe the opposite. Principled
government, indeed.
The position is made even more complicated by
the finance secretary’s acceptance, last week, of
the Fraser of Allander institute’s point that the
Scottish Government’s total block grant, excluding
financial transactions, will increase by around 1
per cent in real terms. To say that that blows the
economic case for the announced rises out of the
water is something of an understatement.
The SNP is ignoring the warnings of Reform
Scotland, CBI Scotland, the Scottish Chambers of
Commerce, the Scottish Retail Consortium and
the Federation of Small Businesses. It is also
breaking its manifesto commitment. The SNP
misled those who voted it into office, but there is
still time to change direction, and I hope that it will
do so.
We in the Conservative Party keep our
promises. We said that taxes in Scotland would be
no higher than they are anywhere else in the
United Kingdom. We will justify the trust of those
who voted for us by sticking to that position. We
are proud of the action that has been taken to
alleviate the pressure on the lowest paid in our
country. For example, the UK Government has
continually raised personal allowances since 2010.
In essence, the whole issue boils down to the
rationale and method by which the Government
raises money. Taxation is a tool not for reordering
society but for raising money for public services,
and the answer is not to increase the burden on
those who contribute but to create more jobs and
boost wages, so that the people who are not
currently active in our economy participate, and at
a much higher level. The SNP has failed to
increase the tax base throughout its 11 years in
office. We would make that a priority.
The SNP Administration has accepted that the
block grant is going up in real terms, which makes
the proposal to cut local authority budgets even
less sensible. It is unacceptable for the SNP
Government to tell local government that the only
way for it to break even is by putting up council
tax—in addition to the council tax rises that are a
result of the rebanding last year. The SNP once
promised to get rid of the council tax. Now it
recommends a 3 per cent rise—yet another Uturn.
If the other parties are serious about better
funding for public services, I encourage them to
join us in ensuring that that comes about through
an increase in the tax base, rather than an
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increase in the burden on those who most need
our help.
16:19
Kate Forbes (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch)
(SNP): I remind members that I am the
parliamentary liaison officer to the cabinet
secretary.
As some members have already said, this
debate falls right in the middle of the budget
process. I have just noticed a tweet that suggests
that there would be better engagement in the
debate if MSPs went outside and had a big
snowball fight.
The Deputy Presiding Officer: Is that a point
of order to suspend proceedings?
Kate Forbes: I should pay credit where it is
due: the tweet was courtesy of Philip Sim of the
BBC.
As members across the chamber know, at a
time of minority government, each of them could
help to shape and contribute to the budget
process. The real test for all of us—including
members of the Labour Party—lies in the extent to
which we want to see change. Do we just
verbalise that in the chamber, or do we actively
engage with the Scottish Government to try to
shape the budget?
I pay tribute to many members who have made
speeches already. We can see and hear the real
concern of many about the impact that the budget
will have on their constituents. The budget will
make a difference to every resident in Scotland,
from the youngest to the oldest.
If memory serves, Labour’s sole contribution to
shaping the budget last year was a whole lot of
noise in a debate that was very similar to this one.
It does not look like things will be any different this
year.
Jamie Greene: Kate Forbes says that the
budget will have a noticeable effect on people
across Scotland. Does she accept that there are
genuine cuts to services—cuts that councils
across the country are saying right now they will
have to make as the budget goes through?
Kate Forbes: What I recognise is that the
budget will ensure that £500 million-worth of tax
cuts will not be passed on to those whom we are
talking through deeper cuts.
As John Mason said, we are all operating within
financial
constraints
with
the
Scottish
Government’s budget and the decisions that are
made about it. However, I see a budget that will
increase spending on health by more than £400
million, lift the 1 per cent public sector pay cap and
provide for a 3 per cent pay rise for NHS staff,
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police, teachers and those who earn up to
£30,000. Incidentally—this has already been
referred to—the Labour Party has not done that
where it is in power elsewhere; I have not
mentioned the country’s name.
Labour talks about education—in fact, we are all
talking about education—but there are members
who will not back a budget that will provide an
extra £120 million, over and above core education
funding, direct to headteachers and that will invest
nearly £2.4 billion in our colleges, universities and
enterprise and skills bodies, including a real-terms
increase for both the college and higher education
budgets.
We talk about local government spending.
There are members who will not back a budget
that will protect day-to-day local government
spending for local services in cash terms, deliver
an increase in capital spending of almost £90
million and contribute £756 million to the whopping
£3 billion of investment to deliver 50,000
affordable homes. Affordable homes are
desperately needed in rural and remote places
such as Skye in my constituency, where the lack
of affordable housing is having a knock-on impact
on the ability to recruit staff.
The budget talks about rural communities. That
issue is very close to my heart. The budget will
support the £600 million procurement for the R100
programme to deliver superfast broadband to 100
per cent of business and residential premises
across Scotland.
I go back to Mr Greene’s intervention. I back the
budget because it will have a positive impact on
every resident in Scotland, it does not pass on tax
cuts, and it ensures a secure source of funding for
our public services across Scotland. If any party in
the chamber wants something to be included in
that budget, the cabinet secretary is ready and
waiting to listen to its suggestions.
16:24
Anas Sarwar (Glasgow) (Lab): In the budget,
the Scottish Government had a choice: to stop the
cuts and protect public services or to endorse
austerity and inflict yet more cuts on Scotland’s
vital public services. Sadly, it came as little
surprise that it chose the latter. That means more
cuts to council budgets, Scotland’s classrooms
and Scotland’s NHS, and no real plan to invest in
and protect our public services.
If only Scotland had a Government that was
prepared to stand up to Tory austerity. If only we
had a Scottish Government and a finance
secretary prepared to be bold with the powers that
they have at their disposal—but, no.
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Derek Mackay: If only the Labour Party had a
leader who would present tax plans in advance of
the budget’s consideration by the Scottish
Parliament. Can Anas Sarwar advise me what
shape Labour’s tax plan might take so that that
can inform the debate?
Anas Sarwar: The cabinet secretary knows that
I published detailed tax plans and sent them to
him—but he did not respond. He has already seen
what we want our tax plans to be: we want to stop
the cuts because there is a black hole in council
budgets of up to £700 million. That means cuts to
social care packages across the country and cuts
to the integration joint boards that commission
care packages for vulnerable Scots. The cabinet
secretary talks about £400 million for the NHS, but
responses to freedom of information requests that
I sent to health boards across the country show
that they are planning to make cuts to the NHS of
£1.5 billion over the next four years. As a result,
public services in Scotland face a deepening
crisis, despite the best efforts of staff.
We have heard about the pay cap. We should
remind SNP members that they voted against
lifting the pay cap in April last year. The cabinet
secretary has talked about ending the pay cap, but
can he guarantee a fully funded, real-terms pay
increase for NHS staff and other public sector
staff? If he cannot provide such an increase, the
result will be either more cuts to services or further
job losses. That is not acceptable to people across
the country, and it is certainly not acceptable in
our health service.
We have a health service that is in crisis, but
there is not one utterance from a health secretary
who, it appears, breaks the record every week for
the worst-performing Scottish health secretary
ever. Last week, we had the worst ever accident
and emergency performance figures, but they are
even worse this week. One in four Scots now
waits longer in A and E than the Scottish
Government says that they should, and 40,000
bed days were lost in the Scottish NHS last
November, despite a promise from SNP health
secretary Shona Robison to eradicate delayed
discharge. In the first week of January alone, 500
operations were cancelled—a number that is
almost the same as the number for the whole of
January last year. Seven out of eight of the
Scottish Government’s own key performance
indicators have not been met and patient care is
being put at risk because of a lack of resource.
However, it is never, ever the fault of the cabinet
secretary or the SNP—or, indeed, the
responsibility of the Scottish Government. It is
always somebody else’s fault. We have a recordbreaking cabinet secretary who sounds like a
broken record herself.
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It does not have to be like this. Derek Mackay
has the powers at his fingertips to stop the cuts.
He could bring forward budget plans that would
stop the cuts, but only if he wanted to. He could
use the powers of the Parliament that he
campaigned for to invest in public services, but
only if he really wanted to. What we have is a
Derek Mackay budget that, in the face of Tory
austerity, raises a mere £28 million extra for public
services. It is just a Tory-lite budget.
SNP back benchers have the chance to join
Labour today and say no to austerity. I stood
shoulder to shoulder with every Glasgow SNP MP
and MSP in the face of job centre closures. Why
will not they stand shoulder to shoulder with us on
police station closures? Why are they not standing
shoulder to shoulder with us on the cuts to the
Royal Alexandra hospital, the Vale of Leven
hospital or Inverclyde royal hospital? Because it is
easy to protest about cuts made by Westminster
and stay silent on cuts made by their own
Government here in Scotland: cuts made in
Scotland for Scotland by the Scottish National
Party. I think that Scotland deserves much better
than that.
16:30
Donald Cameron (Highlands and Islands)
(Con): I thank our public service workers for the
job that they do in keeping our country moving—
particularly today, as extreme winter weather
affects people across Scotland. However, offering
thanks is never enough. Public sector workers
need to see genuine commitment to the services
in which they work.
The Labour Party—that once great institution—
has called for the debate today. [Interruption.]
The Deputy Presiding Officer: Excuse me a
minute, Mr Cameron. I am sure that members will
want to hear the rest of the compliment.
[Laughter.]
Donald Cameron: Although I agree that we all
need to hold the Government to account—
Derek Mackay: Just out of curiosity, is the Tory
party proposing to vote with the Labour Party on
the motion this evening? That would be quite
telling.
Donald Cameron: We will have to wait and
see.
Although I agree that we all need to hold the
Government to account, it is equally appropriate to
point out that Labour’s plans to hike taxes would
damage our economy and, in turn, damage our
public services.
I fear that the debate, like many others, has
seen a familiar pattern emerge. We have heard
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the SNP boast about its record on delivering public
services in Scotland, but it peddles a false
economy. It regularly says that the only way in
which we can promise increased spending is by
taxing people more. Yet, anyone with an ounce of
sense will know that we can have strong public
services only if we have a strong economy, which
means supporting businesses so that they can
grow and employ more people, thus widening the
tax base; it does not mean hiking up the taxes of
existing taxpayers. It also means having a
competitive tax regime that is on a par with that in
the rest of the UK, so that people have more say
over how they spend their money; it does not
mean creating a slew of new tax bands that will
see 1.16 million Scots facing a tax rise.
Patrick Harvie: Will the member take an
intervention?
Donald Cameron: I am sorry, but I do not have
time.
That is our message, and we will continue to
stand by it. We have focused on investment in the
NHS, in schools and in transport, but we should
not forget one area that has taken a battering:
local government. Local councils have been hit
time after time, and they are all too often the
scapegoat for the SNP Government. Such cuts lie
at the door of the SNP Government and no one
else. As Murdo Fraser said, there has been a realterms cut in total central Government funding for
local authorities, from this year to next year, of £81
million, and the distributable revenue grant has
been cut by more than £200 million. I have spoken
to local councils across the Highlands and
Islands—some of which have no party
alignment—and they have real and genuine fears
about the future of services like never before.
The effects of such cuts are, of course, felt by
the very people who put us here. Let me give one
example. On Monday, I met constituents on Islay,
which is an island with a thriving tourism industry
that is driven in part by its large number of whisky
distilleries. In many ways, Islay is a microcosm of
Scotland. It already contributes a huge amount in
tax receipts from the whisky sector alone, and it
has huge economic potential. What issue did
every person I met talk about? It was decaying
infrastructure and the state of the crumbling,
ageing roads that they are unable to repair.
Derek Mackay: Would Donald Cameron like to
quantify the extra resource that should go to local
government and say where that should come
from?
Donald Cameron: The fact is that the cabinet
secretary has a choice. His budget is protected
and the block grant is up, in real terms. He does
not need to make such cuts, especially when that
budget is protected—it is his choice to do so.
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Given that thousands of tourists visit places like
Islay, such cuts are particularly pertinent, but they
wreak havoc not only on local industry but on the
people who live there. Those are just a few
examples of the reality on the ground for people
living in my region. It is the reality of the SNP’s
mismanagement of the economy, of its cuts to
local authority funding and of the knock-on effect
on public services and the people who deliver
them. Under this SNP Government, people will
pay more in tax but get less in services.
Ultimately, it comes down to a political choice
for the SNP. The SNP has chosen to make the
cuts and, as it sows the wind, it will reap the
whirlwind. The SNP has the benefit of a real-terms
increase in the block grant from the UK
Government, and it has more powers than ever
before thanks to the UK Government’s
commitment to empower this Parliament. The SNP
can deliver strong public services that are fit for
the present and the future, but it will do that only if
it focuses on the issues that the people of
Scotland care about.
16:35
Kenneth Gibson (Cunninghame North)
(SNP): It is extraordinarily telling that Labour
members have lodged a motion that is as brief as
their contribution to constructively discussing this
year’s budget, which they have made no effort to
do.
Labour has had countless opportunities to bring
valuable recommendations and suggestions to the
table but, instead, we have had weeks of empty
rhetoric. It is all too easy to moan about the draft
budget but, clearly, it is far more difficult for the
Labour Party to outline what it would offer in its
place in terms of taxation and spending. Mr Kelly
told us that he is taking “adequate time” over his
tax proposals, and I am sure that we are all
waiting for those with bated breath.
In stark contrast to the policy vacuum of Labour,
the finance secretary has constructed a balanced
budget in the face of a real-terms cut to this
Parliament’s resource budget of more than £200
million thanks to the Tories at Westminster.
The figures that Labour MSPs and Tories such
as Donald Cameron quoted bear no relation to
reality. At last week’s meeting of the Local
Government and Communities Committee, we
unanimously agreed that the real-terms reduction
to the local government resource grant, about
which we were informed by SPICe, would be
£58.1 million, or 0.6 per cent, and that is the figure
before council tax increases are added or
negotiations on the budget are concluded.
Meanwhile, the local government capital grant will
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go up in real terms by £77.1 million, which is a 9.8
per cent increase in real terms.
Some 20 years ago this week, as a Glasgow
city councillor—the only SNP councillor in
Glasgow in those days, though we have 39
councillors there now—I stood, megaphone in
hand, to address a crowd of angry council workers
in George Square. The reason for their anger was
the decision of the UK Labour Government to cut
£500 million—I have the figures here from
SPICe—which was, in real terms, a 6 per cent cut
to Scottish local government funding at a time of
no recession. A third of that cut fell on Glasgow,
which suffered a real-terms cut of 7 per cent in a
single year, leading to the sacking of 3,000
Glasgow council workers. There was no ban on
compulsory redundancies as there has been
under this enlightened SNP Administration;
instead, Labour told folk to go. There was such
unrest that the council almost did not deliver its
budget, and Labour councillors were ignominiously
sneaked into and out of the building.
Now, members of that party, which was the
architect of austerity, come to Parliament to
criticise a policy that their own party has much
greater experience of. In 2007, when the SNP
came to power, Wendy Alexander gave the
famous hungry caterpillar speech in which she
denounced the Scottish Government for not
having 3 per cent year-on-year real-terms cuts to
local government budgets top-sliced. Labour
MSPs were so disgusted with Wendy Alexander
that they unanimously voted her in as their leader
a few weeks later. In 2015, Labour MPs including
Anas Sarwar, who has suddenly decided that he
opposes austerity, walked into the lobby at
Westminster to vote for £40 billion of cuts around
the UK, including a £3 billion cut for this
Parliament. You should not come here with your
hypocrisy—
Anas Sarwar: Will the member take an
intervention?
Kenneth Gibson: No. I tried to intervene on you
twice and you would not take an intervention from
me. Mr Sarwar needs to understand how the rules
work in this Parliament.
On taxation, what a bunch of hypocrites they
are.
Anas Sarwar: On a point of order, Presiding
Officer.
On a point of factual correctness—
The Deputy Presiding Officer: That is not a
point of order. Sit down, please.
Kenneth Gibson: On taxation, Labour squeals
because the SNP wants to have a top rate of 46p
in the pound. For 13 consecutive years, bar the
final four weeks of the 1997-2010 UK Labour
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Government, it had a top tax rate of 40p in the
pound, yet Labour criticises us for going up to 46p.
The reality is that the Labour Party is the party of
austerity, tuition fees, Trident, PFI, the House of
Lords and the Iraq war. Importantly, it is a party
without any ideas.
Mark Drakeford of Welsh Labour has said that
the reason that they have to make cuts—
[Interruption.] Labour members are applauding,
but we know that that is sarcastic, because they
are embarrassed about what they are doing in
power in Wales.
Mark Drakeford said that Labour has to make
cuts to local government because of the UK
Government settlement in Wales. If you watch the
Labour leader, Jeremy Corbyn, as I am sure a few
of you do, you will see that, every week, he
denounces the UK Government for its settlement
in Wales and, when Prime Minister May responds,
he says that the NHS in Wales is the worst in the
UK because of UK Government cuts. If Labour
members want to attack us for what we are doing
here, they must take responsibility for what
happened when they were in power.
The Labour Party is a party without ideas, a
party that cannae count and a party that has got
nothing to offer the people of Scotland.
The Deputy
conclude.

