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Scottish Parliament 

Thursday 13 September 2018 

[The Presiding Officer opened the meeting at 
11:40] 

General Question Time 

Legal Aid 

1. Gordon Lindhurst (Lothian) (Con): First, I 
draw the chamber’s attention to my entry in the 
register of members’ interests as a practising 
advocate. 

To ask the Scottish Government what its 
response is to the conclusions of the independent 
review “Rethinking Legal Aid”. (S5O-02349) 

The Minister for Community Safety (Ash 
Denham): Since taking up post in June, I have 
met key stakeholders including the Scottish Legal 
Aid Board and the Faculty of Advocates—and I am 
due to meet the Law Society of Scotland this 
afternoon—to discuss relevant issues ahead of the 
publication of the Scottish Government’s response 
to the review. 

The Scottish Government has not made any 
cuts to the scope of legal aid, and the review 
recommended that the current scope remain. As 
set out in our programme for government, the 
Scottish Government’s response to the report of 
the independent review of legal aid will be 
published in the autumn. 

Gordon Lindhurst: Will the Government’s 
plans for legal aid take account of what is being 
described as an extremely serious situation, with 
not enough new entrants to the criminal legal aid 
sector to sustain the network of criminal firms 
providing access to justice in Scotland? Does the 
minister agree with plans that are being drawn up 
for first-year trainees to appear in court on behalf 
of clients? 

Ash Denham: The issue with regard to first-
year trainees is not a matter for the Scottish 
Government. It reflects an agreement between the 
Lord President and the Law Society of Scotland. 
Our analysis of the current situation is that, 
although crime and the number of criminal court 
actions are reducing, the number of criminal legal 
aid providers is still high compared with the work 
available. 

Crime has been reducing over several years, 
and since 2013, the number of criminal case 
reports to the Crown Office has reduced by 39 per 
cent. However, in the same period the number of 
criminal legal aid providers has reduced by less 
than 16 per cent. As the “Rethinking Legal Aid” 

report has identified, there is an oversupply of 
providers in some areas, although we also accept 
that there is an undersupply in others. 

Ruth Maguire (Cunninghame South) (SNP): 
The legal aid review report suggests that the 
current wide scope of civil actions for which legal 
aid is available in Scotland should remain. Is the 
minister supportive of that suggestion? 

Ash Denham: Unlike our counterparts in 
England and Wales, the Scottish Government has 
kept legal aid provisions that help with family, 
medical, housing and welfare benefit problems. It 
is important that legal aid continues to offer 
support for such issues, as they have a 
devastating effect on people, and often those who 
are disadvantaged and vulnerable. It is an 
important aspect of our legal aid system in 
Scotland, and there are no plans to change that 
position. 

The same areas are not covered in England, 
where legal aid has been intentionally and 
severely cut and its scope reduced. It is yet 
another area where this Scottish National Party 
Government acts to protect the vulnerable and the 
Conservatives do not. 

Daniel Johnson (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab): 
First, I welcome the minister to her new post. 

I note the minister’s comments about the fall in 
the number of court actions. However, as the 
report notes, demand, too, is falling. Does she 
acknowledge the points made in the report about 
simplification and improvement of access to and 
awareness of legal aid, given that 70 per cent of 
Scots are eligible for it? 

Ash Denham: Obviously the legal aid system is 
entirely demand led. The review made 67 
recommendations, and my officials are looking at 
them. We are engaging with all stakeholders on a 
number of issues, including the one that the 
member has raised. It will be included in the 
Government’s response, which I will publish in the 
autumn. 

Deaths Overseas 

2. Bob Doris (Glasgow Maryhill and 
Springburn) (SNP): To ask the Scottish 
Government what support it provides when a 
family member dies overseas. (S5O-02350) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Culture, Tourism 
and External Affairs (Fiona Hyslop): Consular 
assistance, including the notification of a death 
abroad and subsequent advice to bereaved 
families, is a reserved matter for the United 
Kingdom Government. The Scottish Government 
would ordinarily refer individuals to the Foreign 
and Commonwealth Office, which works with 
Police Scotland in such cases. 
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As for repatriation, it, too, is a reserved policy 
area, and consular assistance is provided by the 
FCO as set out in the public guide “Support for 
British nationals abroad”. The Scottish 
Government is unable to offer any repatriation 
services above and beyond that. 

Following repatriation, several organisations in 
Scotland can provide bereavement support for 
individuals in addition to the work of community 
support and police groups. One such organisation 
is Victim Support Scotland, which has a 
partnership in place with the FCO for the provision 
of support to families. 

Bob Doris: When a loved one dies overseas, it 
can often give rise to significant distress, 
uncertainty and financial costs. I draw the cabinet 
secretary’s attention to the fact that there is a 
financial cost to having that death registered back 
home in Scotland or, indeed, anywhere else in the 
United Kingdom. The total cost is £200. 

Does the cabinet secretary agree that, given 
that it is free to register deaths that occur here in 
Scotland, it is only right that it should also be free 
to register the death of loved ones when they pass 
away overseas? Will the Scottish Government 
work with me to secure the scrapping of such 
charges to put fairness and affordability into the 
system in such distressing circumstances? 

Fiona Hyslop: The member raises a very 
interesting point. When someone dies abroad, the 
death is normally registered in the country in which 
they died, but if the next of kin chooses to register 
the death in Scotland or elsewhere in the UK, the 
next of kin or the executor can make an 
application to the FCO in London for a consular 
death certificate, which will be in English. 

As Mr Doris pointed out, applying for a consular 
death certificate is optional. The cost is currently 
£150 for registration and £50 for a copy of the 
certificate, but I would be happy to instruct my 
officials to look at the issue to see whether we can 
work with the FCO to see what can be done. 

Pest Control (Railways) 

3. Richard Lyle (Uddingston and Bellshill) 
(SNP): To ask the Scottish Government what 
discussions it has had with Network Rail to ensure 
that it responds to residents’ complaints regarding 
rodents on the track at Carfin, Motherwell. (S5O-
02351) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Transport, 
Infrastructure and Connectivity (Michael 
Matheson): I am aware that Network Rail and 
North Lanarkshire Council environmental health 
department have already met on the matter and 
have agreed that the railway may not in fact be the 
source of the issue. It therefore remains a matter 
for the council to progress. 

Richard Lyle: I recognise that Network Rail 
does not come under the responsibility of the 
Scottish ministers. 

Does the cabinet secretary agree that this case 
is another example of the worrying trend of UK 
Government departments and agencies ignoring 
Scotland’s elected representatives? What action 
can we take to ensure that Network Rail and 
others respond to requests to attend meetings and 
communicate with MPs, MSPs and the community 
in Scotland to resolve issues that we believe that 
they have caused. In refusing to attend a recent 
residents meeting in Newarthill, which I attended 
and at which more than 100 people were present, 
Network Rail has left many unanswered questions, 
and it now faces a barrage of distrust within the 
local community. 

Michael Matheson: We in the Scottish 
Government work closely with Network Rail in 
Scotland on matters that affect rail users and 
those who live and work alongside our railway 
network. 

The member is correct to say that Network Rail 
is a UK Government body. I would expect it to fully 
engage with local communities, local authorities 
and local elected members on matters of concern, 
and I would expect it to respond to the issues that 
Mr Lyle has raised on behalf of his constituents in 
a constructive way that helps to resolve the 
concerns of local residents. 

NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde (Meetings) 

4. Neil Bibby (West Scotland) (Lab): To ask 
the Scottish Government when it last met NHS 
Greater Glasgow and Clyde, and what issues 
were discussed. (S5O-02352) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Health and Sport 
(Jeane Freeman): Ministers and Scottish 
Government officials regularly meet 
representatives of all health boards, including NHS 
Greater Glasgow and Clyde, to discuss matters of 
importance to local people and to our health 
service. 

Neil Bibby: I expect that there is plenty to 
discuss. Accident and emergency waiting times, 
cancer detection rates, cancer waiting times, 
dementia support, the treatment time guarantee, 
the 18-week referral to treatment time, the 12-
week period for a first out-patient appointment, 
staff sickness and child mental health waiting 
times are nine national standards that have failed 
under the Scottish Government. Performance on 
some is even going backwards. 

We know that hard-working NHS Greater 
Glasgow and Clyde staff are doing their best 
under difficult circumstances; indeed, they often 
outperform colleagues in other parts of the 
country. I ask the new health secretary when 
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patients in my community will get the levels of 
health and care that were promised to them by this 
Government? 

Jeane Freeman: It is interesting that Mr Bibby 
likes to recite a long list. I have an equally long list 
that I could recite, including general practitioner 
numbers being up by 5 per cent, the workforce 
being up overall by 9.5 per cent and my absolute 
intention—[Interruption.] If Mr Bibby would care to 
pause for a moment and let me finish, that might 
be helpful. I intend to bring to Parliament a plan to 
significantly reduce the current waiting times. 

However, the fact of the matter is that none of 
those are assisted when, as I said yesterday, 
Opposition colleagues deliberately conflate 
matters. I will give an example from 27 June—the 
headline “Bombshell board papers reveal huge 
cuts to NHS in Glasgow and the west”. Labour 
conflated board financial papers and a high-level 
strategy paper for the health board in order to get 
a headline. That behaviour is deeply unhelpful to 
the people who work in our health service, but 
much more important is that it does an injustice to 
the constituents whom Mr Bibby claims he wants 
to represent. 

Stuart McMillan (Greenock and Inverclyde) 
(SNP): Does the cabinet secretary agree that it is 
incumbent on all politicians to put into the public 
domain full and accurate information that is not 
designed to paint an inaccurate picture, which is 
something that all Labour politicians seem to do 
readily when it comes to the future of Inverclyde 
royal hospital. It appears that they shut their eyes 
and ears when the chairman of NHS Greater 
Glasgow and Clyde reiterated the health board’s 
long-term commitment to the hospital. 

Jeane Freeman: I agree; I indicated earlier that 
that is absolutely my view. We undoubtedly face 
challenges in the health service. Opposition 
members have a right and a responsibility to 
challenge this Government, but I ask everyone 
here to raise their game effectively and to have a 
more mature discussion. It is disappointing when a 
board chair has to use his time and energy to 
issue media statements addressing public 
concerns that have been raised entirely by false 
speculation by Opposition members when, time 
and again, the board and its chair have made it 
clear that the future—in this instance, of Inverclyde 
royal hospital—is secure. It is not just colleagues 
from the Labour Party who are guilty; colleagues 
from the Conservative Party are also guilty in this 
matter. Members in this Parliament need to grow 
up and to deal with health in the manner in which it 
deserves to be dealt. 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Lab): The cabinet 
secretary will be aware that Greater Glasgow and 
Clyde NHS is reviewing and redesigning breast 
cancer services. A freedom of information request 

from me revealed that it had consulted only one 
person about its preferred option, which is to 
centralise services. The health board said that 

“The Scottish Government has indicated satisfaction with 
the level of engagement.” 

In the interest of the accuracy that I wish to share 
with the cabinet secretary, will she tell the 
chamber whether that is true? 

Jeane Freeman: NHS Greater Glasgow and 
Clyde has a high-level approach entitled “Going 
Forward Together” that Ms Baillie and I have 
discussed on many occasions, in writing and in 
person. That approach includes the work that we 
have undertaken, and that has been approved, on 
the best start approach to maternity services. It is 
not about having one service only in an area such 
as Greater Glasgow and Clyde. It is, through 
clinician and other advice that has been widely 
welcomed by the Royal College of Midwives and 
others, about providing the right support in 
maternity services and breast screening across all 
our health service in Scotland. There will be 
consultation on the detail; at the moment, the 
matter is at a relatively high level. 

I point out that it is the Scottish Health Council 
that provides a recommendation and view to me, 
as cabinet secretary, on whether a board has 
properly undertaken wide-ranging consultation. In 
this instance, we are not yet at that stage. I fully 
expect us to get there. I have a very strong 
personal view about what “adequate consultation” 
is; I will ensure that, across our health boards, 
adequate consultation of the public and others is 
fully undertaken. 

Medical Isotopes (Security of Supply) 

5. David Stewart (Highlands and Islands) 
(Lab): To ask the Scottish Government whether it 
will provide an update on its assessment of the 
anticipated security of supply of medical isotopes 
after the United Kingdom leaves the European 
Union. (S5O-02353) 

The Cabinet Secretary for Health and Sport 
(Jeane Freeman): I am grateful to Mr Stewart for 
raising this important issue again. I understand 
that a meeting was offered in May to discuss the 
matter further. That did not take place, but I am 
happy to make the offer again. 

In a written answer in August, I said that 

“It is imperative that the UK Government continues to 
secure a sustainable ... supply of time critical ... medical 
radioisotopes”,  

which, as members will know, by their very nature 
decay over a short time frame. That supply has to 
be right for Scotland. I added that 
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“We are in discussions with the UK Government about the 
issue and the UK’s future relationship with the Euratom.”—
[Written Answers, 8 August 2018; S5O-02353.] 

Unfortunately, the UK Government has not yet 
been able to provide any certainty about future 
arrangements with the European Atomic Energy 
Community on customs, or about many other 
aspects of future arrangements with European 
institutions. 

I completely understand that this uncertainty is a 
source of anxiety for medical practitioners and 
patients across Scotland. We will continue to 
attempt to maintain contact with the UK 
Government and to stress the importance of the 
issue. 

David Stewart: The cabinet secretary is well 
aware that the UK Government is withdrawing 
from Euratom, which regulates the supply of 
radioisotopes that are used in treatment of cancer. 
The UK has no nuclear research reactors and 
relies on importation of medical radioisotopes such 
as iodine 131 from Europe. 

I am happy to meet the cabinet secretary to 
discuss the issue in more detail. The future 
treatment of our cancer patients relies on safe 
importation of radioisotopes. I will get in touch with 
the cabinet secretary later today. 

Jeane Freeman: I am grateful to Mr Stewart for 
that and look forward to that discussion. 

Of course, it is not just radioisotopes that are of 
concern. As I believe Michael Russell made clear 
in his statement earlier this week, the suppliers of 
more than 8,000 medicines, not counting devices, 
have been asked by the UK Government to begin 
stockpiling six weeks’ worth of medicines.  

As we know, it is right and proper that the 
Scottish Government takes appropriate steps to 
look at how we might manage Brexit, especially a 
hard Brexit, so we have engaged with our health 
boards in order to do that. It is also right and 
proper that I say clearly that there is a limit to how 
much we can mitigate the situation. Not only is 
there a question mark over radioisotopes—some 
of our medicines cannot be stockpiled. 

We should not, as I believe the UK Government 
is attempting to do, give a false sense of 
preparedness for a situation that cannot be 
prepared for in the manner that it suggests. We 
must take what steps we can, but we must be 
honest and responsible with the people whom we 
represent in saying that there is a serious limit to 
how much the dangers and catastrophe of Brexit 
will be mitigated. 

Perinatal Mental Health 

6. James Dornan (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP): 
To ask the Scottish Government what action it is 

taking to improve the provision of perinatal mental 
health support. (S5O-02354) 

The Minister for Mental Health (Clare 
Haughey): I thank James Dornan for his question. 

Good perinatal mental health care is vitally 
important in improving outcomes for mothers and 
their young children. That is why we are funding a 
national managed clinical network on perinatal 
mental health. The MCN brings together 
specialists on perinatal mental health, nursing, 
maternity and infant mental health. The network’s 
long-term aim is to ensure that all women, their 
infants and families have equity of access to the 
perinatal mental health services that they need 
across all of Scotland. 