Presiding

Officer:

Please

Kenneth Gibson: That is why—
The Deputy Presiding Officer: I said please
conclude.
Kenneth Gibson: —you went from
constituency MSPs to three under devolution.
The Deputy
conclude.

Presiding

Officer:
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Please

I also remind members not to use the term
“you”. I was kind enough not to intervene in your
speech, Mr Gibson, but, as I have said already,
you should not use that term in here unless you
are addressing the chair.
We move to closing speeches, and I hope that
this will be a little more sedate—although it will
perhaps not be. I call Willie Rennie.
16:40
Willie Rennie: What a billing to get for this
speech. I had thought things could not get any
worse but then Kenneth Gibson got to his feet.
The debate has not been particularly edifying,
but let me focus on a positive. Kate Forbes’s
contribution to the debate was very good. Her
calm and rational advocacy of what she believes
are the budget benefits is perhaps the way that
other SNP back benchers could follow. She put
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her points forward and, although I did not
necessarily agree with a lot of them, she was
respectful to the other parties. It was a decent
attempt to have a decent debate. I looked for other
positive contributions, but I must move on because
there were not many.

years behind where England was but it has
managed to close the attainment gap by 5
percentage points. We need big investment to
make transformational change and invest in
children to give them the skills for the future of the
economy.

“My officers and staff come into contact with people in
times of crisis day in, day out and it caters for a huge
amount of our demand.”

Finally, we should also invest in colleges, which
have, unfairly, borne the brunt of the Government
cuts in expenditure. The two big areas that we
should invest in to have that transformational
effect are mental health services and education.
We should invest in education not just for its own
sake but to invest in the economy so that we can
deal with the massive challenge that is coming
down the road with Brexit.

That is Paul Anderson from the police in Dundee.
He is talking about mental health services and the
considerable pressure that is being put on police
resources. The budget needs to address one of
the biggest pressures that our NHS and broader
public services face: mental health services.
It is a great disappointment to me that, despite
many warm words and high-level rhetoric on
mental health, we still lag way behind on the
provision of mental health services. The figures
that were published last year showed that
approximately 3,000 people were waiting for
treatment for mental health issues way beyond the
time for which they should have been waiting. We
have also seen that child and adolescent mental
health services are falling way behind.
That is why I was particularly pleased to hear
the report from the Scottish Association for Mental
Health this morning about the training of teachers
in mental health first aid. We should be doing that
to support children at the early stages, before their
problems become more substantial in later life.
That kind of early intervention is what is required.
We have advocated a substantial increase in
funding for mental health services. We believe that
the spend on mental health, which is at
approximately £1 billion just now, should increase
to £1.2 billion. That is quite a modest increase in
investment to deal with something that is having
an impact on a variety of services across the
public sector.
We also think that the budget should address
another major problem. Today, the latest gross
domestic product figures for Scotland showed
growth of just 0.2 per cent. Growth is bumping
along the bottom and we need a big change. Tom
Arthur was right to talk about the massive
challenges that the country faces, including Brexit.
It is, therefore, quite disappointing that, for a
number of years, including this year, the
Government has been timid in its response.
There should be a transformational investment
in education. I have talked about investing in
nursery education and how investment in the early
years is the best investment that we can make.
We advocated that policy for years, particularly for
two-year-olds, and eventually the Government
came on board. We should also be investing in a
pupil premium—again, the Government is five

I was intrigued by Alexander Stewart’s
contribution. He was right to talk about the balance
between tax and spend, but it is not all one way.
Public expenditure can be a force for good,
through investment in mental health services and
education to boost the economy, which helps us
all. Alexander Stewart’s portrayal of cutting tax as
being the only way in which to boost the economy
is wrong. I gently remind him that his Conservative
UK Government is proposing a social care tax and
a police tax for local government in England. The
Conservatives have implemented stealth taxes, as
we might describe them.
The book that I am reading just now is Ken
Clarke’s “Kind of Blue: A Political Memoir”, in
which he takes great pride in the way that he
managed to get a whole load of stealth taxes
through the Parliament without anybody noticing.
He is bragging about it now. I gently remind the
Conservatives about that time when they were in
government and about the fact that they are in
favour of tax but perhaps not in favour of being up
front about it.
There was perhaps a chink of light forthcoming
from the finance secretary when he talked about a
report that we do not quite know about yet that is
being produced by a committee that I cannot
report on. He indicated that there might be support
for the northern isles ferries. I urge the finance
secretary to follow through on that and ensure that
the finance is forthcoming for those vital services
in the north because, if it is not, we will see cuts to
ferries or to public services. That is my final
message to the finance secretary.
16:46
Patrick Harvie: I began my opening speech by
saying that additional time in the chamber to
debate the budget before we get into the formal
process of voting and committee scrutiny is worth
while if we use it properly. I am not entirely
convinced that, collectively, we have used this
opportunity as constructively as we could have
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done. Your suggestion, Presiding Officer, that we
should all try to be more sedate than Kenny
Gibson might have been irrelevant, because I am
not sure that any of us would be capable of being
less sedate than Kenny Gibson was during the
debate.
I urge members of all political parties in closing
the debate and in the continuing scrutiny over the
next two weeks to try to be constructive and to put
forward solutions rather than only problems. I am
focused on doing that and on ensuring that we can
reverse the cuts to local services, rather than just
rant and complain about those cuts. I share the
anger of many members who have spoken today
about those cuts, but I want that budget line to
change rather than just to hear angry speeches
from those of us who are concerned.
I also want to make the case that we need to
respect local government’s autonomy. Over the
years, the Parliament and Government have
missed many opportunities to reform local
taxation. The Scottish Government’s current
approach of rate capping, especially with the
threats of even deeper cuts for councils that do not
accept the arbitrary and unlegislated-for rate cap
on council tax, is not a principled approach. Earlier
this week, Derek Mackay emphasised to the
Finance and Constitution Committee that local
government keeps non-domestic rate revenue, but
he has decided centrally to offer a big package of
non-domestic rates cuts—a package that amounts
to more than half of the additional revenue that he
intends to raise from his income tax policies.
Over the next two weeks, I will also focus on
continuing to make the case for low-carbon
infrastructure investment. Right across the
country, in probably every constituency and
region, there are opportunities to invest in better
public transport and to give councils and local
communities the opportunity to put their ideas for
public transport on to the agenda, whether that is
opening new railway stations or reopening old
ones, or investing in better buses. We have put
forward ideas to the cabinet secretary to ensure
that that can be made a reality.
Jamie Greene: Mr Harvie has clearly given
some thought to the budget process over the next
few weeks, but does he really think that hardworking families across Scotland can afford an
inflation-busting rise in their council tax while
facing income tax increases at the same time?
Does he really believe that?
Patrick Harvie: I believe that council tax should
be decided by local government—that is a point of
principle. As for what people can afford, we need a
tax system that includes reformed, modernised
property taxes and progressive income tax, so that
those who can afford to pay more do so, and I
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count Jamie Greene and me among them. We can
do that while protecting low and middle earners.
On public sector pay, I want to reinforce the
comments that were made by Iain Gray,
particularly in relation to the teaching profession. If
we are concerned about the problems of teacher
recruitment and retention, and our wider public
services as well, a below-inflation pay settlement
deserves to be challenged. I agree with Kate
Forbes on that—not, sadly, what she said today,
but what she said on national television recently
about how the pay settlement ought to be above
inflation. There is a case for restoration of the lost
value of public sector pay, and we also need to
recognise the further impact that that will have on
local government. The cabinet secretary has not
yet made the case for what he proposed a few
weeks ago.
I think that the Greens have made a serious
contribution to shifting the debate on income tax
away from asking whether to increase the basic
rate and raise revenue from those on belowaverage incomes. We were the first party to show
that we do not have to do that; we can raise
revenue progressively with a larger number of
rates and bands in a way that makes sure that we
protect people who are on low and average
incomes, and I am still committed to seeing that
happen. I am pleased that the Government has
moved in that direction, but I challenge the scale
of what it is proposing as well as what it is
describing as an anomaly on the basic rate. That
is not an anomaly—it is clear that the only effect of
that higher-rate threshold is to give a tax cut to
high earners and there is no justification for that.
We will continue to make the case for a more
assertive and ambitious approach on taxation.
Sadly, I think that both Labour and the
Conservatives have not grasped the new process.
Tax proposals need to be put forward early
enough that they can go through Government and
parliamentary scrutiny and that of the Scottish
Fiscal Commission. The Conservatives seem to
be the only party that still believes in the magic
money tree, but even if they think that future
growth will raise more taxation in future, a cut in
tax rates now will reduce tax revenues in the
coming year and they have a responsibility to
show where that revenue would come from. If we
end up voting on the unamended motion, and the
Conservatives support it, I am afraid that that will
leave the debate looking like something of a
farce—a motion talking about public services
would then be supported by the party that wants to
cut them by £0.5 billion.
16:53
Jamie Greene (West Scotland)
Labour’s short motion says that