Additionally, as was announced last week in the 
programme for government, we are providing a 
package of measures to do more to support 
positive mental health and to prevent mental ill 
health, which includes a quarter of a billion pounds 
of additional investment, starting this year and 
progressively increasing over the subsequent four 
years. The funding includes £50 million for 
perinatal mental health services to develop a 
strong network of care and support for the one in 
five new mothers—around 11,000 a year—who 
experience mental health problems during and 
after pregnancy. 

James Dornan: I thank the minister for that full 
answer to what I believe is the first question that 
she has answered in the chamber in her new role.  

As the minister will be aware, almost 20 per cent 
of women experience mental ill health during their 
pregnancy, so I am grateful that the Government 
is taking decisive action to improve provision of 
perinatal mental health support in Scotland. The 
Government’s programme for Scotland for 2018-
19 states: 

“We will also substantially expand the range of perinatal 
support available to women.” 

Can the minister advise on how many women she 
expects to benefit from those new support 
measures? 

Clare Haughey: As James Dornan mentioned, 
we set out in our programme for government a 
package of commitments to expand the help that 
is available to new mothers who may experience a 
mental health issue around the time of pregnancy. 
We will provide three tiers of support across 
Scotland, in line with the needs of individuals. For 
those 11,000 women a year who would benefit 
from help such as counselling, we will support the 
third sector to provide that. For the 5,500 women 
who are in need of more specialist help, we will 
ensure rapid access to psychological assessment 
and treatment. For the 2,250 women with the most 
severe illness, we will develop more specialist 
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services and consider the need for a small number 
of additional in-patient beds or enhanced 
community provision. 

Annie Wells (Glasgow) (Con): In April, the 
Scottish Government was widely criticised after 
data from the Maternal Mental Health Alliance 
showed that, in 50 per cent of health board areas 
across Scotland, women had no access to 
specialist perinatal mental health services. Can 
the minister assure me that the measures that 
were set out in the programme for government will 
enable such access so that women do not face a 
postcode lottery when it comes to perinatal health 
support? 

Clare Haughey: The managed clinical network 
is carrying out a mapping and gapping exercise in 
support of its shorter-term aims to provide a 
comprehensive overview of current service 
provision, and the additional funding that was 
announced last week will help to ensure that 
women are able to access the services that they 
need, when they need them. 

First Minister’s Question Time 

12:00 

Schools (Information) 

1. Ruth Davidson (Edinburgh Central) (Con): 
Six years ago, this Parliament introduced new 
rules so that parents could get more information 
about their local school. The Education (School 
and Placing Information) (Scotland) Regulations 
2012 were crystal clear. Pupils and parents 
needed schools to provide comprehensive 
information, particularly on their curriculum, 
including on subject choice and school 
performance. Six years on, how many schools are 
actually complying with those regulations? 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): I do not 
have access to that specific information in front of 
me. I am happy to write to Ruth Davidson with the 
information after this session, but a wide range of 
information is available to parents about the 
performance of schools and the education system 
in general. 

Of course, one of the things that this 
Government is determined to do is to improve the 
information that is available about how our pupils 
are performing in schools. That is why we have 
introduced standardised assessments to replace 
the assessments that local authorities previously 
had under way. Of course, contrary to what the 
Scottish Conservatives previously said, they now 
appear to want us to move away from that. 

We will continue to take steps to make sure that 
there is good-quality information for teachers to 
help to inform their judgment about pupil 
performance, but also for parents about the 
performance of their children and the schools that 
they learn in. 

Ruth Davidson: The answer to the question 
that I asked is just 7 per cent, according to new 
analysis by Professor Jim Scott of the University of 
Dundee, which he will present next week in a 
detailed paper on education and parental 
information. 

According to this Government’s own rules, 
schools should give parents clear data on the 
curriculum and on performance. That is so that 
parents can find out about the school that they are 
entrusting their children with or, where 
appropriate, make an informed decision about 
which school to choose, yet according to 
Professor Scott, six years on, the parent who 
wishes to make an informed choice of school has 
relatively little hope of doing so. When more than 
nine out of 10 schools fail to publish the 
information that this Parliament requires of them, 
is he not right? 
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The First Minister: Schools already publish a 
range of information. For example, there is a 
dashboard that covers broad general education. 
Schools also publish information on subject 
choice.  

I want to see parents have more information 
about their children’s performance. We have 
standardised the assessments that were 
previously in place, including at primary 1, in order 
to ensure that teachers know whether young 
people are meeting the benchmarks that are set 
by curriculum for excellence. 

I am a bit confused, I have to say, about Ruth 
Davidson’s line of questioning today, because she 
is asking me to provide more information about the 
performance of young people in our schools, yet 
the Scottish Conservative Party is also asking us 
to abolish the standardised assessments in 
primary 1 that do just that. Ruth Davidson appears 
to be a bit confused about her own education 
policy. 

Ruth Davidson: The First Minister says that 
she wants more information, but she is not even 
making sure that the information that this 
Parliament requires of schools is being put in the 
public realm. Seven per cent is shameful. 

Here is why that matters. The Government says 
that we need parents to get more involved in 
schools because that is how children learn better. I 
agree, but it is clear that too often parents are 
being left in the dark about what is going on inside 
the gates of Scotland’s secondary schools until 
they suddenly discover halfway through their 
child’s school journey that subjects that they 
thought were on offer are not.  

The Government knows that more needs to be 
done, which is why it launched a new action plan 
on increasing parental involvement last month. 
Why will it not put that action plan into law so that 
we can see some action? 

The First Minister: Based on our experience of 
standardised assessments, which the 
Conservatives called on us to introduce and are 
now asking us to abolish, if we were to announce 
tomorrow that we would put the parental 
engagement strategy into statute, as Ruth 
Davidson just asked me to do, I guarantee that the 
Conservatives would suddenly decide that they 
opposed that. When it comes to measures to 
improve our education system, the Tories are 
good on rhetoric but they tend to put short-term, 
party-political interests over the interests of pupils 
in our schools. 

As I said, we publish a range of information. For 
the past three years, we have also published 
information on the curriculum levels at P1, 4 and 7 
and secondary 3. We continue to look to extend 

the range of information that parents have about 
the performance of children in schools.  

I say again that it strikes me as rather strange 
that Ruth Davidson is pursuing this line of 
questioning when, as I understand it, next week, 
the Tories will bring forward a motion to ask us to 
abolish standardised assessments in P1, which 
are all about providing more information. The 
Scottish Conservatives should sort out their own 
position on these matters before coming to ask me 
questions about them. 

Ruth Davidson: The First Minister who has the 
gall to talk about someone else inflating their 
education rhetoric is the woman who, a year ago, 
heralded a flagship education bill as the most 
radical transformation of our schools since 
devolution and then promptly threw it in the bin. 

Let us get back to the question that I asked the 
First Minister, which was about the action plan that 
the Deputy First Minister launched last month. 
Perhaps she did not see the calls from 
organisations such as Save the Children, which 
said: 

“we had hoped the plan would be underpinned by 
legislative change.” 

This is yet another letdown from a Government 
that has proved timid and weak in improving our 
schools—a Government that dumps its own 
education bill because it finds it too hard; 
introduces an action plan but refuses to put it into 
law; and brings in new rights for parents but will 
not enforce them. The First Minister says that 
education is her top priority, but is the truth not 
that, when she is put to the test—any test—she 
fails? 

The First Minister: We are taking forward the 
proposals that would have been in the education 
bill much more quickly. That is a good thing. We 
will take forward the proposals in the parental 
engagement strategy, which has the support of the 
Convention of Scottish Local Authorities and, 
perhaps more importantly, the National Parent 
Forum of Scotland. 

Ruth Davidson’s hypocrisy on these matters is 
absolutely breathtaking. She asked me to make 
available more information so that people know 
how young people in our schools are doing. Let 
me read something out to the chamber: 

“We welcome the Scottish Government’s recent decision 
to reintroduce national testing in primary schools. It is an 
admission that the current system has not been good 
enough … We believe the Scottish Government needs to 
be far bolder in measuring progress in our education 
system … The Scottish Government should … design the 
new standardised tests at P1, P4 and P7 to fit into … 
international methodologies.” 

I have just read out the Scottish Conservative 
2016 manifesto, yet I understand that, next week, 
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the Scottish Conservatives will bring forward a 
motion on the abolition of standardised 
assessments at primary 1. The hypocrisy on these 
matters is breathtaking. The Conservatives are 
shameless opportunists on them. They do not 
care—[Interruption.] They care only about the 
short-term political opportunity; they care not a jot 
about schoolchildren or standards in our schools. 
Ruth Davidson has revealed that yet again. 

Mental Health Services (Children and Young 
People) 

2. Richard Leonard (Central Scotland) (Lab): 
Today’s Audit Scotland report reminds us that 

“Children living in low income households are three times 
more likely to suffer mental health problems than their more 
affluent peers.” 

It also makes it clear that access to Scotland’s 
mental health services for children and young 
people has not got better during Nicola Sturgeon’s 
time as First Minister, but has got worse. Why is 
that? 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): Demand 
for mental health services is increasing. I welcome 
the Audit Scotland report that was published 
today. The report confirms that spending by 
national health service boards on children and 
young people’s mental health has increased by 
just under 12 per cent in real terms since 2013 
and the child and adolescent mental health 
services workforce has gone up by 11 per cent 
since 2014. 

The system is seeing more patients, and is 
seeing more patients within 18 weeks, but demand 
is growing faster. As the report that was published 
this morning shows, there has been a 22 per cent 
increase in referrals to CAMHS. The report is right 
in saying that the system is geared too much 
towards specialist care. 

The plans that we set out last week in the 
programme for government are designed to 
address exactly that: investment in school 
counsellors and school nurses to ensure that 
every secondary school has a counselling service; 
mental health first aid training being available for 
teachers; and the establishment of a community 
wellbeing service for five to 24-year-olds. I hope 
that Richard Leonard will welcome all those 
initiatives. 

Richard Leonard: Let me be clear. I asked why 
things had got to crisis point under the First 
Minister’s watch, not what was in last week’s 
programme for government. After all, that was the 
SNP’s 12th programme for government, and 
Nicola Sturgeon’s fifth programme for government 
as First Minister. 

In summer 2018, the Government at last 
published the review of children rejected for 
mental health treatment. It revealed that some 
young people were being turned away from 
treatment, even though they were self-harming. 
Does the First Minister even begin to understand 
the human cost of that, the damage done and the 
lives changed irreparably? Does the First Minister 
know how many of those referrals have been 
rejected since she took office? 

The First Minister: I absolutely understand the 
human cost when the national health service does 
not provide care, either in mental health services 
or in physical health services, as quickly as we 
would want it to. 

Richard Leonard asked me about performance 
under the SNP Government. It is widely 
recognised that the SNP Government has 
invested more in mental health and there are more 
people working in mental health, including in child 
and adolescent mental health services. The 
system is seeing more patients and is seeing more 
people in 18 weeks, but demand is rising faster. 
As I have said many times before, that is a good 
thing because it means that the stigma associated 
with mental health is reducing. 

We have to continue to build capacity—and we 
are doing that. We must also ensure that we are 
building capacity in the right places. Too many 
young people are referred to specialist services 
when that is not necessarily the right option for 
them. The investment in school counselling and 
the new community mental wellbeing service that I 
mentioned a moment ago are important initiatives. 
By introducing those initiatives, we are also 
ensuring that specialist care is there for those who 
need it as quickly as possible. 

I hope that members of all parties will get behind 
the plans, because they are the right plans and 
they are in the interest of young people across the 
country. 

Richard Leonard: The exact question that I 
asked was whether Nicola Sturgeon knew how 
many referrals for treatment had been rejected 
since she became First Minister. The answer is 
that almost 25,000 cases have been rejected 
since the First Minister took office. 

Today’s Audit Scotland report calls for a step 
change. The Labour Party will work with the 
Government to deliver the changes that we need. 
That is why we pressed for counsellors in schools 
and for a review of those rejected cases. However, 
the reality is that the Government has been too 
slow to act because it did not take the issue 
seriously enough. 

Given that thousands of Scotland’s children 
have been rejected for treatment during her time in 
office, will the First Minister show an ounce of 
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regret that her Government did not act sooner? 
Today, the new Minister for Mental Health 
admitted that too many children and adolescents 
are being let down. Will the First Minister admit 
that she has been too slow to act and that she has 
let down those children and young people for more 
than a decade? Will she offer them an apology 
today? 

The First Minister: In all sincerity, I regret when 
any patient, whether they are an adult or a child, is 
not seen by the national health service for mental 
and physical health problems as quickly as they 
should be, and I apologise unreservedly to those 
patients. 

However, I do not accept Richard Leonard’s 
characterisation. As I have said, the Audit 
Scotland report recognises that we have put 
additional resources into mental health. Additional 
people have been employed to work in mental 
health: since 2007, the CAMHS workforce has 
increased, I think, by 69 per cent. We have 
recognised the rising demand on mental health 
services and we have acted on it. However, 
demand has risen faster than anybody necessarily 
anticipated, which is a good thing. Therefore, we 
recognise that we must do even more to build the 
capacity of not just specialist services but 
community services. 

We set up the audit of rejected referrals exactly 
because we were concerned by the number of 
rejected referrals. Denise Coia is looking at the 
issue and published her first recommendations 
this week, and a new national CAMHS referral 
criteria will be published later this autumn. 

We are acting and we have set out further 
plans. If Richard Leonard is serious about working 
with the Government to take forward the plans, I 
welcome that. Perhaps we can build some much-
needed consensus on a very important issue. 

The Presiding Officer (Ken Macintosh): There 
are a number of constituency supplementaries, the 
first of which is from Jamie Greene. 

Ferry Services (Ardrossan and Arran) 

Jamie Greene (West Scotland) (Con): The 
Ardrossan to Arran ferries are a lifeline service for 
residents, and they are a vital part of the area’s 
tourism industry. Unfortunately, the service has 
been severely disrupted in the past year due to 
continuous cancellations. Once again, the MV Isle 
of Arran is offline for technical reasons, and only 
half of the timetabled services are running 
currently. It is not just that service; island 
communities across Scotland are being let down 
by an ageing fleet and a lack of new vessels. The 
new vessels that have been promised are already 
more than a year late. Does the First Minister 
understand why Scotland’s island communities are 

quickly losing their patience with the Government’s 
inability to provide regular and reliable ferry 
services? Will she take up the issue with the 
Cabinet Secretary for Transport, Infrastructure and 
Connectivity so that he can deal with it as a matter 
of priority? 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): The 
transport secretary deals with such matters daily, 
and I am sure that he would be delighted to meet 
Jamie Greene to discuss those issues in more 
depth. I am aware—as is the entire Government—
of the pressures on the ferry network. We 
understand the impact that that has on people’s 
lives and on businesses in our island communities. 
When the cabinet met recently in Arran, I heard at 
first hand from communities there about the 
pressures that increasing visitor numbers are 
putting on lifeline services. 

The challenges are complex, but we are 
determined to improve services. We have invested 
significantly in ferry services, and we will continue 
to address the issues. Since 2007, more than £1 
billion has been invested in ferry services across 
the Clyde and Hebrides and eight new ferries have 
been added to the Caledonian MacBrayne fleet. 
We continue to invest in new vessels and ferry 
infrastructure to renew the fleet, and two new 
vessels have been commissioned from the 
Ferguson shipyard. A range of work is on-going, 
and we will continue to undertake that work to 
ensure that those who live and work on our islands 
have the services that they deserve. 