(Con):
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“the Draft Budget does not protect public services”

and that is a fact, but James Kelly opened the
debate with some insight, although it was quite
sparse in detail, into how Labour will address that
issue—namely, by demanding tax rises.
I have, thankfully, quite a distant memory of
Labour in government, mostly from my teenage
years when I was dancing along to D-Ream. I
thought that “Things can only get better” was a
futuristic reference to the 2010 general election,
when the UK would have to pick itself up from 13
years of Labour in government.
Let us never forget that by the time Labour left
government in 2010, manufacturing in the UK had
declined by 9 per cent, Britain had had the longest
recession in the G20 with six consecutive quarters
of negative growth and the UK had the largest
deficit
of
any
major
economy.
Youth
unemployment was at a record high and one in
five were out of work—I was one of the lucky
ones. Let us also never forget that we all know
Labour’s track record when it comes to tax. In its
13 years in government, it doubled the tax rate for
some of the poorest in the country—it scrapped
the 10p tax rate and doubled it to 20p instead.
When Labour says that it wants to increase our
taxes, people can be forgiven for their suspicion—
which should come as no surprise to anyone—
over Labour’s ability to spend the money wisely.
Scottish Labour’s current uncosted spending plans
would undoubtedly see further tax rises across all
rates, including those on the lowest incomes.
Labour’s plans to renationalise everything that
moves, including our railways, would shift millions
of pounds of liability and cost on to the shoulders
of the Scottish taxpayers. Labour would kick-start
its term in government by spending nearly the
entire Scottish budget on buying back PFI
contracts alone. That is on top of the billions of
pounds required for its lengthening list of freebies
and giveaways—new leader, same old Labour.
It would be remiss of me to use my six minutes
just to point out misgivings about Labour’s
financial credibility and to let Mr Mackay off scot
free, especially on the back of today’s figures—the
Scottish Government’s own figures—which show
that the Scottish economy continues to lag behind
that of the rest of the UK. Instead of fighting for the
top spot in the UK economy, we are fighting to
avoid recession.
Since I was elected to this place, we have
averaged just 0.1 per cent of growth. GDP
remains flat in real terms in Scotland. Year on
year, the Scottish economy has grown at a third of
the rate of the rest of the UK. Today’s findings
must make for some very grave and
uncomfortable reading for the SNP Government.
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Last year, Derek “Honey, I shrunk the economy”
Mackay had to endure the embarrassment of
financially overseeing the only part of the UK with
a shrinking economy, but let us give the finance
secretary credit where it is due. In the face of
criticism from the CBI, the Federation of Small
Businesses, Scottish Chambers of Commerce and
basically anyone with a grasp of economics, he
stands up and says, “Enough of your facts and
figures—we’re doing things my way!” At least we
know where we are with Derek Mackay.
The sad reality is that if the Scottish economy
grows at its current rate, we will be nearly £17
billion worse off by 2022 than if we had matched
growth rates across the rest of the UK. Can the
cabinet secretary explain why?
Derek Mackay: The budget process requires
the Scottish Fiscal Commission to set out its
forecast, following policy analysis. What do the
Tories propose to do to ensure that there are more
resources for public services, which seems to be
what they are arguing for today? How far do we go
on the £501 million tax cut that the Tories would
like to see us deliver?
Jamie Greene: The SNP talks about tax cuts
for the rich; it is the SNP that thinks that anyone
earning over 33 grand in Scotland is somehow rich
and should see their taxes go up. We disagree
with that immensely.
This is what the SNP can do—it can stop
wasting money; it can grow the tax base; and it
can grow the economy. That is what we think the
SNP should do. If the finance secretary wants to
find more cash, it is right there. We are not asking
for anything magical or mystical. We are asking
the SNP to grow the Scottish economy at the
same rate as the rest of the UK.
There have been 11 years of sluggish growth
and it is local authorities that are paying the price
for it. Inverclyde Council and North Ayrshire
Council are actively consulting on which public
services to cut. Proposals include reducing grants
to voluntary organisations; reducing employability
contracts; increasing burial charges and parking
charges; removing breakfast clubs; and closing
public toilets, libraries and youth centres.
The draft budget will see councils up and down
Scotland making such cuts. Yes, they can
increase council tax, but in the case of Inverclyde,
even doing that would raise no more than £3
million. It does not even scratch the surface in
relation to the cuts that councils will have to make.
Responsibility for failing to grow the Scottish
economy lies fairly and squarely at the door of this
Government—
Ash Denham: Will the member take an
intervention?

67

17 JANUARY 2018

The Deputy Presiding Officer: The member is
concluding.
Jamie Greene: Nicola Sturgeon and Derek
Mackay cannot tax their way out of the funding
black hole that they have created; nor should the
Scottish taxpayers be expected to bail out their
failure to grow the Scottish economy over the past
decade. I am afraid that it is squeaky bum time
right now for those on the middle benches and I
urge members across the chamber to support our
amendment.
The Deputy Presiding Officer: I am not happy
about that—not happy. I am sure that you can do
better.
16:59
Derek Mackay: Presiding Officer, I am sure that
we are all left with an image from which we would
soon wish to move on.
Kate Forbes made a helpful point, which
reflected the fact that contributions from some
members today meant that the debate has been
seen to be a bunfight in the chamber. That is a
very sad reflection on the quality of debate. I am
not saying that in a partisan way. It is a very sad
reflection on the quality of debate on what is for
me, frankly, as finance secretary, the most
important matter—the budget.
It is fair to ask questions of Government, of
course, but, equally, Opposition members cannot
abdicate their responsibility to bring forward a
constructive approach, so that in a Parliament of
minorities we can reach a majority view that
reflects the position of Scotland on the budget, tax
and expenditure.
In that sense, I appreciate Willie Rennie bringing
some calm and rational levelling of the debate.
Equally, I have to say that the party that has
engaged the most constructively so far has been
the Green Party. There are—[Interruption.] The
Labour Party attacks the Greens for even daring to
negotiate its position with the Government. If the
Tories and the Labour Party want to be in the
same boat of opportunism and oppositionalism for
its own sake, I do not think that that is fitting of a
Parliament whose powers have matured. In
response, surely all parliamentarians should
engage in a constructive fashion when it comes to
issues such as income tax, expenditure and the
choices that we make about them.
One of the substantial choices that the
Government has made is to invest in the national
health service. Yes, there are huge demands on
the national health service—we can see that right
now. That is why there is a proposal to have an
above-inflation increase for the service.
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There are many other positives in the budget as
well. There is an extra allocation of not just £28
million for public services but hundreds of millions
of pounds more for our public services right across
the board.
Of course, looking at the GDP statistic today, I
think that we should do more to help grow our
economy. That is one of the reasons why we are
allocating a 64 per cent uplift to the economy
portfolio.
While we are debating and discussing the
budget, I want to re-emphasise some of its key
investment proposals.
Incidentally, the amount that will be raised from
the Government’s tax policy decisions—the £362
million—is a matter of fact. Some members do not
seem to appreciate that what underpins our
budget process cannot be the mythical growth that
we would like to have; it must be the SFC
forecasts.
Within that, we are investing more in the NHS—
as I have said, it is an above-inflation increase.
There will be more funding in total for health and
sport, which will now reach more than £13.6
billion. I listened very closely to Willie Rennie.
There will be more for mental health services as
well.
James Kelly: With regard to where all the
money is being allocated, the cabinet secretary did
not answer Jenny Marra’s point. How does he
expect councils to fund the uplift on public sector
pay, when their budgets have been cut? As Ms
Marra outlined, Dundee City Council’s budget has
been cut by £15.9 million.
Derek Mackay: There seems to be a
misunderstanding. The Scottish Government does
not set local government pay. Our public sector
pay policy is for those under our control, although
it becomes a benchmark, for the NHS, for
example. I explained very clearly on 14 December
our position in relation to pay.
Broadly speaking, we have protected cash and
resource for local government. We have increased
resource in capital spending. We are doubling the
funding for city region deals. We are taking
housing support to over £700 million. We are
expanding early learning and childcare and
funding local authorities to do that. We are
protecting culture and sport, responding positively
to the Barclay review and the services that local
government delivers, and on social care we are
delivering £66 million more.
This is a Government that puts its money where
its mouth is when it comes to our priorities. We are
protecting the national health service, investing £4
billion in infrastructure, and expanding our
economy with a huge uplift in that brief and
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investing more in key areas. I am coming to
mental health as well, because it is important that
there are also new resources for mental health to
take us to the level of 800 additional mental health
workers over the next five years.

no hope for the Tories because of their tax
position, but I would have thought that other
progressive parties would recognise the hundreds
of millions of pounds more that we are proposing
to put into our public services.

There will be more in real terms for the police
and fire services. There will be more for tackling
the inequality of the attainment gap and supporting
education directly. There will be more for culture,
which I have touched on, to support big events in
Scotland and mitigate cuts by the UK Government.

The choice that comes will be whether
progressive parties want to reject a more
progressive tax system, reject support for our
economy, reject a pay policy that delivers for our
front-line workers and reject hundreds of millions
of pounds more in our front-line services.
Ultimately, that will be the choice: being for or
against more money for our public services.

It was a different Tory party that we were
hearing from today—one that suggests that it
wants to spend more on our public services but, in
fact, does not want to diverge on tax from the rest
of the United Kingdom. In fact, the Tory tax policy,
in addition to resulting in a £211 million cut to
fiscal resource for next year, would require us to
cut public services by £501 million. This
Government is not willing to make that reduction in
order to fund Tory tax cut policies that the Tories
now appear to be running away from.
It looks as if the Labour Party and the Tory Party
are in the same boat this evening, voting for the
Labour Party’s motion. It tells us quite a bit about
the position of the Labour Party that the Tories can
support it.
In a range of areas, we are investing more in
our public services and, as we said we would do,
we are lifting the public sector pay cap of 1 per
cent—something that is unprecedented anywhere
in the United Kingdom.
Jenny Marra: How can the cabinet secretary
say that the pay policy is progressive and is lifting
the pay cap when councils across the country do
not have the money to make that happen?
Derek Mackay: As a matter of fact, if the
Labour Party wants to talk about how to treat the
workforce, let us look at Glasgow today and what
Susan Aitken, the leader of Glasgow City Council,
has done on equal pay. We have been putting
resources into local authorities and we will deliver
fairness. I do not set local government pay policy
but I believe that there is a fair settlement in the
draft budget.

The opportunity to shape that final budget is
now. Engage with me constructively, do not play
games with the people of Scotland and I will
deliver for those people in a constructive and
consensual fashion.
17:08
Monica Lennon (Central Scotland) (Lab): This
has been a passionate debate, as it should be. We
all depend on public services and during the
budget process all our constituents are depending
on us. They are depending on us to make a stand
and protect public services. That is why Scottish
Labour called for the debate today, and we make
no apologies for that. MSPs have a chance to call
out this cuts budget and its impact on public
services.
When the votes are counted at decision time,
we will find out whose side MSPs are on. Will they
rally around Derek Mackay and his failure of a
budget? His budget raises only an additional £28
million for public services, when COSLA warns—
[Interruption.] That is what the Fraser of Allander
institute says, cabinet secretary. COSLA warns
that local government services alone need an
additional £545 million just to stand still.
Alternatively, will they vote on principle, vote for
Scottish Labour’s motion and confront Derek
Mackay with the reality of his plan?

The Tories want to raise less and spend more.
Ultimately, there will be a choice for both
Opposition parties. I have pledged to have an
open door and engage with and listen to
constructive suggestions from any Opposition
party. I have tried to embark in that fashion in
advance of the budget and in how I conducted the
income tax policy.

The bottom line is that the draft budget does not
protect public services. SNP MSPs looking at their
whip sheet in front of them must know that that is
true. Our constituents, workers and trade unionists
know that that is true. It is abundantly clear that
the budget will not deliver enough resources to
sustain the vital public services that we rely on to
keep us safe, healthy and educated, and to build
strong
and
resilient
communities
where
businesses can thrive and where our environment
can be safeguarded for future generations. The
facts speak for themselves.

There will come a moment when Parliament has
to choose what it is going to do at stage 3 of the
budget, on the Scottish rate resolution and on the
statutory instrument on non-domestic rates. I have

Patrick Harvie: If I understand the Labour
position, we would like to achieve many of the
same things, although we have different
approaches to try to do that. However, is Monica
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Lennon really asking us to vote in principle for a
Labour motion that she and I can support with
support from the Tories, who are the people who
want to take £0.5 billion out of public services? If
the Labour motion passes with Conservative
support, will that not leave us looking like a bit of a
farce?
Monica Lennon: I remind Patrick Harvie that
James Kelly has exposed the flaws in the budget
and its tax plans. [Interruption.] That is true. We
recognise that there needs to be substantial tax
changes in the budget, and that is why we have
said that we will take the flaws out ahead of stage
1 of the bill.
I am not interested in getting Tory support; I am
interested in what we have heard about our public
services and how we are going to pay for them. I
tell Patrick Harvie that that is a matter of principle,
because the facts speak for themselves. This
budget will cut a further £135 million from local
government services this year, and those figures
have been confirmed by SPICe.
Derek Mackay rose—
Monica Lennon: I will finish this point. On top of
the £545 million that has been identified by
COSLA, that is a £700 million gap in the budget
for local government services next year.
Derek Mackay: Will Monica Lennon give me a
clue as to when the people of Scotland, never
mind Parliament, will get any sight of Labour’s tax
plans to fund that so-called £700 million extra
investment, which is just for councils and not for
the national health service?
Monica Lennon: James Kelly has already
clarified that point.
I want to make progress. How can members in
the chamber who have proclaimed an antiausterity platform think that this budget is
anywhere near an acceptable deal for our local
services? I do not think that the situation is funny
at all. Local government has already sustained
huge and disproportionate cuts—£1.5 billion in
total since 2011—that have inflicted irreparable
damage on our communities. SNP members do
not want to hear about that, because the SNP has
taken Tory austerity and more than doubled it,
then passed it on to local government. The SNP is
no friend of ours. The figures show that the local
government revenue budget was cut more than
three times faster than the Government revenue
budget between 2013-14 and 2016-17.
At the heart of our motion is the underlying
reason why those cuts matter, which is the human
cost of austerity—£135 million from local councils
this year and £1.5 billion in total from the coffers
since 2011 are not just meaningless numbers on a
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page. [Interruption.] I say to Joe FitzPatrick that
that is not funny.
We have heard a lot about the impact in Dundee
and the north-east from Jenny Marra, who is an
example of a tenacious MSP if ever we saw one.
Those cuts have an impact on the lives of people
and our communities across Scotland every day,
all year round, not just in the winter crisis. As Anas
Sarwar stated, integration joint boards and health
boards face cuts totalling more than £1.5 billion.
You should listen—not you, Presiding Officer; I
mean Fiona Hyslop—to communities across
Scotland as we have done and listen to exhausted
nurses and carers and to local government
workers, who have seen 28,000 colleagues
disappear over the past seven years, leaving them
to deliver more with less. We have heard loud and
clear that our public services are under growing
pressure.
Derek Mackay: I was listening very clearly to
the list of demands that we have had this
afternoon and the specific requests around health.
The Labour Party has been clear about
expenditure, but the resources that it would raise
would be only for local government. Why does
Labour not support the Scottish Government’s
support for the national health service with an
above-inflation increase for the NHS?
Monica Lennon: That is simply not true. I
thought that the cabinet secretary was coming to
his feet to talk about the fact that 28,000 jobs have
been lost in local government. Where is the
Government’s task force for local government?
When local government workers hear Derek
Mackay claim that councils are fairly funded, they
cannot believe their ears. Nine out of 10 public
sector job losses in Scotland have been in local
government. How is that a fair deal?
We cannot continue starving public services of
resources. During the time that we have been in
the chamber for this debate, teachers and school
support staff have been looking after our learners,
preparing the next generation of nurses, engineers
and entrepreneurs, and carers have been trudging
through the snow to deliver personal care or an
evening meal to older people in their own homes.
Councils are responsible for many of the vital
public services that are too often taken for
granted. They are responsible for social care for
the elderly, looked-after young people, the delivery
of education, our local roads, which are at a
standstill, leisure facilities and so much more. Cuts
to our councils mean that vital public servants
have fewer resources to do their jobs, and we all
suffer as a result.
That means less money for gritting the roads
during the icy weather, when older people are
more likely to fall and end up in hospital. As Iain
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Gray said—I noticed that the heads of SNP
members, including the convener of the Education
and Skills Committee, James Dornan, went down
at that point—under this Government’s spending
plans, £1.2 billion has been taken out of education
since 2010. How is that going to close the
attainment gap or reduce inequality?
In my region of Central Scotland, just some of
the proposals for making savings due to budget
cuts for the coming years are increasing primary 1
class sizes in the SNP-led South Lanarkshire
Council; increasing the charges for day centres for
older people; and increasing burial and cremation
charges.
If the SNP is determined to continue with its
unfair funding, which of all those vital services
does it consider to be dispensable? The cabinet
secretary told the Finance and Constitution
Committee that Government is about choice and
priorities. I absolutely agree, just as I agree that
austerity itself is a political choice.
I think that I have been a bit too generous in
taking interventions, so I will close now. The draft
budget is timid, weak and fails to protect
Scotland’s vital public services. We have no
confidence that the cabinet secretary intends to
bring forward proposals that will deliver the
investment that our services need. For that
reason, Labour cannot support the draft budget as
it stands. A strong economy needs strong public
services. Scotland needs real change to deliver
that, and a Government that is willing to stand up
for the public sector.
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Business Motion
17:17
The Presiding Officer (Ken Macintosh): The
next item of business is consideration of business
motion S5M-09925, in the name of Joe FitzPatrick,
on behalf of the Parliamentary Bureau, setting out
a business programme.
Motion moved,
That the Parliament agrees—
(a) the following programme of business—
Tuesday 23 January 2018
2.00 pm

Time for Reflection

followed by

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

followed by

Topical Questions (if selected)

followed by

Finance and Constitution Committee
Debate: European Union (Withdrawal)
Bill LCM – Interim Report

followed by

Business Motions

followed by

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

5.00 pm

Decision Time

followed by

Members’ Business

Wednesday 24 January 2018
2.00 pm

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

2.00 pm

Portfolio Questions
Health and Sport

followed by

Scottish Conservative
Party Business

followed by

Business Motions

followed by

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

5.00 pm

Decision Time

followed by

Members’ Business

and

Unionist

Thursday 25 January 2018
11.40 am

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

11.40 am

General Questions

12.00 pm

First Minister's Questions

followed by

Members’ Business

2.30 pm

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

2.30 pm

Stage 1 Debate: Offensive Behaviour at
Football
and
Threatening
Communications (Repeal) (Scotland) Bill

followed by

Business Motions

followed by

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

5.00 pm

Decision Time

Tuesday 30 January 2018
2.00 pm

Time for Reflection

followed by

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

followed by

Topical Questions (if selected)
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followed by

Stage
3
Proceedings:
Representation on Public
(Scotland) Bill

followed by

Business Motions

followed by

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

5.00 pm

Decision Time

followed by

Members’ Business

Gender
Boards

Wednesday 31 January 2018
2.00 pm

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

2.00 pm

Portfolio Questions
Communities, Social Security and
Equalities

followed by

Scottish Government Business

followed by

Business Motions

followed by

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

5.00 pm

Decision Time

followed by

Members’ Business

Thursday 1 February 2018
11.40 am

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

11.40 am

General Questions

12.00 pm

First Minister's Questions

followed by

Members’ Business

2.30 pm

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

2.30 pm

Stage 3 Proceedings: Domestic Abuse
(Scotland) Bill

followed by

Business Motions

followed by

Parliamentary Bureau Motions

5.00 pm

Decision Time

and (b) that, in relation to First Minister’s Questions on 25
January 2018, in rule 13.6.2, insert at end “and may
provide an opportunity for Party Leaders or their
representatives to question the First Minister”.—[Joe
FitzPatrick]

Motion agreed to.
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Parliamentary Bureau Motion
17:18
The Presiding Officer (Ken Macintosh): The
next item of business is consideration of
Parliamentary Bureau motion S5M-09926, on subcommittee membership.
Motion moved,
That the Parliament agrees that Daniel Johnson be
appointed to replace Mary Fee as a member of the Justice
Sub-committee on Policing.—[Joe FitzPatrick]
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Decision Time
17:18
The Presiding Officer (Ken Macintosh): I
remind members that, if the amendment in the
name of Derek Mackay is agreed to, the
amendment in the name of Murdo Fraser and the
amendment in the name of Patrick Harvie will fall.
The question is, that amendment S5M-09888.1,
in the name of Derek Mackay, which seeks to
amend motion S5M-09888, in the name of James
Kelly, on protecting public services, be agreed to.
Are we agreed?
Members: No.
The Presiding Officer: There will be a division.
For
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP)
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP)
Allan, Dr Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP)
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire South) (SNP)
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North and Musselburgh) (SNP)
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP)
Campbell, Aileen (Clydesdale) (SNP)
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP)
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP)
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP)
Cunningham, Roseanna (Perthshire South and Kinrossshire) (SNP)
Denham, Ash (Edinburgh Eastern) (SNP)
Dey, Graeme (Angus South) (SNP)
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (SNP)
Dornan, James (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP)
Ewing, Annabelle (Cowdenbeath) (SNP)
Ewing, Fergus (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP)
Fabiani, Linda (East Kilbride) (SNP)
FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee City West) (SNP)
Forbes, Kate (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch) (SNP)
Freeman, Jeane (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley)
(SNP)
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP)
Gilruth, Jenny (Mid Fife and Glenrothes) (SNP)
Gougeon, Mairi (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP)
Grahame, Christine (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and
Lauderdale) (SNP)
Harper, Emma (South Scotland) (SNP)
Haughey, Clare (Rutherglen) (SNP)
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP)
Hyslop, Fiona (Linlithgow) (SNP)
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP)
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP)
Lyle, Richard (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP)
MacDonald, Angus (Falkirk East) (SNP)
MacDonald, Gordon (Edinburgh Pentlands) (SNP)
MacGregor, Fulton (Coatbridge and Chryston) (SNP)
Mackay, Derek (Renfrewshire North and West) (SNP)
Mackay, Rona (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (SNP)
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh Northern and Leith) (SNP)
Maguire, Ruth (Cunninghame South) (SNP)
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP)
Mason, John (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP)
Matheson, Michael (Falkirk West) (SNP)
McAlpine, Joan (South Scotland) (SNP)
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Provan) (SNP)
McKelvie, Christina (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse)
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(SNP)
McMillan, Stuart (Greenock and Inverclyde) (SNP)
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP)
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (SNP)
Ross, Gail (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (SNP)
Russell, Michael (Argyll and Bute) (SNP)
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP)
Stevenson, Stewart (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP)
Stewart, Kevin (Aberdeen Central) (SNP)
Sturgeon, Nicola (Glasgow Southside) (SNP)
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP)
Todd, Maree (Highlands and Islands) (SNP)
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP)
Watt, Maureen (Aberdeen South and North Kincardine)
(SNP)
Wheelhouse, Paul (South Scotland) (SNP)
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP)
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow Pollok) (SNP)

Against
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab)
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Balfour, Jeremy (Lothian) (Con)
Ballantyne, Michelle (South Scotland) (Con)
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab)
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab)
Bowman, Bill (North East Scotland) (Con)
Briggs, Miles (Lothian) (Con)
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con)
Cameron, Donald (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Carlaw, Jackson (Eastwood) (Con)
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con)
Chapman, Peter (North East Scotland) (Con)
Cole-Hamilton, Alex (Edinburgh Western) (LD)
Corry, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Davidson, Ruth (Edinburgh Central) (Con)
Dugdale, Kezia (Lothian) (Lab)
Fee, Mary (West Scotland) (Lab)
Finnie, John (Highlands and Islands) (Green)
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Golden, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Grant, Rhoda (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)
Gray, Iain (East Lothian) (Lab)
Greene, Jamie (West Scotland) (Con)
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green)
Griffin, Mark (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire)
(Con)
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green)
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab)
Halcro Johnston, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Johnstone, Alison (Lothian) (Green)
Kelly, James (Glasgow) (Lab)
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con)
Lamont, Johann (Glasgow) (Lab)
Lennon, Monica (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Leonard, Richard (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Lindhurst, Gordon (Lothian) (Con)
Lockhart, Dean (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Macdonald, Lewis (North East Scotland) (Lab)
Marra, Jenny (North East Scotland) (Lab)
Mason, Tom (North East Scotland) (Con)
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD)
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab)
Mitchell, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Con)
Mountain, Edward (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Mundell, Oliver (Dumfriesshire) (Con)
Rennie, Willie (North East Fife) (LD)
Rowley, Alex (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Rumbles, Mike (North East Scotland) (LD)
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green)
Sarwar, Anas (Glasgow) (Lab)
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Scott, John (Ayr) (Con)
Scott, Tavish (Shetland Islands) (LD)
Simpson, Graham (Central Scotland) (Con)
Smith, Elaine (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Smith, Liz (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Smyth, Colin (South Scotland) (Lab)
Stewart, Alexander (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Stewart, David (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)
Tomkins, Adam (Glasgow) (Con)
Wells, Annie (Glasgow) (Con)
Wightman, Andy (Lothian) (Green)

The Presiding Officer: The result of the
division is: For 61, Against 62, Abstentions 0.
Amendment disagreed to.
The Presiding Officer: I remind members that,
if the amendment in the name of Murdo Fraser is
agreed to, the amendment in the name of Patrick
Harvie will fall.
The next question is, that amendment S5M09888.4, in the name of Murdo Fraser, which
seeks to amend motion S5M-09888, in the name
of James Kelly, be agreed to. Are we agreed?
Members: No.
The Presiding Officer: There will be a division.
For
Balfour, Jeremy (Lothian) (Con)
Ballantyne, Michelle (South Scotland) (Con)
Bowman, Bill (North East Scotland) (Con)
Briggs, Miles (Lothian) (Con)
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con)
Cameron, Donald (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Carlaw, Jackson (Eastwood) (Con)
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con)
Chapman, Peter (North East Scotland) (Con)
Corry, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Davidson, Ruth (Edinburgh Central) (Con)
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Golden, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Greene, Jamie (West Scotland) (Con)
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire)
(Con)
Halcro Johnston, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con)
Lindhurst, Gordon (Lothian) (Con)
Lockhart, Dean (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Mason, Tom (North East Scotland) (Con)
Mitchell, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Con)
Mountain, Edward (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Mundell, Oliver (Dumfriesshire) (Con)
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con)
Simpson, Graham (Central Scotland) (Con)
Smith, Liz (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Stewart, Alexander (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Tomkins, Adam (Glasgow) (Con)
Wells, Annie (Glasgow) (Con)

Against
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP)
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP)
Allan, Dr Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP)
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire South) (SNP)
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab)
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab)

Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North and Musselburgh) (SNP)
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab)
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP)
Campbell, Aileen (Clydesdale) (SNP)
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP)
Cole-Hamilton, Alex (Edinburgh Western) (LD)
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP)
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP)
Cunningham, Roseanna (Perthshire South and Kinrossshire) (SNP)
Denham, Ash (Edinburgh Eastern) (SNP)
Dey, Graeme (Angus South) (SNP)
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (SNP)
Dornan, James (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP)
Dugdale, Kezia (Lothian) (Lab)
Ewing, Annabelle (Cowdenbeath) (SNP)
Ewing, Fergus (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP)
Fabiani, Linda (East Kilbride) (SNP)
Fee, Mary (West Scotland) (Lab)
Finnie, John (Highlands and Islands) (Green)
FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee City West) (SNP)
Forbes, Kate (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch) (SNP)
Freeman, Jeane (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley)
(SNP)
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP)
Gilruth, Jenny (Mid Fife and Glenrothes) (SNP)
Gougeon, Mairi (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP)
Grahame, Christine (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and
Lauderdale) (SNP)
Grant, Rhoda (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)
Gray, Iain (East Lothian) (Lab)
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green)
Griffin, Mark (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Harper, Emma (South Scotland) (SNP)
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green)
Haughey, Clare (Rutherglen) (SNP)
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP)
Hyslop, Fiona (Linlithgow) (SNP)
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab)
Johnstone, Alison (Lothian) (Green)
Kelly, James (Glasgow) (Lab)
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP)
Lamont, Johann (Glasgow) (Lab)
Lennon, Monica (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Leonard, Richard (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP)
Lyle, Richard (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP)
MacDonald, Angus (Falkirk East) (SNP)
MacDonald, Gordon (Edinburgh Pentlands) (SNP)
Macdonald, Lewis (North East Scotland) (Lab)
MacGregor, Fulton (Coatbridge and Chryston) (SNP)
Mackay, Derek (Renfrewshire North and West) (SNP)
Mackay, Rona (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (SNP)
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh Northern and Leith) (SNP)
Maguire, Ruth (Cunninghame South) (SNP)
Marra, Jenny (North East Scotland) (Lab)
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP)
Mason, John (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP)
Matheson, Michael (Falkirk West) (SNP)
McAlpine, Joan (South Scotland) (SNP)
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD)
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Provan) (SNP)
McKelvie, Christina (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse)
(SNP)
McMillan, Stuart (Greenock and Inverclyde) (SNP)
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab)
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP)
Rennie, Willie (North East Fife) (LD)
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (SNP)
Ross, Gail (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (SNP)
Rowley, Alex (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Rumbles, Mike (North East Scotland) (LD)
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Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green)
Russell, Michael (Argyll and Bute) (SNP)
Sarwar, Anas (Glasgow) (Lab)
Scott, Tavish (Shetland Islands) (LD)
Smith, Elaine (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Smyth, Colin (South Scotland) (Lab)
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP)
Stevenson, Stewart (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP)
Stewart, David (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)
Stewart, Kevin (Aberdeen Central) (SNP)
Sturgeon, Nicola (Glasgow Southside) (SNP)
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP)
Todd, Maree (Highlands and Islands) (SNP)
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP)
Watt, Maureen (Aberdeen South and North Kincardine)
(SNP)
Wheelhouse, Paul (South Scotland) (SNP)
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP)
Wightman, Andy (Lothian) (Green)
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow Pollok) (SNP)