The Bakhsh Family 

Bob Doris (Glasgow Maryhill and 
Springburn) (SNP): I draw the First Minister’s 
attention to the plight of my constituents the 
Bakhsh family, who have had their appeal for 
asylum rejected by the United Kingdom Home 
Office, despite their being at very real risk of 
religious persecution and their lives being in 
danger should they return to Pakistan. The 
community in north Glasgow, where the family has 
stayed since 2012, has rallied around them. The 
family’s two sons, Somer and Areeb, were joined 
by school friends and the moderator of the Church 
of Scotland in handing to the Home Office a 
petition in support of the family that was signed by 
85,000 people. 

Does the First Minister agree that the need for a 
petition to draw attention to the Bakhsh family’s 
plight in the first place demonstrates just how 
fundamentally flawed and discredited the UK 
asylum process has become? Will she offer the 
family her support and best wishes? Will the 
Scottish Government—as I have already done—
make representations to the UK Government to 
draw attention to the family’s plight? 
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The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): I agree 
whole-heartedly with the sentiment of Bob Doris’s 
question, and I agree with the point about the 
deficiencies in the UK Government’s asylum and 
immigration regime.  

The Scottish Government strongly believes that 
asylum seekers must be treated humanely and 
fairly with their dignity and rights upheld at every 
stage of the process. The Home Office has a duty 
to ensure that full account is taken of all the 
individual circumstances in every case. That is 
particularly important when applications are 
refused and absolutely imperative when children 
are involved. 

I am very heartened to hear how the local 
community has rallied around the Bakhsh family 
and by the response to the Rev Linda Pollock’s 
petition. I also congratulate Somer and Areeb on 
what they have achieved in very difficult 
circumstances. They are an absolute credit to their 
parents, their school, their community and, indeed, 
Scotland. 

The Scottish Government will continue to look at 
what appropriate representations we can make. 

Montrose Port (Disposal Licence) 

Liam Kerr (North East Scotland) (Con): 
Montrose port is a key industry in Montrose and 
the north-east. Keeping the port open requires 
dredging and disposal of sand. Last week, 
contrary to expert marine consultant advice, 
Marine Scotland refused to renew the port’s 
disposal licence. The next time there is a strong 
easterly or swell, the port could silt up, lose depth 
and potentially close due to the inability to dredge. 
Will the First Minister instruct the cabinet secretary 
and Marine Scotland to immediately visit the port 
authority to—at the very least—issue a temporary 
licence for 12 months and prevent an economic 
and social catastrophe? 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): I am 
very happy to ask the cabinet secretary to engage 
with the port authority. I am sure that the cabinet 
secretary would also be happy to meet Liam Kerr 
to look at those issues in great detail—indeed, I 
am sure that they are already being looked at in 
great detail—and to take whatever action is 
considered appropriate. 

Scottish National Standardised Assessments 

3. Willie Rennie (North East Fife) (LD): The 
First Minister will have seen the comprehensive 
letter at the weekend from the teachers union, the 
Educational Institute of Scotland, on the review of 
assessments for five-year-olds in schools. The 
union stated that they have created “a ‘high-
stakes’ environment” and “a slippery path” to 
league tables, that they are “swallowing up” time 

and that they “drain” resource. The First Minister 
promised that that would not happen, but the 
teaching union disagrees. What more evidence 
does she need that those tests should go? 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): I 
respectfully disagree with Willie Rennie. As I said 
in the chamber last week, assessments in our 
primary schools, including in primary 1, are not 
new. Twenty-nine out of 32 councils already 
carried out assessments; in fact, many of those 
councils carried out two assessments every year. 
The Scottish Government has standardised them 
so that all local authorities use the same 
assessment and has made them relevant to the 
curriculum for excellence levels. In primary 1, of 
course, there is a play-based curriculum. The 
assessments are not “high-stakes”, and there is no 
pass or fail for them. It is, of course, up to teachers 
when pupils undertake them in the school year. If 
a teacher does not think that it is appropriate for 
any child to undertake them, that is entirely up to 
the teacher’s discretion. 

The assessments provide important diagnostic 
information to inform teacher judgment about the 
performance of young people. We set benchmarks 
for children in primary 1—levels that we expect 
them to meet. Some people might disagree with 
that, but I have not heard that disagreed to in the 
chamber. We set benchmarks that we expect 
children to meet in primary 1, and it is absurd to 
suggest that we should not try to assess whether 
they meet those benchmarks. That allows early 
intervention, if necessary, if children are not 
performing as expected, and it allows a teacher to 
know whether a child is performing better than 
expected and to stretch that child rather than allow 
them to get bored in the classroom. In a 
newspaper today, the educational experts Sue 
Ellis and Lindsay Paterson talk about the 
importance of that benchmarking information. 

We should take some of the politics out of the 
debate and focus on what is right for our children 
and for education as a whole. 

Willie Rennie: Lindsay Paterson supports 
league tables, so it is shocking for the First 
Minister to claim that she supports his position. 
She is saying that the EIS is wrong. Just last 
week, she said that she was listening to teachers; 
now, she is ignoring them. 

The evidence is mounting: 170 pages of searing 
criticism from teachers, a damning letter from the 
EIS, the waste of resource, the useless value of 
the information, the “‘high-stakes’ environment” 
and the “slippery path” to league tables. Teachers 
are very clear: they have said that the tests should 
go. The union has said that the tests should go. 

When the Parliament votes next week to scrap 
the primary 1 tests for pupils, will the First Minister 



19  13 SEPTEMBER 2018  20 
 

 

respect the will of Parliament and scrap the tests? 
She dodged the question last week. If the 
Parliament says stop, will she stop? 

The First Minister: First, we will argue our case 
rigorously and robustly—that is what happens in a 
democracy. 

I will take on some of Willie Rennie’s points. I 
am not saying that the EIS is wrong; I am saying 
that I have a difference of opinion with the EIS. 
[Interruption.] That is entirely legitimate. I have 
spoken to many teachers who also have a 
difference of opinion about assessments. I will 
read out some of the quotes from teachers who 
responded to the survey that EIS carried out of its 
members. I know from that survey that many do 
not support standardised assessments, but here 
are quotes from some who do: 

“Data is incredibly detailed and personalised. Feedback 
will be very useful in looking for next steps.” 

“Really liked that there wasn’t the use of timers to ensure 
children were given thinking time and support if required.” 

“In P1, the assessments were carried out on iPads ... the 
child often had no idea how they were being formally 
assessed ... Worked well.” 

“The P1 numeracy task was appropriate and aligned with 
... Curriculum for Excellence”. 

“I thought they fitted in quite well with levels and 
provided a range of questions.”  

[Interruption.] I know that Willie Rennie does not 
want to hear what some teachers have said about 
standardised assessments. 

There is a difference of opinion, and I accept 
that. However, as I have said, we set benchmarks 
for how we expect our young people to perform in 
primary 1. It is incumbent upon us to know 
whether they meet those benchmarks, so that 
early intervention can be taken as required. 

I have said very clearly on so many occasions 
that I want us to raise standards in Scottish 
education and that I want us to close the 
attainment gap. We need data to inform the action 
that we take to do that. I will continue to make 
what I think is the commonsense argument, and I 
look forward to the debate continuing. 

The Presiding Officer: We have some further 
supplementaries. The first is from Mark Ruskell.  

Livestock (Exports) 

Mark Ruskell (Mid Scotland and Fife) 
(Green): I declare an interest as an associate 
member of the British Veterinary Association.  

This morning, the Government’s chief vet has 
claimed that the practice of shipping live dairy 
calves on five-day journeys from Scotland to Spain 
is acceptable and that criticism is “alarmist”. Is that 
the Government’s official position? If not, will the 

First Minister join me in congratulating P&O 
Ferries on its decision this week to ban live 
exports? 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): This 
issue is extremely emotive. It is also more 
complex than the impression given by some—and 
I stress the word “some”—of the coverage. 

I thought that, in this morning’s papers, the chief 
vet set out quite clearly some of the facts behind 
the claim of 100-hour journeys. As Mairi Gougeon 
has also set out in Parliament this week, the issue 
is that, right now, farmers do not have a market for 
male dairy calves here in Scotland. If they are not 
exported for production, they are slaughtered at 
birth. A small number are exported, but farmers 
here want to find alternative markets domestically. 

Animal welfare is paramount. Transport within 
the European Union is subject to strict regulation, 
and there is no hard evidence that those 
regulations are being breached. 

As the member is aware, the Scottish 
Government is carrying out a year-long monitoring 
project, which will look in more detail at the issue. 
We will continue to be very rigorous as we 
observe the situation, and continue to take 
whatever action we consider to be necessary. 

Brexit (Impact on Business) 

James Dornan (Glasgow Cathcart) (SNP): 
John Lewis employs several thousand staff in 
Scotland. It faces challenging times, with profits 
down 99 per cent. The company cites Brexit 
uncertainty as a contributing factor, but Dominic 
Raab says that it is the company’s own fault. This 
morning, he stated on the BBC that there is a 
temptation for businesses that are not doing well 
“to blame Brexit”. Does the First Minister agree 
that the United Kingdom Government should stop 
burying its head in the sand and accept that it is 
the one that is putting our economy at risk? 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): With 
Dominic Raab’s comments this morning, this 
clueless, incompetent shambles of a Tory UK 
Government is really taking the biscuit. It beggars 
belief that the Tories, who are taking the country—
in Scotland’s case, against our democratic 
wishes—out of the European Union, has the nerve 
to turn round and blame businesses for raising 
concerns and say that they are using Brexit as an 
excuse. Frankly, the sooner the Tory Government 
gets over its ideological civil war and starts putting 
the interests of businesses across the UK at the 
forefront of its considerations, the better for all of 
us. 

Child Abuse Survivors (Compensation) 

Johann Lamont (Glasgow) (Lab): The First 
Minister will be aware of the powerful and 
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harrowing testimonies of survivors to the Scottish 
child abuse inquiry. How does she respond to the 
concerns that have been expressed by those 
representing survivors of abuse about reports that 
legislation to create the survivors compensation 
scheme might not be introduced until 2021, with 
implementation much later still? Will she confirm 
that she will look at how the scheme can be taken 
forward with greater urgency? Will she make a 
commitment to create an interim compensation 
scheme so that the many elderly and vulnerable 
survivors secure the justice and support that they 
need now, before it is too late for them? 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): I thank 
Johann Lamont for raising this important issue. 
The stories of the survivors are extremely 
harrowing and the Government set up the child 
abuse inquiry. 

The Government received the report on 
compensation for survivors just last week. As all 
members will understand, we are taking the time 
to consider the recommendations in that report 
carefully and sympathetically. I cannot give 
Johann Lamont specific answers to her questions 
today, because we are still considering the report, 
but the Deputy First Minister will come to 
Parliament in due course to set out the next steps. 
However, I absolutely associate myself and the 
Scottish Government with the sentiment of the 
question that Johann Lamont asked. 

Carers Allowance Supplement 

George Adam (Paisley) (SNP): From today, 
Social Security Scotland will make the first 
payments of the new carers allowance 
supplement, which is the first devolved benefit to 
be paid that recognises the important contribution 
that carers make across Scotland. Will the First 
Minister outline how the Scottish Government will 
continue to support carers and how it is building a 
social security system that has fairness and dignity 
at its heart? 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): Today is 
a landmark moment in the history of devolution 
and we should probably take a moment to 
celebrate it. Today, the first payments will be 
made by our new executive agency, Social 
Security Scotland, through the carers allowance 
supplement, which will put an extra £442 into the 
pockets of carers in the current financial year. That 
is an increase of 13 per cent and a total 
investment of more than £30 million a year. This is 
a proud moment for Parliament and for Scotland. 

We will continue to implement our new social 
security powers. That will include looking at 
additional support for carers but, as I said during 
the debate on the programme for government last 
week, we also hope to deliver the pregnancy and 
baby payments of the new best start grant before 

Christmas. That will be another milestone in this 
Parliament taking some power over social 
security. 

I hope that it will not be too much further into the 
future before the Parliament has total control over 
social security. As we are already proving, the 
Scottish Parliament would make a far better job of 
it than Westminster is managing to do. 

Roadside Mobile Connectivity 

4. Stewart Stevenson (Banffshire and 
Buchan Coast) (SNP): To ask the First Minister 
what discussions the Scottish Government has 
had with the United Kingdom Government 
regarding reports that an estimated 1,000 miles of 
roads in Scotland have no mobile phone signal. 
(S5F-02580) 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): Mobile 
telecommunications are a reserved matter and it is 
therefore the responsibility of the UK Government 
to improve coverage. It is worth pointing out that 
the UK Government’s failed mobile infrastructure 
project promised 84 masts to cover not-spots but 
managed to deliver a grand total of three. 
However, at his recent meeting with the UK 
Secretary of State for Digital, Culture, Media and 
Sport, Michael Matheson raised the issue of 
roadside mobile connectivity. We have particularly 
pressed for progress to be made on the Home 
Office’s emergency services mobile 
communications programme, which has been 
beset by delays. We await confirmation of the 
proposed approach to delivery. 

Because we cannot wait for Westminster to 
deliver decent mobile connectivity in rural 
Scotland, we have created our own mobile 
infrastructure plan, committing £25 million to 
improving 4G coverage. We recently awarded a 
contract for the programme and the supplier is 
working towards delivery of the initial 16 sites in 
remote parts of Scotland. 

Stewart Stevenson: I welcome the £25 million 
that the Scottish Government has put into 
improving mobile telephony in Scotland. However, 
as we know, the UK Government has little 
understanding of and less interest in Scotland, so 
is it now time for responsibility for mobile 
telephony and the associated funding to be 
completely devolved? 

The First Minister: Yes, absolutely. A pattern 
that sometimes emerges when matters are 
reserved—we have just been talking about 
welfare—is that, when the UK Government does 
not get its act together and fails to deliver, the 
Scottish Government has to step in and do 
Westminster’s job for it. That has been true with 
aspects of welfare and it is now true for mobile 
connectivity. It is about time that we cut out the 
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middle man in all this and devolved these powers 
to Scotland so that we can get on with it ourselves. 

One-plus-two Modern Languages Policy 

5. Liz Smith (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con): 
To ask the First Minister what action the Scottish 
Government will take to improve the 
implementation of the one-plus-two modern 
languages policy in broad general education. 
(S5F-02581) 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): We are 
already taking action to increase the pace of 
implementation of the one-plus-two modern 
languages policy in broad general education. 
Since 2013-14, we have provided a total of £27.2 
million in additional funding to support its delivery. 
Alongside that, we have provided funding each 
year to Scotland’s national centre for languages to 
support schools and local authorities in delivering 
one-plus-two. Information that was provided by 
local authorities in April shows that at least 91 per 
cent of primary schools are meeting pupils’ 
entitlement to learn a first additional language from 
primary 1 onwards and at least 62 per cent of 
secondary schools are providing learning of a first 
additional language from secondary 1 to 3. 

Liz Smith: The Telegraph reported at the 
weekend that 38 per cent of secondary schools in 
Scotland are not implementing the one-plus-two 
programme—the First Minister has just confirmed 
that—despite the £27 million to which the First 
Minister has just referred. That is at the same time 
as the number of teachers of modern languages 
has declined by 20 per cent in the past 10 years 
and the number of entries for Scottish 
Qualifications Authority levels 3 to 5 in French and 
in German have fallen by 60 per cent and 58 per 
cent respectively in the past five years. Will the 
First Minister admit that the Scottish Government’s 
languages policy is not working nearly well enough 
and that it is yet another example of why there is 
an urgent need to review subject choice under the 
curriculum for excellence? 

The First Minister: No, I do not agree with that. 
We have work to do—the 38 per cent figure, of 
course, is the other side of my articulation of the 
62 per cent that are implementing one-plus-two—
but we will continue to make progress on 
delivering one-plus-two. 