The Presiding Officer: The result of the
division is: For 29, Against 94, Abstentions 0.
Amendment disagreed to.
The Presiding Officer: The next question is,
that amendment S5M-09888.3, in the name of
Patrick Harvie, which seeks to amend motion
S5M-09888, in the name of James Kelly, be
agreed to. Are we agreed?
Members: No.
The Presiding Officer: There will be a division.
For
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP)
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP)
Allan, Dr Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP)
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire South) (SNP)
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North and Musselburgh) (SNP)
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP)
Campbell, Aileen (Clydesdale) (SNP)
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP)
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP)
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP)
Cunningham, Roseanna (Perthshire South and Kinrossshire) (SNP)
Denham, Ash (Edinburgh Eastern) (SNP)
Dey, Graeme (Angus South) (SNP)
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (SNP)
Dornan, James (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP)
Ewing, Annabelle (Cowdenbeath) (SNP)
Ewing, Fergus (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP)
Fabiani, Linda (East Kilbride) (SNP)
Finnie, John (Highlands and Islands) (Green)
FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee City West) (SNP)
Forbes, Kate (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch) (SNP)
Freeman, Jeane (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley)
(SNP)
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP)
Gilruth, Jenny (Mid Fife and Glenrothes) (SNP)
Gougeon, Mairi (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP)
Grahame, Christine (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and
Lauderdale) (SNP)
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green)
Harper, Emma (South Scotland) (SNP)
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green)
Haughey, Clare (Rutherglen) (SNP)
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP)
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Hyslop, Fiona (Linlithgow) (SNP)
Johnstone, Alison (Lothian) (Green)
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP)
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP)
Lyle, Richard (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP)
MacDonald, Angus (Falkirk East) (SNP)
MacDonald, Gordon (Edinburgh Pentlands) (SNP)
MacGregor, Fulton (Coatbridge and Chryston) (SNP)
Mackay, Derek (Renfrewshire North and West) (SNP)
Mackay, Rona (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (SNP)
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh Northern and Leith) (SNP)
Maguire, Ruth (Cunninghame South) (SNP)
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP)
Mason, John (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP)
Matheson, Michael (Falkirk West) (SNP)
McAlpine, Joan (South Scotland) (SNP)
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Provan) (SNP)
McKelvie, Christina (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse)
(SNP)
McMillan, Stuart (Greenock and Inverclyde) (SNP)
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP)
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (SNP)
Ross, Gail (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (SNP)
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green)
Russell, Michael (Argyll and Bute) (SNP)
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP)
Stevenson, Stewart (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP)
Stewart, Kevin (Aberdeen Central) (SNP)
Sturgeon, Nicola (Glasgow Southside) (SNP)
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP)
Todd, Maree (Highlands and Islands) (SNP)
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP)
Watt, Maureen (Aberdeen South and North Kincardine)
(SNP)
Wheelhouse, Paul (South Scotland) (SNP)
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP)
Wightman, Andy (Lothian) (Green)
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow Pollok) (SNP)

Against
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab)
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Balfour, Jeremy (Lothian) (Con)
Ballantyne, Michelle (South Scotland) (Con)
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab)
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab)
Bowman, Bill (North East Scotland) (Con)
Briggs, Miles (Lothian) (Con)
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con)
Cameron, Donald (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Carlaw, Jackson (Eastwood) (Con)
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con)
Chapman, Peter (North East Scotland) (Con)
Cole-Hamilton, Alex (Edinburgh Western) (LD)
Corry, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Davidson, Ruth (Edinburgh Central) (Con)
Dugdale, Kezia (Lothian) (Lab)
Fee, Mary (West Scotland) (Lab)
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Golden, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Grant, Rhoda (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)
Gray, Iain (East Lothian) (Lab)
Greene, Jamie (West Scotland) (Con)
Griffin, Mark (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire)
(Con)
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab)
Halcro Johnston, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Kelly, James (Glasgow) (Lab)
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con)
Lamont, Johann (Glasgow) (Lab)
Lennon, Monica (Central Scotland) (Lab)
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Leonard, Richard (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Lindhurst, Gordon (Lothian) (Con)
Lockhart, Dean (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Macdonald, Lewis (North East Scotland) (Lab)
Marra, Jenny (North East Scotland) (Lab)
Mason, Tom (North East Scotland) (Con)
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD)
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab)
Mitchell, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Con)
Mountain, Edward (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Mundell, Oliver (Dumfriesshire) (Con)
Rennie, Willie (North East Fife) (LD)
Rowley, Alex (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Rumbles, Mike (North East Scotland) (LD)
Sarwar, Anas (Glasgow) (Lab)
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con)
Scott, Tavish (Shetland Islands) (LD)
Simpson, Graham (Central Scotland) (Con)
Smith, Elaine (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Smith, Liz (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Smyth, Colin (South Scotland) (Lab)
Stewart, Alexander (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Stewart, David (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)
Tomkins, Adam (Glasgow) (Con)
Wells, Annie (Glasgow) (Con)

The Presiding Officer: The result of the
division is: For 67, Against 56, Abstentions 0.
Amendment agreed to.
The Presiding Officer: The next question is,
that amendment S5M-09888.2, in the name of
Willie Rennie, which seeks to amend motion S5M09888, in the name of James Kelly, be agreed to.
Are we agreed?
Members: No.
The Presiding Officer: There will be a division.
For
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab)
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab)
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab)
Cole-Hamilton, Alex (Edinburgh Western) (LD)
Dugdale, Kezia (Lothian) (Lab)
Fee, Mary (West Scotland) (Lab)
Grant, Rhoda (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)
Gray, Iain (East Lothian) (Lab)
Griffin, Mark (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab)
Kelly, James (Glasgow) (Lab)
Lamont, Johann (Glasgow) (Lab)
Lennon, Monica (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Leonard, Richard (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Macdonald, Lewis (North East Scotland) (Lab)
Marra, Jenny (North East Scotland) (Lab)
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD)
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab)
Rennie, Willie (North East Fife) (LD)
Rowley, Alex (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Rumbles, Mike (North East Scotland) (LD)
Sarwar, Anas (Glasgow) (Lab)
Scott, Tavish (Shetland Islands) (LD)
Smith, Elaine (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Smyth, Colin (South Scotland) (Lab)
Stewart, David (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)

Against
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Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP)
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP)
Allan, Dr Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP)
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire South) (SNP)
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North and Musselburgh) (SNP)
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP)
Campbell, Aileen (Clydesdale) (SNP)
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP)
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP)
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP)
Cunningham, Roseanna (Perthshire South and Kinrossshire) (SNP)
Denham, Ash (Edinburgh Eastern) (SNP)
Dey, Graeme (Angus South) (SNP)
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (SNP)
Dornan, James (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP)
Ewing, Annabelle (Cowdenbeath) (SNP)
Ewing, Fergus (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP)
Fabiani, Linda (East Kilbride) (SNP)
FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee City West) (SNP)
Forbes, Kate (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch) (SNP)
Freeman, Jeane (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley)
(SNP)
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP)
Gilruth, Jenny (Mid Fife and Glenrothes) (SNP)
Gougeon, Mairi (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP)
Grahame, Christine (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and
Lauderdale) (SNP)
Harper, Emma (South Scotland) (SNP)
Haughey, Clare (Rutherglen) (SNP)
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP)
Hyslop, Fiona (Linlithgow) (SNP)
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP)
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP)
Lyle, Richard (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP)
MacDonald, Angus (Falkirk East) (SNP)
MacDonald, Gordon (Edinburgh Pentlands) (SNP)
MacGregor, Fulton (Coatbridge and Chryston) (SNP)
Mackay, Derek (Renfrewshire North and West) (SNP)
Mackay, Rona (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (SNP)
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh Northern and Leith) (SNP)
Maguire, Ruth (Cunninghame South) (SNP)
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP)
Mason, John (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP)
Matheson, Michael (Falkirk West) (SNP)
McAlpine, Joan (South Scotland) (SNP)
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Provan) (SNP)
McKelvie, Christina (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse)
(SNP)
McMillan, Stuart (Greenock and Inverclyde) (SNP)
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP)
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (SNP)
Ross, Gail (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (SNP)
Russell, Michael (Argyll and Bute) (SNP)
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP)
Stevenson, Stewart (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP)
Stewart, Kevin (Aberdeen Central) (SNP)
Sturgeon, Nicola (Glasgow Southside) (SNP)
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP)
Todd, Maree (Highlands and Islands) (SNP)
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP)
Watt, Maureen (Aberdeen South and North Kincardine)
(SNP)
Wheelhouse, Paul (South Scotland) (SNP)
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP)
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow Pollok) (SNP)

Abstentions
Balfour, Jeremy (Lothian) (Con)
Ballantyne, Michelle (South Scotland) (Con)
Bowman, Bill (North East Scotland) (Con)
Briggs, Miles (Lothian) (Con)
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Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con)
Cameron, Donald (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Carlaw, Jackson (Eastwood) (Con)
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con)
Chapman, Peter (North East Scotland) (Con)
Corry, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Davidson, Ruth (Edinburgh Central) (Con)
Finnie, John (Highlands and Islands) (Green)
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Golden, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Greene, Jamie (West Scotland) (Con)
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green)
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire)
(Con)
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green)
Halcro Johnston, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Johnstone, Alison (Lothian) (Green)
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con)
Lindhurst, Gordon (Lothian) (Con)
Lockhart, Dean (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Mason, Tom (North East Scotland) (Con)
Mitchell, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Con)
Mountain, Edward (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Mundell, Oliver (Dumfriesshire) (Con)
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green)
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con)
Simpson, Graham (Central Scotland) (Con)
Smith, Liz (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Stewart, Alexander (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Tomkins, Adam (Glasgow) (Con)
Wells, Annie (Glasgow) (Con)
Wightman, Andy (Lothian) (Green)

The Presiding Officer: The result of the
division is: For 27, Against 61, Abstentions 35.
Amendment disagreed to.
The Presiding Officer: The next question is,
that motion S5M-09888, in the name of James
Kelly, on protecting public services, as amended,
be agreed to. Are we agreed?
Members: No.
The Presiding Officer: There will be a division.
For
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP)
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP)
Allan, Dr Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP)
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire South) (SNP)
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North and Musselburgh) (SNP)
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP)
Campbell, Aileen (Clydesdale) (SNP)
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP)
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP)
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP)
Cunningham, Roseanna (Perthshire South and Kinrossshire) (SNP)
Denham, Ash (Edinburgh Eastern) (SNP)
Dey, Graeme (Angus South) (SNP)
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Maryhill and Springburn) (SNP)
Dornan, James (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP)
Ewing, Annabelle (Cowdenbeath) (SNP)
Ewing, Fergus (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP)
Fabiani, Linda (East Kilbride) (SNP)
Finnie, John (Highlands and Islands) (Green)
FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee City West) (SNP)
Forbes, Kate (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch) (SNP)
Freeman, Jeane (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley)
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(SNP)
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP)
Gilruth, Jenny (Mid Fife and Glenrothes) (SNP)
Gougeon, Mairi (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP)
Grahame, Christine (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and
Lauderdale) (SNP)
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green)
Harper, Emma (South Scotland) (SNP)
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green)
Haughey, Clare (Rutherglen) (SNP)
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP)
Hyslop, Fiona (Linlithgow) (SNP)
Johnstone, Alison (Lothian) (Green)
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP)
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP)
Lyle, Richard (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP)
MacDonald, Angus (Falkirk East) (SNP)
MacDonald, Gordon (Edinburgh Pentlands) (SNP)
MacGregor, Fulton (Coatbridge and Chryston) (SNP)
Mackay, Derek (Renfrewshire North and West) (SNP)
Mackay, Rona (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (SNP)
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh Northern and Leith) (SNP)
Maguire, Ruth (Cunninghame South) (SNP)
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP)
Mason, John (Glasgow Shettleston) (SNP)
Matheson, Michael (Falkirk West) (SNP)
McAlpine, Joan (South Scotland) (SNP)
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Provan) (SNP)
McKelvie, Christina (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse)
(SNP)
McMillan, Stuart (Greenock and Inverclyde) (SNP)
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP)
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (SNP)
Ross, Gail (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (SNP)
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green)
Russell, Michael (Argyll and Bute) (SNP)
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP)
Stevenson, Stewart (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP)
Stewart, Kevin (Aberdeen Central) (SNP)
Sturgeon, Nicola (Glasgow Southside) (SNP)
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP)
Todd, Maree (Highlands and Islands) (SNP)
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP)
Watt, Maureen (Aberdeen South and North Kincardine)
(SNP)
Wheelhouse, Paul (South Scotland) (SNP)
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP)
Wightman, Andy (Lothian) (Green)
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow Pollok) (SNP)

Against
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab)
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Balfour, Jeremy (Lothian) (Con)
Ballantyne, Michelle (South Scotland) (Con)
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab)
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab)
Bowman, Bill (North East Scotland) (Con)
Briggs, Miles (Lothian) (Con)
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con)
Cameron, Donald (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Carlaw, Jackson (Eastwood) (Con)
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con)
Chapman, Peter (North East Scotland) (Con)
Cole-Hamilton, Alex (Edinburgh Western) (LD)
Corry, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Davidson, Ruth (Edinburgh Central) (Con)
Dugdale, Kezia (Lothian) (Lab)
Fee, Mary (West Scotland) (Lab)
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Golden, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con)
Grant, Rhoda (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)
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Gray, Iain (East Lothian) (Lab)
Greene, Jamie (West Scotland) (Con)
Griffin, Mark (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire)
(Con)
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab)
Halcro Johnston, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Kelly, James (Glasgow) (Lab)
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con)
Lamont, Johann (Glasgow) (Lab)
Lennon, Monica (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Leonard, Richard (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Lindhurst, Gordon (Lothian) (Con)
Lockhart, Dean (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Macdonald, Lewis (North East Scotland) (Lab)
Marra, Jenny (North East Scotland) (Lab)
Mason, Tom (North East Scotland) (Con)
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD)
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab)
Mitchell, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Con)
Mountain, Edward (Highlands and Islands) (Con)
Mundell, Oliver (Dumfriesshire) (Con)
Rennie, Willie (North East Fife) (LD)
Rowley, Alex (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab)
Rumbles, Mike (North East Scotland) (LD)
Sarwar, Anas (Glasgow) (Lab)
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con)
Scott, Tavish (Shetland Islands) (LD)
Simpson, Graham (Central Scotland) (Con)
Smith, Elaine (Central Scotland) (Lab)
Smith, Liz (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Smyth, Colin (South Scotland) (Lab)
Stewart, Alexander (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con)
Stewart, David (Highlands and Islands) (Lab)
Tomkins, Adam (Glasgow) (Con)
Wells, Annie (Glasgow) (Con)

The Presiding Officer: The result of the
division is: For 67, Against 56, Abstentions 0.
Motion, as amended, agreed to,
That the Parliament believes that the Budget for 2018-19
must protect public services, fund a fair pay increase for
public sector workers and invest in low-carbon
infrastructure; urges the Scottish Government to amend the
proposals in the Draft Budget to achieve this, and considers
that all opposition parties have a responsibility in a period
of minority government to put forward positive and
constructive proposals for change.

The Presiding Officer: The final question is,
that motion S5M-09926, in the name of Joe
FitzPatrick, on sub-committee membership, be
agreed to.
Motion agreed to,
That the Parliament agrees that Daniel Johnson be
appointed to replace Mary Fee as a member of the Justice
Sub-committee on Policing.
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Robert Burns (Economic
Potential)
The Deputy Presiding Officer (Linda
Fabiani): The final item of business is a members’
business debate on motion S5M-09328, in the
name of Joan McAlpine, on the economic potential
of Robert Burns. The debate will be concluded
without any question being put.
Motion debated,
That the Parliament welcomes the contribution that
Robert Burns continues to make to Scotland’s economic
and cultural life; understands that business generated
during the Burns season includes spending on food and
drink, hospitality, accommodation, kilt hire, printing and
merchandising; notes that the creative economy is boosted
through arts events such as the Big Burns Supper Festival
in Dumfries, which is the culmination of Scotland’s
£390,000 Winter Festivals Programme; understands that
year-round Burns-related tourism is on the increase thanks
to Burns Scotland partner destinations such as the Robert
Burns Birthplace Museum in Alloway, Ellisland Farm near
Auldgirth, the Monument Centre in Kilmarnock and Burns
House Museum in Mauchline, as well as numerous places
around Scotland associated with the poet; notes that Burns
the brand helps promote Scotland’s exports and trade links
through Burns suppers around the globe, including through
more than 250 member clubs of the Robert Burns World
Federation; understands that Burns contributes to the
success of Scotland’s higher education institutions,
including the Centre for Robert Burns Studies at the
University of Glasgow, which encourages interest in the
Bard through publications, seminar series, conferences,
community and performance events, advice to exporters,
research grant funding and international students and
donor gifts, while providing strong strategic support to the
National Burns Collection; understands that the last
evaluation of Robert Burns’ economic impact on modern
Scotland was completed in 2003 for the BBC by the World
Bank economist, Lesley Campbell, who estimated that he
generated £157 million each year for Scotland, and
believes that this figure has grown exponentially since the
research was carried out and that celebrations of the Bard’s
birthday on 25 January will be an enriching experience in
every sense of the word.

17:26
Joan McAlpine (South Scotland) (SNP): It is
now 15 years since the BBC programme “Burns
the Brand” attempted to quantify in hard cash
terms what our national bard contributes to
Scotland’s contemporary economy. The producer,
David Stenhouse, commissioned a World Bank
economist, who calculated that Burns made us
£157 million per annum in year-round tourism and
merchandising, including the bonanza of the
supper season, with all the spending that takes
place on hospitality, whisky, haggis, kilt hire and
even paying the piper. That was a tidy sum back in
2003, and it would have left the impoverished poet
uncharacteristically lost for words, but it did not
include activity outwith Scotland, and it was
calculated long before the opening of the Burns
birthplace museum, which receives 300,000
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visitors a year, and Scotland’s £390,000 winter
festival programme, of which Burns night is the
keystane.
The figure of £157 million was also calculated
before the watershed year of homecoming in 2009
for Burns’s 250th anniversary, which itself resulted
in an additional £360 million of visitor spend and
reached out to Scotland’s diaspora as never
before. Moreover, the £157 million figure did not
include the free advertising and promotion that our
country and its businesses get via Burnsian good
will, not just on the bard’s birthday but through
things such as “Auld Lang Syne”, the song with
which the whole world welcomes in the new year
in Scots and which has been recorded by
hundreds of stars from Jimi Hendrix to Mariah
Carey.
Any economic study that was conducted today
would surely find that Burns’s capital had
increased exponentially. If—God forbid—he was a
listed company, his share price would be through
the roof of his auld clay biggin. The purpose of the
debate is to make the point that it is high time that
we looked seriously at the value of Burns the
brand and updated the 2003 study.
Of course, we cannot put a price on the cultural
value of Burns. In my view, he is the most
significant Scotsman of his millennium. He
cemented our national identity and selfconfidence. He represents democracy, equality,
the importance of universal education, the lyrical
power of the Scots language and so much more,
including—to use his words—peace, enjoyment,
love and pleasure.
However, there is no contradiction between
honouring Burns as an artist and recognising his
commercial worth. I am indebted to the centre for
Robert Burns studies at the University of Glasgow
and Professor Murray Pittock, pro-vice principal of
the university and Bradley chair of English
literature, for advising me on the debate. I
welcome Professor Pittock and his colleagues to
the gallery and should say that they are not
responsible for the content of my speech.
Since it was founded in 2007, the centre for
Robert Burns studies has been an income
generator and job creator, as befits the track
record of our world-class universities. Students
from all over the world come to the centre to study
Burns and other writers of his period, such as
John Galt and Allan Ramsay. The centre secured
an Arts and Humanities Research Council grant of
£1.1 million towards the editing Robert Burns for
the 21st century project. The new multivolume
edition, which is being published by the Oxford
University Press, is edited by the centre’s
Professor
Gerry
Carruthers,
and
the
accompanying website and social media mean
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that everyone can engage with and benefit from
the centre’s expertise.
The centre also provides strategic support to the
national Burns collection, which is housed across
26 sites in Glasgow, Ayrshire, Edinburgh and
Dumfries
and
Galloway.
The
website
burnsscotland.com brings the collection together
in a way that serves the general public, the tourist
and the scholar. I recommend its interactive maps,
which allow us to see all the different locations and
what is there.
Other members will talk about other parts of
Scotland—I know that members from Ayrshire, in
particular, are here. I do not have time to mention
everything, so I will talk about Dumfries and
Galloway, where many of the collection sites are.
We have the Burns House museum in Dumfries,
Ellisland Farm, on the banks of the Nith, and the
Globe Inn in Dumfries, where Burns enjoyed a
dram and romanced the barmaid Anna Park.
The Globe is a piece of living history, where
people can view—as the cabinet secretary has
done—stanzas scratched on the window panes
and sit “fast by an ingle” in the poet’s own chair.
The Globe is a major venue in Dumfries’s big
Burns supper festival, which runs from 18 to 28
January this year and is the biggest Burns event in
the winter festivals programme. Audiences at the
festival grow every year: last year there was a 16
per cent increase in ticketed events. The festival is
an important aspect of town-centre regeneration.
The proliferation of Burns festivals is a relatively
recent development, but Burns suppers, which
began after the poet’s death, continue to multiply
exponentially, even in the 21st century. Many are
run by volunteers, such as those who are part of
the Robert Burns World Federation, which has 250
members clubs worldwide, but all sorts of other
people around the world are having Burns
suppers.
Business
organisations,
hotels,
restaurants and loose networks of friends will all
raise their glasses and sharpen their dirks this
month, because Burns is fashionable. Members
need only look on the booking service, Eventbrite,
to see that, in London alone, Jamie Oliver is
hosting a Burns night celebration at £50 per
person, which includes Glenfiddich cocktails,
Fortnum & Mason is hosting an event that comes
in somewhat pricier at £75 a head, and Anta, the
design and textile interiors company, is offering
haggis canapés and 20 per cent off in its
showrooms.
From Washington DC to Kuala Lumpur, such
events are increasing demand for Scottish
produce. The premier butcher Simon Howie says
that a third of the haggis that is sold in the United
Kingdom is sold in the three weeks around 25
January and that year-round sales are £8 million in
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the UK. Indeed, slightly more haggis is sold in
England than in Scotland during the Burns period.
We all know that whisky sales are booming, with
exports worth £125 every second. Around the
world, many people get their first taste of malt
whisky and haggis at a Burns supper, and of
course they come back for more. Increasingly,
people come back to sample other Scottish
produce, such as oatcakes, craft beers and gins.
Many international events are held by chambers
of commerce and sell themselves quite openly as
networking opportunities. It is not possible to see
all those disparate events on a single site, but
perhaps there is the potential to explore such an
approach, so that exporting companies can take
advantage of an amazing network.
As much as we consider the deals that are
struck and the sales of our produce, we must also
consider the soft power of the poet. Ireland has St
Patrick’s day, of course, which is great fun, but the
mythical, snake-killing saint does not quite have
Rabbie’s contemporary resonance.
Burns celebrates universalism and is now
everyone’s national poet for a day—he is
embraced by Scotland’s own diverse communities.
I note with pleasure the briefing that members had
from BEMIS, the organisation for Scotland’s ethnic
and cultural minority communities, whose
community Burns events this year include those of
the Giffnock Hebrew community, Glasgow Afghan
United and the African Caribbean Women’s
Association. At the 25th anniversary of Celtic
Connections this year, BEMIS will celebrate Burns
at a grand, multicultural ceilidh at Glasgow’s Old
Fruitmarket.
Burns is for everyone all year round, not just on
Burns night. Camperdown in Victoria, Australia will
hold a Robert Burns festival this May that will
showcase a lot of Scottish talent. Robert Burns’s
native Ayrshire, of course, will have Burnsfest in
the same month.
Burns continues to inspire other artists and
makers
and
manufacturers
of
original
merchandise. Some of that will find its way into the
WeeBox, which is an amazing initiative. The
WeeBox subscription home-delivery hamper,
which was highlighted in Vogue magazine last
month, is aimed at all who identify with or admire
our culture. Each month, it arrives with quirky,
original gifts of a high quality—or “mindings of
home”. This month, the WeeBox contains Clark
McGinn’s “The Ultimate Burns Supper Book”, by
Luath Press, with a foreword by Professor Pittock,
which is a do-it-yourself guide that allows even
more people around the world to join in the world’s
biggest party of poetry.
Burns the brand is inseparable from Scotland
the brand. The Anholt-GfK Roper nation brands

92

index, which ranks the reputation of countries,
puts Scotland in 15th place out of 50 countries,
which is quite an astonishing performance. Burns
contributes to that success quite considerably by
enhancing the way that others see us. First and
foremost, of course, he enriches our culture.
However, by investing in his cultural legacy, we
also enrich our country and the prosperity of the
Scottish people, who keep his immortal memory
alive.
The Deputy Presiding Officer: I think that I am
due one of those WeeBoxes for letting Ms
McAlpine speak on for 10 minutes.
17:36
Willie Coffey (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley)
(SNP): I thank Joan McAlpine for and congratulate
her on lodging a worthy motion on the economic
impact of Robert Burns.
It is quite difficult to establish the continuing
economic impact of Burns on local or even
Scottish economies, but the value of the everpresent and diverse books, translations, suppers,
memorabilia, whisky, tourist facilities and visits to
Ayrshire and beyond, not to discount the
international dimension, which Joan McAlpine
mentioned, is substantial and still growing after
259 years. If we had a line in the Scottish budget
every year for revenue attributed to Robert Burns,
I am certain that it would be significant enough to
justify its inclusion in Mr Mackay’s annual
statement to Parliament.
In east Ayrshire, we know that there are about a
million tourist visits each year, which generate
around £90 million and support more than 1,600
jobs. Burns will be a major contributor to those
figures, although of course they do not include all
the associated Burns activities that go unrecorded.
Each year, there are around 5,000 visits to the
Mauchline museum, which is free to get into.
There are also a number of other locations in and
around the area, including the Burns monument
and the genealogy centre in Kilmarnock, and
Mossgiel farm, where Burns lived for about four
years. The Robert Burns World Federation will
soon move into its new premises in Kilmarnock
town centre, which will be not too far away from
where it all started with the publication of his
Kilmarnock edition in July 1786. The federation, if
it does not directly promote itself as a visitor
attraction, might well find that there is a demand
for all things relating to Burns in that very central
and attractive location in the town.
The jewel in the crown is, of course, the
magnificent Burns national heritage park in
Alloway, whose stunning location attracts well over
300,000 visitors each year. The cottage, the kirk
and Tam’s brig are set in beautiful gardens
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adjacent to the Brig o’ Doon house hotel and show
what is possible with significant investment, in
delivering the quality visitor experience that local
and international visitors expect.
Burns continues to make us money; indeed, he
is even on our money—he is on our Clydesdale
Bank and Bank of Scotland notes. His work has
been translated into more than 40 languages,
including Faroese and Esperanto, and he is
celebrated in every corner of the world.
However, we might have a wee bit of work to do
to improve his standing in Japan. Some of the
translations might explain why our Japanese
friends are a little bemused at times—we know
that when we see them translated back into
English. Apparently, the immortal lines from
“Address to a Haggis”
“Fair fa’ your honest, sonsie face,
Great Chieftain o’ the Puddin-race!”

have emerged as
“Good luck to your honest friendly face,
Great King of the sausages.”