To give some context on performance overall in 
relation to language education, the total entries for 
language highers are up 2.6 per cent since 2007; 
the total passes for language highers are up 6.3 
per cent since 2007; this is the fifth year that 
language higher entries have exceeded 7,500 
overall; and statistics published last December 
show that total teacher numbers are increasing. 

There is lots of progress to look at but, of 
course, we want to continue to do more because 
we know that language learning helps to build 
confidence, helps to foster interest in other 
cultures and encourages tolerance and respect, 
which I know that not all people in the 
Conservative Party are keen on but we on these 
benches are very keen on. 

Gordon MacDonald (Edinburgh Pentlands) 
(SNP): The Scottish National Party set out its one-
plus-two languages policy in its 2011 manifesto 
and I am pleased to hear of the progress that is 
being made. 

I took the time to search the Conservative Party 
manifestos from 2011, 2015, 2016 and 2017 but 
could not find a single mention of foreign language 
teaching. The one-plus-two policy would never 
have been implemented by the Tories. Does the 
First Minister agree that the Tories’ only guiding 
principle is to attack the SNP, even at the expense 
of our children’s education? 

The First Minister: That is a point very well 
made by Gordon MacDonald—there is not a 
mention of modern languages in any of the 
Conservative manifestos. However, I would 
remind him that, as we know from standardised 
assessments, even if modern languages teaching 
had been in their manifesto, it would not have 
mattered to the Tories, because they would have 
jettisoned it at the first opportunity to inflict a 
defeat on the SNP. The Tories are political 
opportunists. We are concerned about the 
interests of children in our schools and that will 
continue to be what stands between us. 

Iain Gray (East Lothian) (Lab): The First 
Minister is in denial about this. The precipitous 
decline in both enrolment and attainment in certain 
modern languages has been tracked over a 
number of years. These skills are critical to the 
economic future of this country and to our 
children’s capacity to participate in that future. Will 
she take her head out of the sand, admit that we 
have a problem and tell us what she is going to do 
about it? 

The First Minister: If Iain Gray had chosen to 
listen, he would have heard me say that we have 
got much more work to do, because this is so 
important to our economy, to the confidence of our 
young people and to interest in other countries 
and cultures. I have set out some of the progress, 
but we will continue to invest and to support local 
authorities and schools in making the further 
progress that we all want to see. 

Productivity 

6. Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Lab): To ask 
the First Minister, in light of the David Hume 
Institute report, “Wealth of the Nation”, what action 



25  13 SEPTEMBER 2018  26 
 

 

the Scottish Government will take to improve 
productivity. (S5F-02583) 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): Raising 
productivity growth is vital to boosting our long-
term economic performance. As the David Hume 
Institute report highlights, Scotland’s productivity is 
the highest in the United Kingdom behind London 
and the south-east. The report also shows that 
among the UK’s city regions, Aberdeen and 
Edinburgh have higher productivity than anywhere 
outside London. In the past 10 years, Scotland 
has largely closed the productivity gap with the 
rest of the UK. 

However, we know that more needs to be done 
to match the levels of productivity in top-
performing European countries, which is why we 
have set out further policies in the programme for 
government to boost productivity, including a 
commitment to invest an additional £7 billion by 
2026, over and above existing plans, in schools, 
hospitals, transport, digital connectivity and clean 
energy. 

Jackie Baillie: Comparing ourselves to the rest 
of the UK, whose performance has indeed been 
woeful, is not desperately ambitious. Since 2007, 
every Scottish National Party-led Administration 
has set a target for improving productivity—and 
rightly so—but those targets have been missed 
completely. We were to be in the top quartile of 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development countries for productivity by 2017—
the equivalent of getting promoted to the premier 
league—but, instead, we have been relegated to 
the third division. Things have not improved but 
have gone in reverse, and productivity has 
effectively flatlined. 

What specific lessons will the First Minister take 
from the David Hume Institute report on improving 
productivity and driving growth in Scotland? 

The First Minister: We will continue to invest in 
infrastructure, and we will continue to increase our 
investment in business research and 
development, as set out in last year’s programme 
for government. We will continue to take the action 
that we have set out on growing exports. 

Jackie Baillie said that we should not compare 
ourselves to the rest of the UK. I will place a small 
bet here. If Scotland was doing worse than the 
rest of the UK on this measure, Labour would want 
to compare Scotland to the rest of the UK. 

If Jackie Baillie had listened to my original 
answer, she would have heard me say that 
although we have closed the gap with the rest of 
the UK, our aim is to match the level of 
productivity in the top-performing European 
countries. That is exactly what we are working to 
do. In the first quarter of this year, productivity has 
increased by 1.7 per cent. Productivity growth has 

been higher than in any other country or region of 
the UK, including London. The David Hume 
Institute report says:  

“Among UK regions, Scotland is behind only London and 
the South East for productivity”. 

It goes on to say: 

“Financial services ... are more productive than in all 
other parts of the UK ... Similarly, Scottish manufacturing ... 
is more productive than the UK average”. 

There is good news in our progress on 
productivity, but we will continue to make the 
investments to get us to the level of other 
European countries. 

Dean Lockhart (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con): 
The Economy, Energy and Fair Work Committee 
recently found that over the past 10 years, the 
SNP has failed to reach all seven of its own 
economic targets, including for productivity. Does 
the First Minister agree with the findings of the 
committee and does she accept responsibility for 
her Government failing to meet every one of its 
own economic targets? 

The First Minister: I cannot believe that the 
member has managed to miss the financial crash, 
the recession and the austerity that has happened 
over that time, but if he wants to talk about 
economic performance, let us talk about economic 
performance.  

We know from the most recent statistics that last 
year the Scottish economy grew faster than the 
economy in the rest of the UK. We know that the 
unemployment level is close to a record low and 
that employment levels are close to a record high. 
We know that for female and youth employment, 
we are performing better than the rest of the UK. 
Export growth in Scotland is faster than it is in the 
rest of the UK. We have closed the productivity 
gap. There is lots to be positive about in our 
economic performance. We have more to do, but 
the biggest threat to our economic performance is 
Tory Brexit—that is the reality that the Tories really 
need to wake up to. 

V&A Dundee 

7. Shona Robison (Dundee City East) (SNP): 
To ask the First Minister how the Scottish 
Government will mark the official opening of the 
V&A in Dundee. (S5F-02595) 

The First Minister (Nicola Sturgeon): The 
opening of the V&A Dundee on Saturday heralds 
an exciting new chapter for the city of Dundee. It is 
a fantastic addition to the diverse array of cultural 
experiences that Scotland has to offer, promoting 
our nation globally and attracting visitors and 
investment. The Scottish Government has been a 
long-term supporter of the project, with substantial 
financial investment in the building’s construction 
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and operation. A number of Scottish Government 
ministers are participating in opening events this 
week, and I look forward to touring the building 
with some of Dundee’s young people tomorrow. 

Shona Robison: Last night, I saw the inside of 
the V&A Dundee for the first time, and I can tell 
the First Minister that she is in for a real treat 
tomorrow night. Will the First Minister join me in 
thanking all the public and private sector partners 
who have worked so hard over the past 10 years 
to make the V&A Dundee dream a reality? What 
does she expect the transformational impact for 
Dundee to be from this iconic project and the 
significant investment made by the Scottish 
Government and other funders to deliver it? 
Finally, what does the First Minister think could be 
the next thing for Dundee in its renewal journey? 

The First Minister: I agree absolutely with 
Shona Robison. I congratulate all the public and 
private sector partners. It is an astonishing 
achievement. Of course, the Scottish Government 
has been a significant funder: we have provided 
£38 million towards construction and almost £7 
million in revenue funding to date. I look forward to 
seeing the V&A tomorrow. From the pictures and 
footage that I have seen, it looks absolutely 
stunning. 

It is quite hard to overstate the transformational 
potential for the city of Dundee. The V&A puts 
Dundee firmly on the cultural map of the world. It 
will attract more visitors to Dundee and I am sure 
that it will attract more investment into Dundee. 
Right now, the city of Dundee has every reason to 
feel incredibly optimistic about the future. The 
Scottish Government is very ambitious for Dundee 
and looks forward to making additional 
investments in it, and I look forward to being 
pressed to do exactly that by Shona Robison in 
the months and years to come. 

The Presiding Officer: That concludes First 
Minister’s question time. We will shortly move on 
to members’ business, which is on a motion in the 
name of Linda Fabiani, on East Kilbride workers 
said “Nae Pasaran!” However, we will take a few 
moments for the people in the public gallery to 
leave and others to come in. I suspend the 
meeting for a few minutes to allow that to happen. 

12:47 

Meeting suspended. 

12:49 

On resuming— 

Nae Pasaran! 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Christine 
Grahame): The next item of business is a 
members’ business debate on motion S5M-13663, 
in the name of Linda Fabiani, on East Kilbride 
workers said “Nae Pasaran!”. The debate will be 
concluded without any question being put. 

Motion debated, 

That the Parliament understands that following a 
successful premiere at the Glasgow Film Festival in March 
2018 and excellent reviews from critics and the public, Nae 
Pasaran! has had its full cinematic release to coincide with 
the 45th anniversary of its subject, the Chilean military coup 
of 11 September 1973, which began General Pinochet’s 
regime of terror; commends the director and filmmaker, 
Felipe Bustos Sierra, and his production team, on their 
relentless commitment in bringing to light the story of Rolls-
Royce engineers in East Kilbride who, in 1974, showed 
their support for the people of Chile by refusing to repair jet 
engines for the Chilean air force; recognises the 
determination of the film’s main characters, the engineers, 
Bob Fulton, Robert Somerville, John Keenan and Stuart 
Barrie, and all of the others who took part in the boycott, to 
stand against fascism in defence of the democratic rights of 
the Chilean people, and considers the film to be a depiction 
of a remarkable piece of Scotland’s industrial history, which 
illustrates an admirable act of solidarity between Scottish 
workers and the Chilean people. 

12:50 

Linda Fabiani (East Kilbride) (SNP): Tuesday 
11 September—two days ago—marked the 45th 
anniversary of the vicious right-wing coup that 
brought General Augusto Pinochet to power in 
Chile. That was the start of a reign of terror that 
lasted for far, far too long. Before the 1973 coup, 
Chile was a democracy. In 1970, the country had 
elected as its President Salvador Allende, the 
leader of the Popular Unity coalition. President 
Allende appointed Augusto Pinochet as 
commander-in-chief of the military in 1973. 

Within weeks, the coup was launched, with 
heavy attacks on the presidential palace by the 
Chilean Air Force, using Hawker Hunter fighter 
jets. The elected Government was overthrown, 
President Allende died, and democracy and 
civilian rule were ended, with the suspension of 
Congress and the advent of dictatorship. 
Socialists, leftists and political critics were 
persecuted. Thousands of people were killed, and 
tens of thousands more were tortured or jailed for 
political reasons. 

Some of us who are in the chamber today 
remember the horror of watching events unfold on 
our televisions. We remember being aware of the 
political activists, artists, intellectuals and workers 
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who had fled Chile with their families. For me, the 
starkest image is that of Santiago stadium, the 
Chilean national football stadium, being turned into 
a concentration camp and execution centre. I 
remember discussing the horror of that with my 
father, with the disbelief of a teenager that such 
events could happen in a world that was supposed 
to be civilised. What was worse, as time went on, 
was the realisation that, despite the horror, cordial 
relations with the man who had instigated all that 
were established with Governments across the 
world. 

It is thought that around 500 Chilean exiles 
ended up in Scotland. Many Scots campaigned 
and showed solidarity with their Latin American 
contemporaries through demonstrations and 
fundraising, in friendship and in song. One notable 
song was “Blood Upon The Grass”, by Adam 
McNaughtan, which was about the Scotland 
football team going to play in Santiago stadium. 

The Chile solidarity campaign had membership 
across the United Kingdom. I understand that, in 
one example of solidarity, a group of Chilean 
workers was sponsored by Cowdenbeath’s mining 
community. 

At the time, East Kilbride was home to the Rolls-
Royce factory that repaired and maintained the 
Avon engines that powered the Hawker Hunter jet, 
one of the UK’s most exported military aircrafts. 
That is the subject of “Nae Pasaran!”, the film that 
tells the story of East Kilbride’s heroes. Two of 
those heroes are here with us today in the public 
gallery: Bob Fulton and Stuart Barrie. [Applause.] 

In 1974, a few months after Chile’s coup, engine 
inspector Bob Fulton arrived at work at the factory. 
The note of his next repair job said that the 
engines were from the Chilean Air Force. Bob 
realised that the engines would be from the planes 
involved in Pinochet’s attack on democracy—and, 
no doubt, in the on-going abuses of the Chilean 
people. He was anxious and upset, and he made 
a decision: he was not working on those engines. 

Bob’s colleagues backed him. The workers in 
the Rolls-Royce factory in East Kilbride boycotted 
the Chilean Air Force engines. They kept the 
boycott going for four years, and the engines were 
left to rust. However, one night, the engines 
mysteriously disappeared. The workers were told 
that their actions had been meaningless. 

Years and decades passed. Bob Fulton and 
others moved on and retired. Some of the workers 
are no longer with us. Meanwhile, the son of a 
Chilean exile, film maker Felipe Bustos Sierra—he 
is also in the gallery, I am glad to say—was 
growing up hearing rumours about the Rolls-
Royce workers’ act of solidarity. Felipe was 
fascinated by the story and determined to find out 
whether it was myth or reality. The start was 

turning up to speak to Bob Fulton some 40 years 
after the Rolls-Royce workers’ action. That was 
the beginning of the making of the film “Nae 
Pasaran!”.  

The first project was a short documentary—an 
excellent short film—and, following that, 
successful crowd funding enabled the full-length 
feature to be made. That full-length film premiered 
at the Glasgow film festival earlier this year to rave 
reviews from critics and the public, and indeed our 
Cabinet Secretary for Culture, Tourism and 
External Affairs. I have been privileged to see the 
film a few times, and it is truly marvellous—in its 
story, its investigation and its interviews with key 
players, in Felipe Bustos Sierra’s research in 
unearthing this fascinating story, and in the quality 
of its production. 

The stars of the film are four men, four ordinary 
chaps, who worked at Rolls-Royce in EK in 1974 
and who, with others, potentially put their jobs on 
the line to stand up for their principles—Bob 
Fulton, Robert Somerville, John Keenan and 
Stuart Barrie. That could not have been easy, not 
just in the workplace, but in everyday life. Bob 
Fulton admits in the film that he was feart to go 
home to his wife Lottie and tell her what he had 
done.  

So what had they done? It is simple: Bob, 
Robert, John, Stuart and their fellow workers did 
what they knew to be right. What they did not 
know was the effect that it had, or that Felipe 
Bustos Sierra would turn up decades down the 
line to let them know about that effect. What they 
did not know was that, during the making of a film 
about the Rolls-Royce engines, they would meet 
Chileans who were persecuted during the 
Pinochet regime—fellow workers, incarcerated, 
tortured and afraid of execution—who told them 
that they took some comfort from the fact that they 
knew that, way over in a place called East Kilbride 
in Scotland, there was a bunch of workers who 
refused to repair Pinochet’s jet engines. 

There is so much more that I could say about 
“Nae Pasaran!”—the excellent representation of 
the situation at the time, the filmed interviews and 
the politics not just of Chile but of the United 
Kingdom and other western Governments—but 
time limits me. People really have to see the film.  