That has left our Japanese friends wondering what
the fuss is all about, so we might have a little way
to go to improve our offering to them.
It is a pleasure to speak again in a Robert Burns
debate in this wonderful Parliament of ours, and I
thank my colleague, Joan McAlpine, for giving us
the opportunity. I wonder what the bard would
make of it all, some 259 years after that “blast o’
Janwar’ win’” brought him into this world and into
all our lives.
17:40
John Scott (Ayr) (Con): I congratulate Joan
McAlpine on securing her motion for debate this
evening and note that it is one of the most
comprehensive motions that I have supported in a
very long time.
With your encouragement, Presiding Officer, I
will give members the opening lines of “Tam o’
Shanter”, a famous poem by Robert Burns.
“When chapman billies leave the street,
And drouthy neebors, neebors meet,
As market-days are wearing late,
An’ folk begin to tak the gate;
While we sit bousing at the nappy,
And getting fou and unco’ happy,
We think na on the lang Scots miles,
The mosses, waters, slaps and styles,
That lie between us and our hame,
Whare sits our sulky sullen dame,
Gathering her brows like gathering storm,
Nursing her wrath to keep it warm.
This truth fand honest Tam o’ Shanter,
As he frae Ayr ae night did canter,
(Auld Ayr, wham ne’er a town surpasses,
For honest men and bonny lasses.)”

94

As I am an Ayrshire man born and bred, and as
I have been the MSP for Ayr for the past 17 years,
it is a great pleasure and, indeed, a privilege to
speak in the debate. As a son of the soil myself, I
was brought up to have an affinity with Burns, the
Ayrshire ploughman, and the language of Burns is
still the language of much of the farming
community in Ayrshire today. The particular dialect
of broad Scots that I learned at my mother’s knee
has given me insights into Burns’s remarkable
work that are not so easily accessed by others.
For example, apart from Emma Harper, how many
people in the chamber know what to “spean a foal”
means? Answers on a postcard, please.
That Burns, as part of the Scottish
enlightenment, has had a remarkable impact on
Ayrshire and the Scottish people as well as on the
Scottish diaspora is beyond doubt. His poetry and
letters have influenced millions of people,
including philosophers, Presidents of the United
States and working men and women the world
over who readily identify with his works. As the
MSP for Ayr, I have been lucky enough to be
invited to many Burns suppers over the years, and
one of my favourite ones is hosted by the Newton
Stewart Burns club, where Alex Neil and I both
spoke last year. Also as the MSP for Ayr, I regard
myself as eating haggis for Ayrshire at this time of
year, so it is fortunate that I enjoy it as well.
However, today we are debating the economic
impact of Burns, which is significant for Ayrshire
particularly but also for Scotland as a whole. I
endorse all of what Joan McAlpine has drawn to
our attention in that regard. The Robert Burns
birthplace museum in Alloway is a must-see
destination for those who are interested in his
work, and it contains many artefacts from his life
and times. Although I am open to correction about
this, I believe that between 200,000 and 300,000
people a year visit the museum and the Burns
cottage as well as the soon-to-be-refurbished
Burns monument, which benefits the hotels and
restaurants in Ayr and Ayrshire. Indeed, many
hotels, restaurants and bars in Ayrshire have
memorable names taken from Burns’s most
famous works, such as the Brig o’ Doon house
hotel, the Twa Dugs, Souters Inn and Willie
Wastles. Robert Burns’s influence and attitudes
still influence the way of life in Ayrshire today.
Although there is already a whole industry built
around Burns in Ayrshire and Scotland, much
more could be done to increase the number of
visitors to Ayrshire. A relatively recent innovation
is the Robert Burns humanitarian award, which is
given every year to a suitable deserving and
emblematic person selected from a worldwide
stage. The award recognises their particular
contribution and publicises Ayrshire and Scotland
as well. Several festivals at different times of the
year acclaim the work of Burns in Ayr, Ayrshire,
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Dumfries and elsewhere and bring welcome
visitors to our relatively undiscovered part of
south-west Scotland.
Although I applaud the success of the north
coast 500 route as far as tourism development is
concerned, many visitors to Scotland are not even
aware of the magnificent landscapes and
seascapes of the Firth of Clyde and the Solway
Firth or that the A75 and A77 coastal routes are as
good as—if not better than—the north coast 500
route. All were travelled on by Burns in his days as
an exciseman and local farmer.
South-west
Scotland—but
particularly
Ayrshire—is the hidden jewel in the crown of
Scottish tourism. It has uncluttered roads—which
members might like to note are easily navigated
by camper vans—and magnificent restaurants
such as the recently refurbished Tree House in
Ayr. A warm welcome at every hotel and bed and
breakfast awaits those who journey to the west to
see for themselves the legendary sunsets over
Arran and the Firth of Clyde.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, we in Ayrshire
are not good enough at making the many millions
of people worldwide who have Ayrshire and
Scottish ancestry, as well as those who have an
interest in Burns, aware of what south-west
Scotland has to offer. I have not even mentioned
the championship golf courses of Royal Troon,
Prestwick and Trump Turnberry or the 40 local
authority courses that are easily available and lie
within 20 miles of Ayr. Nor have I mentioned
Dumfries house, which is a second home of the
Duke of Rothesay, or Culzean castle, which was
also designed by Robert Adam and is perched
romantically on the cliffs above the Firth of Clyde.
Robert Burns, his work, his legacy and his
landscapes are all part of a treasure trove that is
waiting to be discovered by active tourists who
make their way west off the M74. I commend
them, and I commend Joan McAlpine’s motion to
Parliament.
17:46
Emma Harper (South Scotland) (SNP): I, too,
congratulate my colleague Joan McAlpine on
securing the debate. She made a comprehensive
and commendable speech. As an enthusiastic
Burnsian and an immediate past president of the
Dumfries ladies Burns club number 1, I am
delighted to speak this evening.
We are eternally grateful to Robert Burns for his
cultural legacy and his contribution to Scots
language and poetry. However, we rarely speak
about his lasting or potential economic impact in
Scotland, which is realised mainly through the
industries of tourism and food and drink—two very
important sectors for Scotland’s rural economy.
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I have been involved in Burns clubs for many
years. I even attended Robert Burns celebrations
when I lived in Los Angeles, so I am well aware of
the international influence that Burns has. Even in
LA, I was able to source my “Chieftain o’ the
Puddin-race”—my Food and Drug Administrationapproved haggis—from a butcher in Oregon
whose last name was actually Lamb.
Burns night is an event that is marked by many.
Similar events will take place on 25 January every
year in some of the most far-flung corners of the
globe, from Tanzania to Delhi and St Petersburg.
Ahead of the debate, I was well chuffed to read a
briefing by BEMIS that highlights the influence that
Burns truly has on us all. Across the world, there
are more than 170 statues dedicated to Robert
Burns, which is more than Christopher Columbus,
Queen Victoria and Charles Dickens—another
writer—have. Of those statues, 14 can be found in
the USA. That is not surprising, as President
Abraham Lincoln counted himself a fan of Robert
Burns and Bob Dylan cited “A Red, Red Rose” as
being one of his greatest creative inspirations.
Many people have speculated about what
exactly it is about the bard that makes his legacy
so wide reaching and enduring. Whether it is his
talent as a poet, his heartfelt politics or the
universal humane themes of his writing, we are
privileged that his work continues to benefit
Scotland economically as well as culturally.
There is no question that visitors to Scotland
come from across the world to visit attractions
such as the Robert Burns birthplace museum, in
the beautiful Ayrshire village of Alloway, and the
cottage where he was born. While working at the
farm at Ellisland, Robert Burns started frequenting
what is now one of Scotland’s oldest hostelries—
his favourite howff, the Globe inn on Dumfries
High Street, which was established in 1610.
As Joan McAlpine highlighted, in Dumfries and
Galloway, Burns night celebrations contribute
significantly to the local economy. She mentioned
the big Burns supper, which runs for 11 days
across Dumfries and is now in its seventh year.
The festival is intended as a winter gathering as
well as a celebration of the meaning behind Burns
night. It is a deliberate attempt to encourage
people out of their homes to socialise with each
other during the dark January evenings.
In Dumfries, the economic impact of Burns
season is evident and can be measured. When I
chat to the local butchers, they tell me that they
benefit from the spike in sales of haggis. In turn,
Scottish farmers profit from the demand for
authentic Scotch lamb.
The most recent comprehensive piece of
research showed that Scottish tourism benefits
from the birth of its most famous poet by £157
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million each year. Those findings date from 2003
and it would be interesting to see updated figures.
Although we can measure how many haggises
and Scottish tatties are purchased or how many
kilts are hired, as Joan McAlpine mentioned, it is
more difficult to quantify how Burns the brand has
helped to establish Scotland’s reputation on the
world stage as a place of culture and beauty that
is synonymous with the bard’s values, which
include
egalitarianism,
intellectualism
and
environmentalism. Fortunately, that does not
prevent our appreciating the financial as well as
the cultural rewards.
I welcome the support for a south-west tourist
route, which John Scott described, and I am
currently promoting and involved in that project. I
welcome any support to get more tourists into the
south-west of Scotland.
I pay tribute to the many sonsie-faced
volunteers around Scotland who are instrumental
to the success of Burns night. From my own
experience in Dumfries and Galloway, the world of
Burns would have a hard time existing and
competing without the volunteers of the Dumfries
and Galloway Burns association and the Robert
Burns World Federation.
I again thank Joan McAlpine for securing
today’s debate.
17:51
Alex Rowley (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab): I
congratulate Joan McAlpine on securing the
debate through her motion, which I was delighted
to support.
My family on my mum’s side were very much
into Burns, so I grew up listening to Burns’s
poems, songs and stories, although I confess that
a talent for Burns passed me by. Nevertheless, I
take a strong interest in celebrating Burns by
enjoying haggis, totties and neeps, which I love.
In the Burns season, there will be thousands of
Burns suppers. Some are very grand, some are
held in community halls and some are in people’s
living rooms. They take place all over Scotland, in
the rest of the UK and across the world, and, as
Joan McAlpine says in her motion, they generate
business that supports jobs in the Scottish
economy.
The Burns legacy plays a major part in
promoting Scotland across the world. I was quite
surprised to learn that Burns has more statues
dedicated to him around the world than any nonreligious figure other than Queen Victoria and
Christopher Columbus.
Scotland’s promotion of an outward-looking
cultural identity is flourishing to the point where the

98

readers of Rough Guide, an online worldwide
tourism blog, voted Scotland as the most beautiful
country in the world. Burns is surely a significant
contributor to that along with our world-renowned
food and drink and our glorious glens, lochs,
towns, villages, cities and coastline.
The most important aspect of the Burns season
for me is that children in schools up and down
Scotland will learn about the amazing works of
Robert Burns, which have stood the test of time.
They will learn about Scottish culture and what it
was like to live in that period of Scottish history.
Burns wrote about real people, real emotions
and the levels of inequality that existed for so
many at that time. I wonder what he would have to
say about the level of inequality that is still, if not
more, prevalent over 200 years after his time. He
was not impressed with the politicians of his time,
whom he described as a “parcel of rogues”, so I
do wonder what he would say today.
Joan McAlpine is absolutely right to highlight the
importance of Robert Burns to Scotland’s culture
and our economy. Long may that continue.
17:54
Stewart Stevenson (Banffshire and Buchan
Coast) (SNP): Like others, I thank Joan McAlpine
for the opportunity to speak on this subject.
My new intern, Chase Lindemann, started with
me yesterday, and as is often the case when I
have a new intern, I set him the challenge of
writing a speech for me. Chase has written
tonight’s speech; he has come from the United
States and he has not been to Scotland before,
but it is an indication of the reach of Burns that, in
a short space of time, Chase has produced an
insightful and interesting speech on Robert Burns.
One of the things that Chase has identified is
that Sophie Craig, a 16-year-old member of the
Alloway Burns club in Ayr, has been given the
opportunity to travel to Hungary to promote the
works of Robert Burns. She will recite poetry and
songs at the Corinthia hotel for more than 300
guests, hoping to raise money for sick and
disadvantaged children in central Europe. The
financial benefits of Robert Burns are more
diverse than we, perhaps selfishly looking in our
own mirror, have thought. Sophie is a young adult
who is showcasing the power that Robert Burns’s
poetry has to unite people from all walks of life.
A poem such as “To A Mouse” transcends
socioeconomic status, allowing all and any to
delight in the humorous comparisons and links
between the lives of mice and men. The
universality of his message makes it easy for
Burns’s poetry to reach non-Scottish ears. His
poems permeate the minds of people across the
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planet, and haggis and whisky have spread
likewise, introducing more people to Scottish
culture and cuisine.

embassy in Paris, which is the most wonderful
building. I have also spoken in the United States
and elsewhere.

Well done to the Parliament’s canteen for
providing the haggis today. Alas, there was no
whisky, but ho hum, there we are.

The “Heaven-taught ploughman” has given us
enormous value and, before I sit down, I cannot
help reminding members that the Burns family
came from the north-east of Scotland.

Between 2011 and 2015, we exported £4.85
million-worth of haggis to 28 different countries.
Whisky, of course, has also enjoyed an increase in
exports. In 2013, 1.3 billion bottles, worth £4.37
billion, were exported.
John Scott: It is my understanding that the
Scottish Government has secured access to the
American market for haggis. Can the member
confirm that that is correct?
Stewart Stevenson: A whisper from the front
bench tells me that it might be Canada; the States
may still be off. I am prepared to be corrected if
necessary, but I think that there are now some
quite good vegetarian haggises and I believe that
some of them are going to the States. I hope that
the real thing will follow quite soon.
Tourism is also an important part of our
economy, and Burns is an important part of why
people come here, as well as the tartan, the
bagpipes, the whisky tours and, of course, our
history, of which Burns is an important part. I thank
Robert Burns for creating the opportunity and
helping us with that.
Burns’s poetry covers a wide range of themes,
from quite short poems to narrative tales of
wonderful complexity and interest. His use of the
Scots language has helped to introduce 20 million
Scots Americans to the language of their ancestry.
I note that Kenneth Gibson today circulated a
motion asking us to rename Glasgow Prestwick
airport as the Robert Burns international airport. I
am sure that John Scott will be on the case, and it
will be a good thing for Prestwick and for Burns.
Burns clubs do not exist only as a means of
cherishing the life and poetry of Robert Burns.
They encourage the young to take an interest in
the poet and poetry, songs and competitions in
general. Clubs are an avenue for people of all
social classes. On 25 January, people in Atlanta,
Georgia, in Budapest, and all the way down to
Bendigo in Australia will celebrate the birth of our
bard. Members of international Burns clubs will
join millions of Scots by partaking in an evening of
haggis, whisky and poetry recital.
For my part, I look forward to visiting the Deputy
Presiding Officer’s constituency with my colleague
Ruth Maguire. I am sure that you will lay out the
red carpet for us as we come to speak on Burns.
My favourite place to have spoken at a Burns
supper—and the most prestigious—was the British

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Due to the
number of members who want to speak in the
debate, we will shortly run out of time. I am
therefore minded to accept a motion without notice
under rule 8.14.3, to extend the debate by the
short time necessary.
Motion moved,
That, under Rule 8.14.3, the debate be extended by up
to 30 minutes.—[Joan McAlpine]

Motion agreed to.
18:00
Oliver Mundell (Dumfriesshire) (Con): I, too,
begin by congratulating Joan McAlpine on
securing this important debate on Burns. Mr
Stevenson should definitely keep Chase
Lindemann on in the speech-writing department. I
say that as someone who is standing up to speak
with only a few notes, so I ask members to bear
with me.
I would like to point out that I am proudly
wearing my Robert Burns tie for tonight’s
occasion, but that comes with a confession
because, although the tie was bought in Scotland,
thereby contributing to our Scottish economy, I
noticed this morning when putting it on that it says
“Made in England” on the back. Other parts of the
United Kingdom definitely also benefit significantly
from Robert Burns’s global influence and reach.
Other members have touched on the big Burns
supper in Dumfries, which is a greatly welcomed
initiative that has brought in audiences of up to
9,000 people to more than 100 shows across 50
locations in Dumfries and Galloway. Every year,
the big Burns supper goes from strength to
strength. This year, I am particularly delighted that
Camille O’Sullivan, one of the mainstays of the
Edinburgh festival, is appearing in Dumfries, and
that I secured tickets for that just before they sold
out. There is something for everyone at the
festival, and I am sure that, like me, Joan
McAlpine and others will enjoy seeing performers
such as Eddi Reader, who has a close affinity with
Burns. Burns’s universal nature and ability to unite
people certainly goes a long way towards bringing
together people who perhaps do not always agree
politically.
For me as the MSP for Dumfriesshire, where
Burns has really close connections to many local
communities, there can be absolutely no denying
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his central importance to the local economy. I find
it amusing when I am out and about at places
such as the Brow well, which is just outside
Ruthwell, and bump into all sorts of people from all
parts of Scotland and the world who have been
visiting sites along the Robert Burns trail. It is
important that we work harder and pull together on
a cross-party basis and that we get as much
support as possible from the Scottish Government
and VisitScotland to ensure that the trail is easy to
follow and well promoted and that people know
just how much there is to see across what is a
very interesting part of Scotland.
For those from Dumfries, it is often tempting to
think that Ayrshire tries to steal Robert Burns from
us, but we still have him—he is still in the
mausoleum. However, in the south-west region,
we have to work better to promote the shared link
that we have and to make the most of the visitors
who make their way to Burns’s birthplace by
encouraging them to follow the trail through his life
and getting them to travel to Dumfries.
There are more modern influences. Last year, I
was delighted to attend the reopening of the
Annandale distillery after 99 years. We can see
how important Burns is to the area and his
significant economic draw from the fact that the
distillery chose to name one of its two new
whiskies Man o’ Words after the bard. It has a
particularly special and funny importance, because
it is believed that Robert Burns used to go there to
collect his excise duties when the distillery was in
its former life. It is also important to reference, as
Alex Rowley has, how young people continue to
enjoy Burns and get involved in his legacy. It is
really important that we look to maximise those
opportunities for the future in this year of young
people.
18:05
Ruth Maguire (Cunninghame South) (SNP): I
thank my colleague Joan McAlpine for bringing
this debate to the chamber and highlighting in her
really interesting opening speech not just the
cultural but the economic benefits that Robert
Burns brings us.
Of course, without Irvine there quite simply
would not have been a world-famous poet called
Robert Burns for us to debate. That is why I was
surprised and a wee bit disappointed to have seen
no reference to the town of Irvine on the website
for the centre for Robert Burns studies to which
the motion refers.
I spoke at length last year, and make no
apologies for repeating today, about how Irvine is
without a doubt the cradle of the poet. In 1781, a
young Robert Burns arrived in Irvine as an
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apprentice flax worker. By the time he left Irvine
the following year, he had resolved to
“endeavour at the character of a poet”,

in large part due to the friendship that developed
between Burns and local sea captain, Richard
Brown, who encouraged him to become a poet.
Burns the man may have been born in Alloway,
but Burns the poet was born in Irvine. It thus
seems fitting that Irvine is home to the oldest
Burns club in the world, which has an unbroken
history since it was first established in 1826. Later
this month, Annie Small will be installed as the
first-ever female president of the club in its nearly
200-year history. As a lifelong egalitarian and a
man who expressed support for women’s rights
long before such views were remotely fashionable,
I am sure that the bard would have welcomed that
as much as I do.
As well as the oldest Burns club in the world,
Irvine is home to the Wellwood Burns Centre and
Museum, which cares for a hugely impressive
collection of Burns-related items ranging from
priceless original manuscripts and letters to rare
and significant books and paintings. Among the
museum’s collection are six of the original
manuscripts that Burns sent to the printer John
Wilson in Kilmarnock, for his famous Kilmarnock
edition. Visitors can also see the world-famous
painting “Burns in Edinburgh” that was painted in
1887 by C M Hardie, as well as a set of five large
oil paintings of scenes from “Tam o’ Shanter” that
were commissioned by the club.
The museum possesses original letters from
Robert Burns to his friend David Sillar, as well as a
letter to Robert Burns from his brother, Gilbert
Burns, dealing with family and farming matters.
That is just a small snapshot of the vast array of
unique and priceless Burns-related items and
artefacts held by the museum in Irvine—a
museum located in the heart of the very town
where the poet was created.
I trust that members will by now share my
surprise and disappointment that Irvine’s Burns
club and museum are not listed alongside the likes
of the Robert Burns Birthplace Museum and the
National Library of Scotland as a must visit for
Burns enthusiasts. It is often said that Irvine is the
best-kept secret in the Burns world. That seems to
be the case, but we do not want it to be a secret
any longer; we want Irvine to enjoy the national
and international recognition that it deserves, and
we want to see Irvine take its place as the Burnsrelated cultural tourism hotspot that it should
rightly be.
As Burns’s day approaches, I would like to
extend an invitation to the cabinet secretary and
the minister—and, indeed, bearing in mind Oliver
Mundell’s contribution, to all members in the
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chamber—to come and see the magnificent
collection in Irvine. Come and see the museum—I
look forward to welcoming you all.
18:09
The Minister for International Development
and Europe (Dr Alasdair Allan): First, as others
have done, I thank Joan McAlpine for bringing the
motion to Parliament and allowing us all the
chance to celebrate collectively the work of Robert
Burns and his impact on our culture and economy.
This debate is framed around the impact that
Burns has had on Scotland’s economy but, as Ms
McAlpine and other speakers have mentioned, we
remember not just how that impact operates but
also how it came to exist. Burns is, as sometimes
needs to be emphasised at this time of the year, a
poet with an output at least as important as
anything written by anyone anywhere in the 18th
century world. It is an output that more than stands
the test of time. If his only work were “Tam o’
Shanter”, so ably performed by John Scott,
Burns’s reputation would be assured, but of
course he wrote much, much more.
Burns wrote powerfully not just as a Scottish
patriot but as a man passionately interested in
internationalism, in the French revolution and in
American
slavery—something
that
is
demonstrated, to pick one illustration, by a letter to
Elizabeth Kemble, the well-known actress
renowned for her performances in anti-slavery
plays. His anthem “Auld Lang Syne” is sung the
world o’er, from Times Square to Sydney Harbour
and, as Ruth Maguire has said in setting the
record straight, he also has a special importance
to the people of Irvine.
It is Burns’s sense of the importance of liberty
for individuals and for peoples and his sense of
humanity and responsibility for one another that
prevail today—and all from a man who would most
probably have found himself in prison if he had too
explicitly suggested that he might have the right to
vote. The Robert Burns humanitarian awards are
one way in which the Scottish Government seeks
to reflect that legacy. It is a truly international
legacy, as Emma Harper, Stewart Stevenson and
many others have emphasised tonight. Working in
partnership with BEMIS—empowering Scotland’s
ethnic and cultural minority communities—the
Scottish Government has provided funding to
support the multicultural celebration of Robert
Burns that other speakers have referred to.
Burns is also an icon of Scotland. As Ms
McAlpine mentioned, that has a direct impact on
our economy and our tourist industry. What some
would call the Burns cult is itself part of our
national culture. It began in Burns’s own lifetime
and the first Burns suppers were scarcely after his
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lifetime. Burns was a celebrity and a rock star, as
well as a thinker and a poet, and we overlook that
at our peril.
At times in the 19th century, admittedly, the
Burns cult may have got slightly out of hand. Long
before the widespread celebration of Christmas in
Scotland, at least one artist sought to depict the
“nativity” of Burns in messianic terms, and some
exhibitions on Burns’s life in the past have at times
resembled reliquaries. I have an early childhood
recollection of visiting Alloway and seeing, among
other things, some of them of questionable
relevance, a sock believed to have belonged to
Robert Burns.
I think that Scotland now makes a more
concerted effort as a country to share with the
world Burns the man and the poet. We also do a
pretty good job of explaining just what Burns has
meant for the Scots language and musical
tradition. All that and more is now evident from the
hugely impressive Robert Burns Birthplace
Museum, which was supported by an £8 million
grant from the Scottish Government, and in 2016
attracted more than 140,000 visitors to see its
world-class collections.
That capacity to draw people to Scotland is truly
significant economically, and the Burns season is
important not just to our butchers and distillers but
to our tourism industry. Likewise, homecoming
2009, which celebrated the 250th anniversary of
the birth of Robert Burns, attracted some 72,000
additional visitors to Scotland and generated net
additional expenditure of £53 million. I agree with
John Scott that we need to ensure that the
undiscovered jewel that is the south-west of
Scotland is discovered by more people and that
Robert Burns is at the heart of that.
Events such as the big Burns supper in
Dumfries and Galloway have gained worldwide
recognition and attracted talent and visitors from
across the world. As Ms McAlpine mentioned, that
gem among pubs that is the Globe Inn in Dumfries
is truly worth celebrating in its own right.
Willie Coffey mentioned the huge impact that
Burns has had on the economy of Ayrshire. In
2017, around 62,000 people attended the eight
events that celebrated Robert Burns, which were
funded from Scotland’s winter festivals. Burns
night 2018 is gearing up to be an even bigger and
better event.
On occasions like this, there is sometimes the
temptation to fear that there might be some truth in
MacDiarmid’s observation—made, no doubt, after
hearing a bad immortal memory—that
“A’ they’ve to say was aften said afore”.

With a number of speakers, many of whom
represent places in Burns’s life, speaking
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eloquently today, we hope that we have
confounded that expectation and have managed,
as a Parliament, to lay another modest stone on
the cairn of Robert Burns.

Meeting closed at 18:15.
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