I end by recognising—as I do in the motion that I 
lodged—the achievement of Felipe Bustos Sierra 
in making the film, and the determination of all 
those workers in the Rolls-Royce factory in East 
Kilbride in the 1970s who took part in the boycott 
of Pinochet’s jet engines. They took a stand 
against fascism in defence of the democratic rights 
of the Chilean people. It is a film that depicts a 
remarkable piece of Scotland’s industrial history 
and illustrates an admirable act of solidarity 
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between Scottish workers and the Chilean people. 
It is a film that, once seen, will not be forgotten. 

East Kilbride is extremely proud of its heroes 
who said “Nae Pasaran!” [Applause.]  

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I say, very 
gently, to members of the public that we do not 
permit applause from the gallery. I understand why 
people want to do it, but please desist.  

12:58 

Graham Simpson (Central Scotland) (Con): I 
thank Linda Fabiani for bringing the motion to the 
chamber, because it celebrates a key moment in 
the history of my home town, East Kilbride. “Nae 
Pasaran!” means “They will not pass!”—if my 
pronunciation is a bit dodgy, my Spanish-speaking 
daughter will be sure to let me know.  

In September 1973, 45 years ago, General 
Pinochet launched a military coup against the 
Government of Chile. Air strikes, using British-built 
Hawker Hunter planes, targeted the presidential 
palace and the President was killed. Seven 
thousand miles away in Lanarkshire, Rolls-Royce 
engineer Bob Fulton—I am delighted to see him in 
the gallery today—saw a Hawker Hunter engine in 
front of him with the word “Chile” written on it. He 
had seen footage of the air strikes and was so 
incensed that he refused to service four engines.  

Risking their jobs, Bob and his colleagues kept 
those four engines in crates in the yard for four 
years. The Rolls-Royce engineers were adamant 
that those engines were staying put and would not 
re-enter service. They believe that, without the 
necessary protection, the engines would have 
corroded over the years had they sat in a crate in 
the factory yard. Mysteriously, as Linda Fabiani 
said, the engines were removed one night in 1978. 
Exactly what happened to them is not clear. There 
were reports that they made it back to Chile. 

As Linda Fabiani said, a film of the story has 
been made by the Chilean film-maker Felipe 
Bustos Sierra—I apologise to him if I have got the 
pronunciation of that wrong, too. Felipe grew up in 
Belgium, and I will quote extensively from what he 
said about that time: 

“In Belgium, we would go to solidarity events where 
they’d roll off a list of actions taken throughout the world in 
protest against the torture and censorship by the Pinochet 
regime. The Scottish boycott was always mentioned, even 
well after the engines had disappeared. It gave us all a lot 
of hope because it dealt directly with the most iconic image 
of the Chilean coup—the planes flying low over Santiago 
and firing rockets into the city centre. 

Over time, the story became a bit of a myth, with lots of 
embellishments and exaggerations. Initially, I was hoping to 
find the workers involved and set the record straight, but 
never imagined I’d find so much about how much of an 
impact they’d had. Our discoveries surprised not just the 
workers, but the Chilean Air Force itself. The story had 

been buried so deep back then, they allowed us some 
access, convinced we wouldn’t find anything tangible. And 
then we did. 

In 2015, as a result of our research, three of the Scottish 
workers received the highest honour given to foreigners by 
the Government of Chile for their efforts to preserve human 
rights. They are now Commanders of the Republic of 
Chile.” 

I have not seen the film, but I would like to. 
Rolls-Royce is part of East Kilbride’s history. 
Sadly, the firm has left the town and has left no 
legacy, save for a housing development called 
Merlin Gardens. What a pity that is. “Nae 
Pasaran!” may be all that is left of that history. We 
should celebrate it. 

13:02 

Monica Lennon (Central Scotland) (Lab): As 
MSPs, we are asked to support many, many 
motions—it sometimes feels as though we are 
asked to support hundreds a week—but I was 
genuinely delighted when I saw Linda Fabiani’s 
motion, and I am delighted that she has secured 
support for such an important debate. 

East Kilbride is just down the road from me—I 
live in Blantyre—and it is in the region that I 
represent, so the remarkable contribution of the 
Rolls-Royce workers to Scotland’s industrial 
history is of special significance to me and the 
constituents who I share with Linda Fabiani. 

I have known about the story for some time, but 
not well enough. Linda Fabiani is absolutely 
right—people just have to see the film. 
Regrettably, I have not been able to find the time 
to do that yet, and I am very jealous of friends who 
have seen it not just once but a couple of times 
already. It is on my to-do list. 

I add my gratitude to the heroic engineers Bob 
Fulton, Robert Somerville, Stuart Barrie and John 
Keenan and all the workers who took part in the 
boycott, and commend the film-maker Felipe 
Bustos Sierra for educating the world on a 
remarkable part of our history that shows the very 
best of our humanity. I give a special welcome to 
Bob, Stuart and Felipe, who are in the gallery. 

Linda Fabiani set the scene for the events in 
Chile back in the 1970s, just before I was born. 
She was right when she said that that brutal 
dictatorship in Chile lasted for far too long. 
According to Chilean Government accounts, more 
than 3,000 people died or disappeared, and as 
many as 28,000 were tortured. To this day, 
relatives continue to search for lost loved ones. 
This afternoon’s debate allows us to remember the 
dead and to show our solidarity with the living, 
including the people who arrived in Scotland as 
refugees of that regime of terror and who have 
made Scotland their home. 
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As we have heard, soon after the coup, the 
military jet engines from Chile were in need of vital 
repairs and were returned to the Rolls-Royce 
factory in East Kilbride but, on moral grounds, the 
workers refused to repair them. The fact that that 
act of protest started with one worker—Bob 
Fulton—is truly inspiring. What happened next 
shows the importance of workers organising and 
being part of a trade union: 4,000 workers 
unanimously agreed to follow suit and support 
Bob, and that unity was crucial to the success of 
the protest. 

The Rolls-Royce workers understood that an 
injury to one is an injury to all and they have 
shown us the true meaning of solidarity and 
internationalism. 

As a Lanarkshire woman, I am proud that others 
in politics took up that fight, notably Dame Judith 
Hart who was then the Minister of Overseas 
Development in the Labour Government and an 
MP in Lanark. She was one of very few women in 
Westminster at that time and she used her 
position to fight poverty and injustice from 
Lanarkshire to Chile. She was a formidable 
advocate for socialism and her unwavering 
support of Chile against Pinochet earned her the 
Chilean order of merit. 

The film title “Nae Pasaran!” is, of course, the 
Scottish interpretation of the Spanish words for 
“they shall not pass!”, which speaks to the very 
best of Scottish culture and our character. In that 
spirit, the workers not only refused to repair the 
engines but actively obstructed their removal from 
the factory. We have heard more about that in the 
debate, including how they left the engines to rust 
in the yard. 

It adds to the mystery that the workers did not 
understand the impact of what they had done, 
which we can now fully appreciate because of 
Felipe Bustos Sierra’s film. It is moving that we are 
paying tribute today in the Scottish Parliament, 
and I hope that everyone who was involved knows 
that we are immensely proud. Not just young 
people and workers in East Kilbride and Central 
Scotland but everyone in Scotland has to see this 
film.  

I know that we are short of time and that I have 
gone over my time limit, so I will end by thanking 
Linda Fabiani and everyone else involved for 
letting this story be told. 

13:06 

Sandra White (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP): I am 
grateful to Linda Fabiani for securing this 
important debate and I thank Bob Fulton, Robert 
Somerville, John Keenan and Stuart Barrie, who 
are in the public gallery, for their very courageous 
stance and solidarity with the people of Chile 

against the military coup of Pinochet and the 
violence that was perpetrated. As has been said, 
many thousands were called the “missing”—that is 
what I remember the most. Years later, people are 
still looking for their loved ones. That is a terrible 
thing to have happened, but unfortunately such 
things are still going on in some countries in the 
world. I thank Bob, Robert, John and Stuart for 
what they did and I hope that people would 
similarly have the courage to stand in solidarity 
with those in other areas of the world just now. 

The Chilean coup on 11 September 1973 was a 
landmark of the cold war. The first democratically 
elected left-wing president in Latin America, 
Salvador Allende, was brutally overthrown by the 
Chilean armed forces who surrounded and 
attacked the presidential palace. Allende and his 
staff refused to surrender. We know that Allende 
died that day and the dictatorship that followed 
killed hundreds and thousands of people. Many 
disappeared or were sent into exile—some are still 
looking for their people. 

The Hawker Hunter air raids during the coup 
were shown by film-makers; the images travelled 
the world in that way. When the Scottish workers 
saw those images on television, they recognised 
the planes that they were building and knew 
immediately that they were working on the same 
engines. The Hawker Hunter was one of Britain’s 
most exported military aircrafts; more than 20 air 
forces flew them and they were all powered by the 
same engine—the Rolls-Royce Avon. 

In the 1970s, all those engines were repaired in 
the same factory at Rolls-Royce East Kilbride. 
Funnily enough, my husband worked there a few 
years later. It was the only place where 
maintenance was on-going, so the boycott of 
those Chilean engines at the factory was a cause 
célèbre. It was a fantastic thing to do, and the 
workers kept the boycott going for four years, 
leaving the engines to rust at the back of the 
factory until, one night, the engines disappeared. 
We do not know where they ended up, but I am 
sure that some people will have an answer. 

As Linda Fabiani said, the film-maker Felipe 
Bustos Sierra is also here today. He is the son of a 
Chilean exile, who grew up hearing rumours of this 
tale of international solidarity. One of the questions 
that he and others asked was: “Was any of this 
true?” 

We know that it was true. From there, the story 
of “Nae Pasaran!” was documented and the film 
was created. It is a film about the many Chileans 
who crossed paths with the engines and what 
happened to those people. I believe that we in the 
Scottish Parliament are in negotiations about 
showing the film in November. I am sorry to put 
the Cabinet Secretary for Culture, Tourism and 
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External Affairs on the spot, but I hope that we can 
get an update from her on that.  

I am running out of time, but I will repeat the 
comments of John Keenan, Robert Somerville and 
Bob Fulton, who were at the medal ceremony in 
Glasgow. At that time, they said: 

“If international solidarity means anything to you, if you 
believe—like we do—that we are all connected, trying to 
make a life for ourselves while treating each other like 
human beings before politics, class, language or borders 
muddle it up, this is a story for you and it has a 
painstakingly documented happy ending.” 

I salute those gentlemen, and anyone else who 
stands up to fascists and dictators. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I remind people 
in the gallery not to applaud speeches—some 
people have come in since I said that. I 
understand why people want to do so, but that is 
the rule in the Parliament. 

13:10 

Ross Greer (West Scotland) (Green): I thank 
Linda Fabiani for giving us the opportunity to thank 
the workers of Rolls-Royce East Kilbride and to 
celebrate them and the many other examples of 
Scotland’s working-class internationalism and 
solidarity. 

As has been mentioned, Tuesday marked the 
45th anniversary of the American-backed coup 
against the democratically elected President of 
Chile Salvador Allende, which brought about the 
murderous dictatorship of the fascist General 
Pinochet. Allende had sought to implement 
socialist policies in Chile, including Government 
provision of healthcare and education, fair 
redistribution of land, public works projects and, 
critically, nationalising industry, particularly the 
copper mines that had previously been owned by 
United States interests. That in particular was 
almost universally popular in Chile; it was popular 
far beyond the political left.  

Allende even supported a proto-internet 
project—project Cybersyn—a network of telex 
machines to facilitate fast and effective decision-
making for state-run enterprises to manage a 
nationalised economy. I do not hesitate to admit 
that I had to Google what a telex machine is 
before putting together this speech. 

Allende’s Government was a progressive one. 
Unsurprisingly, the US did not like that. It feared a 
loss of American investments in Chile and it feared 
that Chile might become the next Cuba. The US 
took action to destabilise the country, culminating 
in a coup that was instigated to a significant extent 
by the CIA and US military personnel. 

When the Chilean military moved against him, 
Allende refused to surrender or flee. He had the 

opportunity to move south to lead an insurgency 
from the south of the country, but his politics were 
rooted in the belief that progressive change could 
and should be brought about democratically and 
peacefully. Instead, he remained in the 
presidential palace as the military moved in. Those 
loyal to him held out for hours, for as long as they 
could, completely surrounded and without any 
chance of rescue. Eventually, the building was set 
alight and bombed by the air force jets, the story of 
which has brought us to the debate today. 

In his farewell radio address to the nation, 
Allende railed against the coup. He stated his 
belief in a better, democratic future for Chile. All 
the while, gunfire and explosions could be heard in 
the background around him. Allende shot himself 
rather than be captured by the new regime. 

Over the next 17 years, the horrendous human 
rights abuses that took place in Chile continued to 
escalate. Tens of thousands of people were 
tortured, Hundreds of thousands were exiled, 
thousands were executed and many simply 
disappeared. Terror was institutionalised in 
Pinochet’s Chile. Infrastructure was created, 
torture centres were built and Government 
agencies were dedicated to the task of repression. 

When faced with horrendous human rights 
abuses in a country thousands of miles away, it 
can be difficult to know what to do and how to 
make a difference. For the workers of Rolls-Royce 
in East Kilbride, what they could do was clear. 
Rolls-Royce manufactured the engines used in jet 
fighters, not just by the Chilean air force but by 20 
air forces across the world, and the East Kilbride 
site was, at that point, the only one at which those 
jet engines could be serviced. 

By refusing to service the engines, the workers 
were able to take a stand. They did everything in 
their power to frustrate and undermine a fascist 
dictatorship 7,000 miles away. They grounded jets 
that had been used to bomb an elected 
Government and terrorise a people and they gave 
strength to those in Chile who continued to resist. 

I am delighted that Stuart Barrie, who was one 
of the workers who led the action, is here today. 
He said: 

“Years later we heard that folk in Chile were inspired by 
us. We’ve met a guy who was in prison being tortured and 
he said he heard about our action on the radio his guard 
had. He said it gave him the will to live. It was a wee spark 
of life, it lifted him up.” 

It takes courage to take a stand such as the 
workers in East Kilbride did, and it takes strong 
unions and collective action to sustain it. What 
those workers did was a proud moment in a proud 
history of working-class solidarity in Scotland, 
often in the face of United Kingdom Governments 
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that have been happier to dine with dictators and 
condemn those standing against them. 

However, the evil that the workers in East 
Kilbride defied in the 1970s is not only of our past. 
Brutal regimes still exist and so do their links with 
Scotland. Missile systems manufactured by 
Raytheon in Fife for the Saudi air force have been 
linked to war crimes in Yemen, including the 
bombing of hospitals, funerals and, just a few 
weeks ago, the slaughter of 40 children on a 
school bus. Despite that clear link between a 
factory in Scotland and terrible human rights 
abuses abroad, Raytheon is still given public 
money in this country. More than £200,000 has 
been given to the world’s largest guided missile 
manufacturer, and it is far from the only arms 
trader to receive such funds. 

Today, we celebrate the actions of Scottish 
workers who defied a dictator thousands of miles 
away. I hope that the Scottish Government will be 
inspired enough by their story to end the support 
that is being given this very day to those who 
supply equally brutal regimes. That would be a 
powerful demonstration that Scotland’s strong 
tradition of international solidarity lives on. 

13:16 

Neil Findlay (Lothian) (Lab): I thank Linda 
Fabiani for bringing this debate to the chamber. 
We have heard some fantastic speeches. 

If we look back at the history and the election of 
Allende, we can see that that time shook America 
to its core. We have to remember that it was only 
a decade or so after the Cuban revolution that we 
saw a democratically elected left-wing socialist 
government in the backyard of the United States. 
That sparked a reaction from powerful vested 
interests of the political right, because they saw 
their grip on power being wrenched away, not by a 
coup but by democracy. 

That is what all this was about, because 
Allende’s coalition set about implementing a 
programme of land redistribution and 
nationalisation, reducing unemployment and 
increasing wages, social reform and, as Ross 
Greer said, health and education. That really 
struck a chord with those who had previously held 
power, because it was the polar opposite of what 
they wanted. They did not want to lift working 
people and peasants out of poverty, improve the 
economy or develop social services. They wanted 
to retain power and their base, and they actively 
and quickly organised and conspired, ultimately 
launching the violent coup on 11 September 1973, 
with the assassination and the overthrow of the 
Government. Members have spoken about the 
footage of the jets bombing the presidential palace 

and key Government buildings being attacked, 
and those are the haunting images of that time. 

I have not yet seen the whole film—I hope to 
see it next week at my party’s conference in 
Liverpool, where there will be a showing—but I am 
very aware of the story, because it is one of the 
great campaigns in the history of the Scottish 
trade union and labour movement. It is about class 
unity and workers thousands of miles away from 
South America taking direct action by refusing to 
service engines that were destined for persecution 
and oppression. It is an example of the very best 
values of the labour and trade union movement, 
with workers identifying an injustice that was an 
affront to their sense of morality, their sense of 
right and wrong and their belief in democracy and 
human rights. 

Their refusal to work on the engines had a direct 
impact. It meant that some of the planes were 
grounded, undoubtedly saving lives and 
preventing more misery. It was a practical step. 
We should remember that the actions of the 
workers and the shop stewards committee were 
not taken in self-interest. It was not about 
improving their pay or their conditions. It was a 
purely humanitarian act of solidarity. Tony Benn 
said that democracy is one of the most 
revolutionary acts and that that is why so many 
people oppose it. I would add solidarity to that. I 
think that it is one of the greatest acts of 
compassion that human beings who do not know 
each other can show each other. 

Following the coup, Chile became a laboratory 
for neoliberal shock doctrine as the Pinochet 
regime let the free market rip while persecuting, 
torturing and killing thousands of people. The 
lucky ones fled to other countries and around 500 
settled here. They were welcomed by trade 
unions, mining communities, churches, charities 
and others. That showed compassion and 
solidarity. 

I congratulate the film-makers, shop stewards 
and workers—some of whom are no longer with 
us—who stood up using the greatest tool that 
workers have, which is the withdrawal of their 
labour. As we witness the rise of Trump, the far 
right on the march again and extreme nationalism 
throughout Europe, the left and progressive forces 
must organise to resist the vile ideology of 
fascism. Ross Greer was also right to point out 
what is happening in this country to supply 
weapons to odious regimes. The title of the film 
says it all: “Nae Pasaran!”. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: In view of the 
number of speakers who remain to take part in the 
debate, I am minded to accept a motion under rule 
8.14.3 of standing orders to extend the debate by 
up to 30 minutes. 
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Motion moved, 

That, under Rule 8.14.3, the debate be extended by up 
to 30 minutes.—[Linda Fabiani] 

Motion agreed to. 

13:21 

Willie Coffey (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) 
(SNP): It is a great pleasure to be part of the 
debate and the commemoration. I thank Linda 
Fabiani for bringing the debate to Parliament to 
mark the wonderful act of international solidarity 
that Scottish workers at Rolls Royce in East 
Kilbride showed between 1974 and 1978 to the 
people of Chile in their fight against the fascist 
dictator Augusto Pinochet. 

I watched the short film last night and was 
impressed that the men’s steadfast conviction 
about their action had not changed a bit over the 
years. When they saw film clips of their own Rolls 
Royce Avon engines flying over Santiago to bomb 
and kill people and put down a democratically 
elected Government, they decided to take action 
when the chance arose, which it certainly did, and 
they grounded half the Chilean air force as a 
result. When the engines came to East Kilbride to 
be serviced and returned to Chile, the men said 
no. They kept saying no—nae pasaran—and I am 
sure that they would say the same today if they 
were asked. 

It was moving to witness the silent moment of 
sadness when the Chilean film-makers revealed to 
the men that the engines eventually went back to 
Chile. They were probably sneaked out by the 
company on the instructions of the Government, 
even though the men were sure that they could 
not be used, as they were probably corroded. Little 
did they calculate that that would not matter a jot 
to Pinochet. In fact, one of the engines flew again 
and the plane crashed some years later. 

The coup in 1973 was backed by the 
Americans. Chilean Government figures have put 
the number of deaths and disappeared at around 
3,000. Around 10,000—probably much more than 
that, in reality—were held as political prisoners 
and tortured and around 200,000 fled into exile. 

My clearest memory of the situation in Chile 
comes from around 1977, when I was a student at 
Strathclyde university. As part of its warm-up tour 
for the 1978 world cup, Scotland was scheduled to 
play a football match against Chile in the stadium 
where thousands were held and many tortured 
and killed. I can still recall a Chilean mature 
student talking to me at length about what had 
happened in Chile and why Scotland should not 
play the game. Huge controversy surrounded it 
and the Scottish Football Association told 
everyone that the game would go ahead unless 
the UK Government instructed otherwise. It did 

not, and the match went ahead. Scotland won 4-2, 
if that even mattered. What mattered, whether we 
thought then or think now that it was right or wrong 
to play, was that the disgrace of Pinochet and the 
plight of the Chilean people were centre stage in 
Scotland. 

Members may be aware of the wonderful 
Chilean singer, teacher and poet, Victor Jara, who 
is probably the most famous political activist to be 
tortured and murdered by Pinochet’s regime. I 
came to know his story in the 1980s through a 
song by Arlo Guthrie, sung by our own Arthur 
Johnstone. Victor Jara’s songs were about love, 
peace and social justice, promoted by Salvador 
Allende and his Government. For that reason, 
Victor Jara was tortured and murdered and his 
body thrown on to the streets of Santiago. Justice 
caught up finally, just two months ago, when eight 
of the officers responsible for his murder were 
imprisoned for 15 years. 

Arlo Guthrie’s lovely description of Victor Jara’s 
hands as being both gentle and strong can apply 
in equal measure to our Scottish workers who 
stood by the people of Chile when they needed us. 
Those workers were rightly honoured by the 
Chilean Government for their solidarity. It must 
also apply to my unnamed Chilean friend, who 
reached out to me in 1977 to share the truth about 
what was happening in his beloved country. 

We salute all of them today. I congratulate Linda 
Fabiani once again on bringing the topic to the 
attention of the Parliament. 

13:25 

Johann Lamont (Glasgow) (Lab): I 
congratulate everyone who has been involved in 
what has been a very powerful debate. In 
particular, I thank Linda Fabiani for laying out for 
us all the story of the impact of what the East 
Kilbride workers did and for displaying her pride in 
the workers who come from the community that 
she represents. 

The inspirational story of the East Kilbride 
workers and the film, “Nae Pasaran!”, almost leave 
us without the right words to match what those 
actions meant. As someone who was privileged to 
be at the medal ceremony, I can say that it was 
made all the more inspirational by the quiet, 
humorous, understated testimony of the men 
involved in that great act of courage. I salute them 
and the film, which is a worthy celebration of the 
actions that they took. I recognise that those 
actions took courage and individual leadership, 
which also brought collective determination. For 
me, if we have both those things, we can move 
mountains and change the world. 

The film is a celebration of the capacity of 
people to do the right thing when they are not 
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guaranteed credit for it and nobody is looking to 
celebrate them—they do it simply because they 
believe it to be right. 

For people of my generation, Chile is 
unbelievably significant. I was still a school pupil at 
the time of the coup. I remember having a growing 
awareness of a very significant international event 
playing out as the horrors in Chile were relayed on 
the television. The situation in Chile, like that in 
South Africa, helped to shape my political 
thinking—just as it did for many people of my 
generation. I developed an understanding of what 
power was and how its abuses and their 
consequences played out not just on the 
international stage, but in the lives of individuals 
and families. 

As a young woman, I saw the impact of the 
events playing out locally, with Chilean people 
coming into communities and being housed in 
Glasgow and elsewhere. I remember an elderly 
friend of my parents from Skye talking warmly 
about the new Chilean neighbours. He was asking 
questions about why they were there, as well as 
reaching out to them with a typical Hebridean 
kindness to make them feel at home. 

I also remember a student from Chile who 
described what it was like to have no means of 
identifying who you were and what qualifications 
you had. That student went to university with my 
brother. The idea of being stateless and homeless 
and how frightening that would be had a huge 
impact on me. 

I was aware of the communities welcoming 
people who were fleeing the troubles in Chile and 
of individual acts of kindness. Like the East 
Kilbride workers, people were trying to make a 
difference to those who were in trouble. I, too, 
remember the Adam McNaughtan song, which 
starts with the “blood upon the grass”, but ends up 
talking about the blood on our hands. That song 
and that campaign talked about the ordinariness of 
a football stadium and the fact that although we 
saw it as somewhere for a sporting event to take 
place, it had actually been a place where people 
had been slaughtered and murdered.  

Willie Coffee was right to highlight the song 
about Victor Jara. I remember learning, as a 
young woman, that, in order to silence Jara and 
prevent him building comfort among the people 
round about him, 

“they broke all of his fingers 
So his strings no more could sound”. 

He could not play his guitar any longer, but he 
continued to sing. 

I also want to highlight that I remember as a 
young student being involved in a campaign to get 
Madame Allende elected as the rector of the 
University of Glasgow. Our Labour club did not 
succeed, but we played our little part by talking 

about what it must have been like for students like 
us who were living in Chile. 

The role of the Chile solidarity movement in 
Scotland was important in bringing people 
together. I would cite the role of Glasgow Trades 
Council and the indomitable Jane McKay, who 
understood the power of the trade union 
movement in bringing political campaigning 
together with the practical means to help those 
who were suffering in the struggle. 

In celebrating the men of East Kilbride and the 
film “Nae Pasaran!”, which speaks to that struggle, 
we celebrate the very best in humanity. Too often, 
our debate is debased, but we should draw on 
those who not only talked the language of 
solidarity but lived it. It was an inspiration then, 
and it is an inspiration now. It is a lesson for us all. 

13:30 

The Cabinet Secretary for Culture, Tourism 
and External Affairs (Fiona Hyslop): First, I 
congratulate Linda Fabiani on securing the 
debate. The showing of the film “Nae Pasaran!” 
would be a responsibility of the Presiding Officer 
and parliamentarians, but I strongly urge everyone 
to ensure that that showing happens. It would be 
important because the answers to some of the 
questions that came up in a number of members’ 
reflections could be answered by viewing the 
documentary film. 

I appreciate the debate being extended in order 
that we could hear all the excellent speeches, 
because every member has brought something 
different to this important debate. Linda Fabiani 
set out the politics of the time and the harshness 
and brutality of the fascist regime. Sandra White 
reflected on the importance of the story being one 
of international solidarity and of standing up to 
fascist dictatorship. 

However, the story is also one of human and 
individual morality. I took that message from the 
film when I had the privilege of seeing it at its 
world premiere in March during the Glasgow film 
festival. 

As we heard in a number of speeches, including 
that from Willie Coffey, film footage started the 
story of the film—footage of the Hawker Hunter 
jets flying and bombing the presidential palace in 
Santiago sparked the response from the East 
Kilbride workers, and the story has continued. 

I congratulate Felipe Bustos Sierra, because the 
remarkable thing about the film is that it 
investigates, and parts that were perhaps not in 
the original story have been rediscovered. That is 
a strong statement of the power of films and 
documentaries in ensuring that we find out things 
that we did not know—and the workers certainly 
did not know—at the time. 
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The film was originally an award-winning 2013 
short film. It received funding from Creative 
Scotland, and I am delighted that the film then 
became a full documentary. Individual morality 
and solidarity, as part of the trade union 
movement, are important themes and Bob Fulton, 
Robert Somerville, John Keenan and Stuart Barrie 
showed integrity in acting on their beliefs and 
standing up in solidarity with the Chilean people, 
which was inspiring. In opposing the Pinochet 
dictatorship, the men were awarded the highest 
civilian honour for non-Chilean citizens, which is 
the Order of Bernardo O’Higgins medal. I 
commend the director and the production team for 
their relentless dedication to bringing the story to 
light. 

As we have heard, most recently from Johann 
Lamont, many Chileans made their homes in 
Scotland after their exile, and they brought their 
skills, expertise and culture. They stayed with local 
families, and the bonds that were built at that time 
endure today. 

In June next year, Parliament will celebrate 
world refugee day. It is important to recognise 
people who have had to flee their homes. To this 
day, people have to flee their homes because of 
the threat to them and their families due to their 
beliefs, experiences, religion or other issues. 
Today, we show solidarity, support and 
understanding for people who are fleeing 
persecution. That is part of our story in trying to 
ensure that we show solidarity and resistance. We 
should commit to reaching out to the humanity that 
exists in the world in order to overcome all that is 
bad about the dictatorships that still exist. 

I say to members who have not seen the film 
that it is important to see it. Some people said that 
they did not know what happened to the crates. I 
was struck by the part of the film that used 
detailed research to cross-reference the reference 
numbers on the original crates with what was 
discovered in Chile when the documentary makers 
went there. 

I will describe another striking aspect. Neil 
Findlay and others talked about how the workers 
did not know for decades what the response was 
to their individual acts in support of others. The 
film captured that when we heard the responses to 
the story from political prisoners. Monica Lennon 
referred to Dame Judith Hart. The documentary 
states only what can be stated but, at the time, 
concerns were raised and people wondered about 
whether the removal of the crates had anything to 
do with the release of political prisoners. We do 
not know the answer to that, but the film explores 
and questions the issues. 

As for what the story means for what we can 
and should do, we should always remember what 
happened, but we should also celebrate 
individuals. Johann Lamont referred to the 

delightful humorous and understated response of 
the East Kilbride workers, which makes the film 
what it is. We can read and understand 
information, and we can hear documentaries, but 
in the film the personalities of the four men come 
across, so that we start to understand their 
integrity, morality and sheer dogged 
determination—perhaps it was the thrawn Scots 
spirit—to do what they wanted to do because they 
believed that it was right. 

We in the Parliament have many 
responsibilities, not least in relation to our trade 
policy and our human rights experience. Defence 
diversification is the right thing to do. As a country 
that is a good global citizen, we must try to ensure 
that human rights are understood universally. 

I am proud to have been part of the debate, 
which has covered important messages. I have 
also learned more about the football situation than 
I was previously aware of. 

The workers’ stories must be told. I was proud 
to take my young son to the film’s premiere. He 
asked me why we do not know about the story, 
which is part not only of Chilean history but of 
Scottish history. I encourage everyone to view the 
film if they can, and to ensure that individually and 
politically we live our lives with such a sense of 
integrity and morality. Wherever in the world we 
see injustice or people’s political and human rights 
being compromised, and wherever in the world we 
can seek peace and solidarity, we should always 
fulfil our responsibilities as much as we can to do 
good. 

“Nae Pasaran!” charts a dark period of Chilean 
history, but the story should be told. It tells a 
modern story of solidarity, compassion and the 
human spirit in Chile and here in Scotland. Our 
international connections are important, and 
simple actions can have a lasting impact. 

I express my admiration for everyone who was 
involved in the making of the film. I pay tribute to 
all those from across Scotland and beyond who 
stood and stand in solidarity with people around 
the world, and I pay tribute particularly to those 
who supported the Chilean people in that period. 
Bob Fulton, Robert Somerville, John Keenan, 
Stuart Barrie and Felipe Bustos Sierra—we salute 
you. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I thank all 
members for their contributions. I am sure that Ms 
Fabiani knows how to progress the showing of a 
film in Parliament; I do not need to tell her how to 
do that. 

13:39 

Meeting suspended.
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14:30 

On resuming— 

Food and Drink 

The Presiding Officer (Ken Macintosh): Good 
afternoon. The next item of business is a debate 
on motion S5M-13876, in the name of Fergus 
Ewing, on celebrating Scotland’s food and drink 
success story. 

The Cabinet Secretary for the Rural 
Economy (Fergus Ewing): Let me seek to be 
helpful by re-emphasising the Scottish 
Government’s commitment to providing legislation 
to underpin Scotland’s status as a good food 
nation. I am pleased to reaffirm today our clear 
commitment to introduce legislation in the current 
session of Parliament. 

This week, we published a programme of 
measures setting out our progress all across 
Government. A considerable volume of good work 
is being carried out or is planned, showing that we 
are well on course to meet the objective of 
Scotland becoming a good food nation. I am 
grateful to the Conservatives for welcoming in their 
amendment that good solid contribution. 

I will write to the Rural Economy and 
Connectivity Committee to seek its views on the 
programme and on the good food nation concept 
generally, because I wish to obtain parliamentary 
input. After all, there is no instruction manual for or 
agreed definition of what makes a country a good 
food nation. The concept and the reality are 
relatively new. It is therefore right and, I believe, 
necessary that we take time to deliberate on how 
to achieve our aims. 

In the spirit of seeking to maintain a broadly 
consensual approach across all the political 
parties, I am pleased to say that we shall agree to 
the Labour, Lib Dem and Green amendments. I 
regret, however, that we cannot extend our 
support to the Conservative amendment because 
it would delete the part of our motion that points 
out that a hard Brexit or a no-deal Brexit would put 
at risk the success of Scotland’s food and drink 
sector. 

Some of the points in the Labour and Green 
amendments provide helpful guidance on where to 
point the consultation on legislative proposals. It is 
crucial that we still consult the public and key 
stakeholders in order to further the shape and 
content of a good food nation. 

It is fitting that the debate is taking place during 
Scotland’s food and drink fortnight. This important 
annual event supports and promotes Scottish 
produce and the people who grow, make, cook 
and sell it. Once again, the event has provided a 

wonderful opportunity for the food and drink 
industry to showcase its achievements. 

This year, the food and drink fortnight is aligned 
to the year of young people, and is themed around 
the future of the industry. I am absolutely 
committed to ensuring that young people have the 
skills and support to allow them to play a full part 
in the success of the industry. I was delighted to 
meet some of Scottish food and drink’s new young 
ambassadors at the launch of the fortnight. Those 
inspiring young people give me great confidence 
for the future. 

The food and drink industry is vital to Scotland—
it creates jobs and wealth, it impacts positively on 
health and sustainability, and it helps to attract 
visitors by promoting our food and drink around 
the world. I pay tribute to our farmers, crofters, 
fishermen, brewers and distillers who produce our 
high-quality food and drink. 

The industry is now worth about £14,000 million 
annually, with turnover up 35 per cent since 2007. 
Exports reached a record £6,000 million last year, 
which was up 70 per cent from 2007. That 
success shows no sign of slowing down. First, the 
rate of growth of turnover in food manufacturing in 
Scotland is double the rate of growth in England. 
Secondly, the birth rate of new businesses in the 
food and drink sector is higher here than it is 
anywhere else in the United Kingdom. Thirdly, 
whisky, which is one of our most famous and most 
enjoyed exports, continues to be a global 
phenomenon. We ship from our many distilleries 
39 bottles per second every day to 182 global 
markets. I am indebted to the person who 
computed that particular interesting statistic. 
Those are hugely impressive statistics, Presiding 
Officer, as I am sure you will agree. 

At the heart of that success has been our 
reputation. Our brand, which is founded on 
provenance and heritage, is increasingly 
recognised at home and in premium markets. 
None of its success could be achieved without the 
passion, dedication and entrepreneurship of the 
many people working across the industry, whose 
skills and commitment I value. Those qualities will 
be required in abundance as we face the 
considerable challenges that will be presented by 
the UK’s likely exit from the European Union. 

The Scottish Government has always supported 
the closest possible relationship with the EU—a 
relationship that avoids tariffs and other trade 
barriers for our food and drink products. As is 
made clear in our motion, part of which the 
Conservative amendment would delete, a no-deal 
Brexit would be deeply damaging and disruptive 
for the food and drink sector, and would affect our 
protected geographical indications. It is 
inconceivable that our brands, including 
Stornoway black pudding, Arbroath smokies and 
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Scotch whisky, not be properly protected. It is vital 
that we secure a sensible outcome, and I will 
continue to express our concerns to UK ministers. 

Stewart Stevenson (Banffshire and Buchan 
Coast) (SNP): In relation to Scotch whisky and 
PGIs, is it not also vital that we preserve the 
minimum three years that whisky is kept in bond, 
which is an important contributor to the quality of 
the product? We know that there are pressures 
from other markets, notably the United States, to 
get the minimum reduced to one year in order to 
level the playing field with, for example, bourbon 
and other American whiskeys. 

Fergus Ewing: Mr Stevenson has made a very 
good point, with which I agree. It is vital that we 
get a sensible outcome with respect to 
geographical indications, so I will continue to 
express our concerns to UK ministers when I meet 
them once again on Monday next week. 

It is exactly a year since I stood in Parliament 
and spoke about the exciting new food and drink 
strategy—called ambition 2030—that is being led 
by the industry. That ambitious plan of action, from 
an ambitious industry, aims to grow the industry to 
£30 billion by 2030. I have every confidence that 
with the help of this Government’s long-
established commitment to the sector, and the £10 
million of direct investment that has been provided 
to support ambition 2030, the strategy can 
succeed. 

Much has been achieved during the year, 
including continued efforts to promote and 
showcase the industry in Scotland and abroad at 
trade shows in Brussels, Boston, Japan and Hong 
Kong, and a range of programmes to support 
businesses, including the supplier accreditation 
programme, which seeks to help businesses to 
achieve British Retail Consortium standard. 

There has also been on-going investment 
through our European grant schemes. Among our 
largest grants have been grants to Albert Bartlett 
for a new packaging facility and to Scotbeef for a 
new abattoir and processing facility. Those world-
class facilities are being assisted by support from 
the Scottish Government. 

We have published a number of sectoral action 
plans covering fruit and vegetables, pigs and—just 
last week—venison. More will follow over the 
coming months. They represent a series of 
practical actions to drive economic growth in the 
sector. 

Outwith the ambition 2030 strategy, we have 
been busy with many new policies that contribute 
to the development of the food and drink sector. In 
August, the First Minister was in Arran to launch 
our new food tourism action plan, which aims to 
double by 2030 the amount that visitors spend on 
food and drink. We recently launched a regional 

food fund of £250,000 to support growth in 
Scotland’s local and regional food and drink 
sector. We have appointed Gary Maclean as our 
national chef to showcase our quality produce and 
encourage understanding and use of healthy and 
sustainable food. Gary has done great work since 
his appointment—not least in encouraging an 
interest in cooking in schools and the wider 
community. 

Mark Ruskell (Mid Scotland and Fife) 
(Green): There has clearly been a lot of work 
done, and a lot of groups have been 
commissioned and appointments made. When will 
the cabinet secretary respond to the Scottish food 
commission’s recommendations, which he 
received in December 2017? 

Fergus Ewing: I will come to that later in my 
speech, so I will deal with the matter then, if that is 
in order. 

The programme for government last week 
underlined our on-going commitment to the future 
of the food and drink sector. We announced a 
range of actions including that we will, by March 
2019, publish a new food and drink five-year 
export plan and bring forward new measures to 
promote and market our produce overseas. We 
will expand the number of sectors that are covered 
by food and drink sectoral plans to include beef, 
sheep, dairy, poultry and craft beer. We will take 
action to streamline and simplify our support for 
food and drink businesses in order to ensure that 
they can access the right support quickly and 
effectively. 

The programme also highlighted our future 
plans for a policy area that I know is of particular 
interest to many members: the good food nation. 
Our vision is for Scotland to be a good food nation 
by 2025—a place where people from every walk of 
life take pride and pleasure in, and benefit from, 
the food that they produce, buy, cook, serve and 
eat. Our exciting new agenda for establishing us 
as a good food nation sets a real ambition for 
improving not just the health and wellbeing of all 
the people of Scotland, but its economy and 
environment. In February 2015, we established 
the Scottish food commission to support the work 
on the good food nation policy. I attended the 
commission’s final meeting in June and thanked 
the commissioners for their important work to 
develop proposals for taking forward the good 
food nation agenda. 

Recommendations that have been submitted by 
the commission have provided me and my 
colleagues with valuable options for the direction 
of travel on this important policy. In considering 
options for the future, it has become clear that 
legislation is not the only answer. So much 
excellent work is already being done across the 
Government and local government and across 
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Scotland to contribute to the good food nation 
agenda. 

This week, I published our “Good Food Nation 
Programme of Measures” progress report, which 
sets out the full range of work that is under way. It 
is a fantastic record of the commitment that we 
have to the food and drink industry, to the 
education and health of our people, to the 
sustainability of the environment and to the 
vibrancy of the sector’s contribution to our 
economy. I am proud to have published a 
document that provides such overwhelming 
evidence of the wide-ranging work that is going on 
across the Government to deliver on the good 
food nation ambition. 

We are not complacent—we want to do more. 
The programme therefore highlights a number of 
specific new policies that we are planning to help 
us to meet our good food nation ambition. For 
example, we have consulted on the 
recommendations of the review of school food and 
drink regulations, which aim to bring the 
regulations into closer alignment with the Scottish 
dietary goals. Included are proposals to reduce 
sugar further and to increase consumption of fruit 
and vegetables. 

We will increase the fair food fund budget from 
£1.5 million to £3.5 million in 2019-20, which will 
enable us to continue our work to promote food-
delivery models that embrace the principles of 
dignified food. We plan to create more 
opportunities for more primary school children to 
have the chance to visit a farm in order to raise 
their awareness of where their food comes from, 
and of the role that farmers play as food producers 
and custodians of the countryside. We continue to 
work towards our target of reducing all food waste 
in Scotland by 33 per cent by 2025, against a 
2013 baseline. Suggested measures to achieve 
the target will be published in our food-waste 
action plan later this year. 

Those are all great examples of policies that 
contribute to the good food nation agenda, and I 
confirm that we are committed to consulting on the 
detail in the autumn. I welcome the contribution of 
Parliament, individual parties and, of course, the 
Scottish food commission, which has provided a 
solid basis of recommendations, which will be 
explored further in the consultation. 

I have had the opportunity to visit many food 
and drink businesses, which is a great pleasure. 
Just this morning, I visited Glasgow-based 
Lomond Fine Foods Ltd, which was set up 21 
years ago by Sam and Barbara Henderson and is 
now thriving with great growth and success. The 
company supplies many of Scotland’s excellent 
convenience stores, including with food to go, on 
which it is a leading supplier, and is taking 
effective action to reduce its carbon footprint. That 

company and many other businesses are a true 
credit to Scotland and offer great opportunities for 
the future. 

The evidence is there for all to see that the food 
and drink industry in Scotland is a real success 
story and is worthy of celebration. So much is 
being achieved in terms of supporting and growing 
the industry, and it is in a good place. The industry 
makes an excellent contribution to our work 
towards becoming a good food nation—work that 
is supported right across the Government. Our 
good food nation progress report is an excellent 
summary of the work that is being done and is 
planned to ensure that we continue to deliver on 
our vision. 

I commend the motion in my name and hope 
that members can support it. 

I move, 

That the Parliament welcomes Scottish Food and Drink 
Fortnight and its campaign this year to encourage more 
people to buy, eat and promote Scottish food and drink and 
to champion the role that young people play in the sector’s 
success; notes that these aims are reflected in the vision of 
Scotland as a Good Food Nation; notes that legislation 
underpinning the Good Food Nation vision and ambition will 
be introduced in the current parliamentary session; 
acknowledges the importance and value of the Scottish 
food and drink sector to the Scottish economy and the 
people of Scotland, particularly through the growth in sales 
within the UK and overseas since 2007; notes that, in 2017, 
food and drink exports to the EU were worth £2.5 billion; is 
concerned that the prospect of a hard or no-deal Brexit 
increasingly puts this success at risk, not least because of 
the threat to the geographical indication status, which 
provides economic benefit to many important Scottish 
products, and urges the UK Government to ensure that 
Scottish produce can continue to benefit from geographical 
indication status in the UK, Europe and internationally. 

14:45 

Donald Cameron (Highlands and Islands) 
(Con): I refer to my entry in the register of 
members’ interests, which mentions my farming 
and aquaculture interests and the fact that I am a 
non-executive director of  Murray Income Trust, a 
company that has food and drink investments. 

I am pleased to be able to open for the Scottish 
Conservatives in this important and timely debate 
on an issue of significance to not only the 
Highlands and Islands region that I represent, but 
the whole of Scotland. I share many of the 
sentiments that the cabinet secretary expressed 
and I hope that—with some exceptions—this 
debate will generally be consensual, because 
Scotland rightly prides itself on the high-quality 
offering in our food and drink sector. 

That was evident at last night’s event in the 
Parliament, which was hosted by John Scott and 
attended by many members, including the cabinet 
secretary, and where there was a small but 
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impressive showcase from what is an incredible 
sector. I was particularly impressed to hear from 
four young people who work in the industry. They 
are all optimistic about their future and offer the 
inspirational message to other young people that 
this is a thriving industry. 

There is clear evidence that the food and drink 
sector is growing and thriving. During this debate, I 
am sure that we will be treated to a smörgåsbord 
of delicious examples of food and drink from 
across Scotland. The most recent statistics show 
that exports from the manufacture of food and 
drink increased by £270 million to £5.5 billion in 
2016 and that turnover is up by 36 per cent over 
the past decade. The Food and Drink Federation 
Scotland estimates that a further 27,000 jobs will 
be required in the sector over the next 10 years. 
That highlights the growth opportunities in food 
and drink. These are phenomenal achievements 
by the sector, which all sides of the political divide 
will surely welcome. 

I could talk about the Highlands and Islands for 
ever, but I will talk about the region briefly. 
Whenever I visit a local food and drink business, 
people talk optimistically about their future. For 
instance, it is well known that the Highlands and 
Islands has seen a boom in gin production, with 
new distilleries opening in Barra and on Harris, 
Tiree and Mull over the past few years. I do not 
want to be accused of favouritism by naming 
certain products, but I think that it is instructive that 
the Scotland Office has noted that 70 per cent of 
gin production in the UK comes from Scotland. 
That is an incredible feat for our country. 

Whisky, of course, should be mentioned. Some 
members will be delighted to know that on Islay, 
the new Ardnahoe distillery is practically in full 
swing. Other new distilleries are mooted, so it 
might be that the number of distilleries on Islay will 
go back into double figures for the first time in a 
long time. 

On a national level, my party welcomes the 
Scottish Government’s recent announcement of 
help to grow the food and drink sector further. We 
support the aim to deliver an additional £1 billion 
to Scotland’s economy by 2030 via the food 
tourism Scotland action plan to which the cabinet 
secretary referred. We all know and recognise the 
importance of continuing to grow the Scottish 
brand world wide and targeting new and emerging 
markets for the various products that we have to 
offer. For example, whisky exports to Africa were 
boosted recently by the successful registration of 
Scotch whisky as a trademark in South Africa, and 
last year we had the welcome news that haggis 
can now be imported into Canada. Scotland’s 
offering to the world is growing, which is plainly to 
be welcomed. 

Conservatives and, I think, members of other 
parties are concerned that the proposed good food 
nation bill appeared to have been downgraded into 
a programme in last week’s programme for 
government. A good food nation bill is an 
important measure, which would not only support 
the growth of Scottish food and drink abroad, but 
increase domestic access, which is fundamental. 
The introduction of such a bill over the next year 
would present a great opportunity to join up the 
Government’s approach to food and drink, in the 
context of agriculture, environment, health, 
education, planning and licensing, for example. In 
our view, a good food nation bill has the potential 
to make a difference in the fight to make Scotland 
a healthier and more sustainable nation. 

The fact is that if the Scottish Government 
wanted to embody the bold ambition to which the 
First Minister referred prior to announcing her 
programme for government, it would commit to 
introducing the bill sooner rather than later. After 
all, the bill was mooted back in the 2016 
programme for government and in last year’s 
programme for government, and it was in the 
Scottish National Party’s manifesto in 2016. 
Where has that ambition gone? Why the delay? I 
welcome the cabinet secretary’s words at the start 
of his speech, and I genuinely have no doubt 
about his and the Government’s sincerity when it 
comes to their support of the policy, but I do not 
understand their reticence and reluctance to get 
going now.  

Questions have been asked by many individuals 
and organisations outside Parliament about the 
rationale for downgrading the plan. Others will 
question why there is not a more concrete 
commitment to legislate soon. WWF Scotland has 
said:  

“A Good Food Nation Bill would provide the legislative 
means to tackle the significant challenges of Scotland’s 
current food system.” 

Pete Ritchie of Nourish Scotland said that it  

“would set a new direction of travel for food in Scotland ... 
Scotland has all the ingredients to deliver this, and the 
public are behind it. We just need the political will.” 

Both those charities are part of the larger Scottish 
food coalition, whose chair described last week’s 
announcement as “disappointing”.  

We believe that, given the positive support for 
legislation in the programme for government, there 
was an ideal chance for the Scottish Government 
to introduce some new legislation and to be bold, 
radical and brave. We do not understand why a bill 
that commands such wide cross-party support and 
the backing of charities, the agricultural sector and 
the wider public looks as if it will be kicked into the 
long grass. 
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Fergus Ewing: Does Mr Cameron welcome the 
fact that we are having a public consultation on 
this, using as a basis the food commission report 
and the progress report, and that it is surely 
sensible with something that is novel, and for 
which there is no instruction manual or kit, that we 
take time to get it right, that we deliberate and, 
above all, that we consult the public and the 
stakeholders, including all political parties in this 
Parliament? 

Donald Cameron: I absolutely agree that we 
should consult the public, but I do not think that 
that is a reason to delay introducing the bill.  

Scotland has one of the worst obesity records 
among the Organisation for Economic Co-
operation and Development countries, with two-
thirds of adults in Scotland classed as overweight, 
stark health inequalities and, in many cases, a 
lack of access to good-quality food. That is why 
the legislation is so important. Although the 
legislation might not necessarily deliver the 
change, it is the key to unlocking or enabling 
change.  

In the time remaining, I will mention 
geographical indicators, because we recognise the 
serious concerns about geographical indicators, 
particularly in the context of the UK’s exit from the 
European Union. I do not dispute for a moment 
their vital importance to the sector, to prevent 
cheap international imitations and to preserve the 
history of products and their heritage, from 
Stornoway black pudding to Arbroath smokies. I 
am encouraged that the UK Government has 
stated clearly in its document, “The Future 
Relationship between the United Kingdom and the 
European Union”, that 

“The UK will be establishing its own GI scheme after exit ... 
and will provide a clear and simple set of rules on GIs, and 
continuous protection for UK GIs in the UK.” 

I also draw Parliament’s attention to the evidence 
of the Secretary of State for Scotland, David 
Mundell, who told a committee of this Parliament 
last week: 

“Our intention is that the existing arrangements with the 
EU will remain exactly as they are, that we would have 
such arrangements in any future trade deals and that we 
will make arrangements in our laws in Scotland and the 
United Kingdom to ensure that protection.”—[Official 
Report, Finance and Constitution Committee, 6 September 
2018; c 22.] 

I know that the cabinet secretary is meeting David 
Mundell next week, and I hope that that is an item 
for them to discuss.  

I acknowledge entirely the concern about GIs, 
and that is why we have mentioned it at the start 
of our amendment, because the continuation of a 
GI scheme is not just beneficial for businesses in 
Scotland, but important for businesses across the 
United Kingdom.  

In conclusion, we think that there is a cross-
party consensus to see major change in the way 
that we think of food and the way that people have 
access to it. There is disappointment that the SNP 
Government has downgraded the good food 
nation bill in its programme for government and we 
believe that, if the SNP really wants to drive 
forward change, it will introduce a good food 
nation bill over the next 12 months, and we will 
work with the Government to ensure that it 
delivers for the people of Scotland.  

I move amendment S5M-13876.1, to leave out 
from “is concerned” to end and insert: 

“recognises the importance of geographical indicators to 
the Scottish food and drink sector; believes that any 
replacement scheme for geographical indicators must 
ensure at least an equivalent level of protection once the 
UK leaves the EU; acknowledges the innovative approach 
set out in the Good Food Nation policy document; believes 
that this needs to be underpinned by legislation to ensure 
that Scotland’s food policy maintains coherence and 
visibility over the long term within a framework of common 
principles, and consequently, regrets the omission of a 
Good Food Nation Bill from this year’s Programme for 
Government, and calls on the Scottish Government to 
introduce such a Bill within the next 12 months.” 

14:54 

Colin Smyth (South Scotland) (Lab): The food 
and drink sector is immensely important to our 
economy and to the people of Scotland. It 
contributes £5.5 billion to the economy each year, 
which is double the figure that it contributed in 
2007, and makes up almost a fifth of our total 
manufacturing turnover, turning over £14.4 billion 
a year. Scotland’s 18,850 food and drink 
businesses employ more than 115,000 people. 
There has been incredible growth in the sector 
over the past decade, and Labour fully supports 
the aims that are set out in the Government’s 
“Ambition 2030” paper, which outlines a bold and 
ambitious vision to double turnover to £30 billion 
by 2030. 

The food and drink industry is particularly 
important to rural communities such as the south 
of Scotland, which I have the privilege to 
represent. I will give members a taste of what I 
mean. My home region of Dumfries and Galloway 
is home to a thriving food and drink sector. Our 
farmers produce more than 40 per cent of 
Scotland’s dairy, and we can boast a range of 
fantastic artisan products from across the region. 
As a result of the importance and potential of the 
sector, the local Labour-led council has 
announced the development of a regional food 
and drink strategy that seeks to double the value 
of the region’s industry to £2.5 billion by 2030. 
That is an ambitious target, but it is one that the 
region is more than capable of realising, because, 
across Dumfries and Galloway, food and drink 
initiatives and businesses are creating new jobs, 
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bolstering the local economy and attracting more 
tourists to the area than ever before. 

As a local councillor, I launched the Dumfries 
and Galloway food trail, which invites people to eat 
and drink their way around the natural larder of the 
region to discover the artisan food and drink that 
are produced by some of the most passionate 
people in the business. I am talking about 
companies such as Cream o’ Galloway near the 
food town of Castle Douglas, where David and 
Wilma Finlay are leading the way in ethical 
farming by proving that there is an alternative to 
the export of live calves and, along the way, are 
producing some of the most amazing ice cream 
and cheese. Another such business is Loch 
Arthur, which I recently had the privilege, as the 
chair of Dumfries and Galloway’s Fairtrade 
steering group, of awarding Fairtrade flagship 
employer status, which helped to deliver Fairtrade 
status to the region. 

The trail takes people behind the scenes at food 
and drink producers, including Annandale 
Distillery, which, after three years, is now 
producing its first whisky. I can personally vouch 
for the product. The region also boasts some of 
the busiest farmers markets, such as the new 
market at Dumfries railway station. We have some 
of the best food festivals and celebrations in the 
country, including the Stranraer oyster festival, 
which begins tomorrow. It celebrates not only Loch 
Ryan’s world-class oysters but the area’s culture 
and heritage. 

With outstanding restaurants, cafes, guest 
houses and hotels, Dumfries and Galloway is the 
place to do business when it comes to food and 
drink, and it is playing its part in Scotland’s food 
and drink success story. 

However, we are not without our major 
challenges. As the cabinet secretary is acutely 
aware, in fish processing the region is currently 
dealing with the economic tsunami that is being 
inflicted on the town of Annan by Young’s 
Seafood’s decision to close the Pinneys of 
Scotland factory, leading to the loss of 700 
permanent and temporary jobs in a community 
with a working population of just 5,500. An action 
plan is being developed and the proposals for 
economic renewal that it puts forward must be 
backed by Scottish Government funding. 

The region’s food and drink sector—along with 
the rest of Scotland—also faces the uncertainties 
of Brexit, which threatens our tariff-free access to 
markets as well as access to workers. 

Fergus Ewing: Before Mr Smyth leaves the 
extremely important matter of the future of the 
employees of Pinneys in the town of Annan, would 
he acknowledge that the south of Scotland agency 
has stepped up to the plate by providing a 

proposed programme of assistance of £250,000, 
and that the jobs fair that has been held—another 
is to be held in October—has provided useful 
opportunities for former employees to find 
alternative employment? We are, of course, 
continuing to work hard to find out whether other 
employers can be attracted to the area to take 
over some of Pinneys’ operations or to create new 
ones. I emphasise how important that is to the 
Scottish Government. 

Colin Smyth: The £250,000, which was 
requested by Dumfries and Galloway Council, is 
important, but it will be used to develop an action 
plan. It is crucial that the proposals from that 
action plan, whose cost could come to several 
million pounds, are backed by the Government. 
That is what will create jobs in the area, not the 
plan itself. 

I return to the issue of the future after Brexit. 
What will replace the common agricultural policy 
and the common fisheries policy post-Brexit 
remains largely unanswered by the UK and 
Scottish Governments for a sector that relies 
heavily on long-term planning. As has been 
touched on, we also face the threat to 
geographical indication status, which provides 
legal protection against imitation and is estimated 
to increase a product’s value by a factor of 2.23. 

Geographical indication is particularly important 
to the Scotch whisky industry, which is our biggest 
food and drink export. The industry is worth £4.36 
billion a year and accounts for almost three 
quarters of our exports, highlighting the need for a 
Brexit deal that retains geographical indication 
status. The economic importance of our food and 
drink sector is enormous and so, therefore, is the 
potential impact of Brexit. 

The importance of the food and drink sector 
goes beyond its crucial economic importance. It 
impacts on our health, our environment and our 
record on animal welfare. A lack of adequate 
access to food for far too many people exposes 
the gross inequalities in Scotland today. In a 
nation that provides so much outstanding food and 
drink, it is to our nation’s shame that so many 
children in Scotland still go to bed hungry at night. 
Although our food and drink sector in Scotland has 
grown, so too has the scandal of food poverty. 
Just last week, the Food Foundation revealed that 
more than 200,000 children in Scotland live in 
households that are unable to afford a healthy 
diet. It is absolutely right that we celebrate the 
successes of Scotland’s food and drink, but we 
need to rethink how we approach access to food 
in this country. That means recognising that 
access to food is a fundamental human right. 

It is deeply disappointing that last week’s 
programme for government did not give a 
commitment to introduce a dedicated, 
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comprehensive good food nation bill that would 
put tackling food poverty at its heart, despite 
previous pledges by the Scottish Government to 
do just that. That is a kick in the teeth for the many 
stakeholders who worked with the Government on 
our good food nation ambitions and who now 
believe that they have been betrayed. More 
importantly, it is a kick in the teeth for those 
200,000 children who live in households that are 
unable to afford a healthy diet. 

Fergus Ewing: Would Mr Smyth accept, in the 
spirit of good will, that I have reaffirmed the 
Government’s commitment to bring forward 
legislation that will underpin Scotland as a good 
food nation but that some of the action to tackle 
food poverty is dealt with more effectively by 
programmes? For example, our fair food funding 
has increased from £1.5 million to £3.5 million. 
Programmes such as that can make further 
progress in tackling what is a serious problem, as 
Mr Smyth argues. 

Colin Smyth: Of course, a good food nation bill 
is not the only solution to the problems that we 
face, but it is a necessary part of that solution. It 
has—or rather, it had—unanimous cross-party 
support, and much of what should be in such a 
dedicated bill is already clear. That is what the 
Government should consult on, not more process.  

A bold good food nation bill is an opportunity for 
Scotland to lead the way in environmental 
sustainability, health eating, animal welfare and 
working with our trade unions to drive up terms 
and condition for our food and drink workforce 
who, too often, are some of Scotland’s lowest-paid 
workers. Crucially, a good food nation bill is an 
opportunity to enshrine in law the right to food, 
paving the way for a duty on our public bodies, 
with clear targets for action that would be backed 
by an independent statutory body to ensure that 
action is delivered. We have still not had a 
commitment from the Government to do that. The 
Government must renew its commitment to a 
dedicated, bold good food nation bill that has 
tackling poverty and the right to food at its heart. I 
therefore call on the Government to do so and 
move amendment S5M-13876.4, to insert at end:  

“, and calls for a Good Food Nation Bill that has tackling 
food poverty and the right to food at its heart, ensuring a 
joined-up approach across government, local authorities, 
trade unions and public bodies to realise Scotland's Good 
Food Nation ambition.” 

15:03 

Mark Ruskell (Mid Scotland and Fife) 
(Green): On any night of the week in the 
Parliament, events, receptions and cross-party 
groups celebrate the success of Scottish food and 
drink. We are dripping with opportunities to 

celebrate that success, but it is time that we also 
faced up to the areas where we are failing. 

We are failing on animal welfare when we ship 
thousands of three-week-old calves each year on 
six-day journeys to the continent. We are failing 
nature when wild salmon stocks and farmland 
birds, such as the lapwing, are in rapid decline, 
with no firm plans to reverse those losses. We are 
failing to address the obesity epidemic, with 65 per 
cent of adults and nearly a third of children either 
obese or overweight. We are failing on 
affordability, too, with the poorest households 
needing to spend nearly two thirds of their income 
on food if they are to meet nutritional guidelines. It 
is time to see action on those crises to turn 
problems into opportunities, and the Greens, 
alongside all the Opposition parties, agree that a 
bill is the only way to achieve that. 

We all understand the threat that Brexit poses to 
protected geographical indications and the need 
for continued, if not improved, protection after 
withdrawal—there is no disagreement there. 
However, today we need to move the debate on 
and commit to what we can achieve through wider 
food policy and what our aims are for future 
powers that may come our way.  

I welcome the Scottish Government publishing, 
late on Tuesday evening, its good food nation 
progress report. At least it gives us an insight into 
what the Government meant when it downgraded 
good food nation from a bill to a programme last 
week. However, the report fails to give us any real 
update on progress. It is merely a list of ideas and 
intentions, along with a summary of existing 
schemes with a food theme. Many of those 
schemes—which are well intentioned—were 
already in place when the SNP proposed a good 
food nation bill before the 2016 Holyrood election. 
If the Government was content with them, why did 
it propose legislation in the first place? 

The progress report gives us very little data, and 
makes no attempt to track progress against the 
indicators for a good food nation that were put 
together by the food commission in 2015. This 
report is an attempt to say, “Trust us—we have got 
this in hand.” I am sorry, but I am not convinced. 

That is why my amendment calls for targets to 
be required by legislation, because we cannot 
report on progress if we do not know what we are 
trying to achieve and by when. I hope that we can 
all agree on the areas of policy that should be 
covered by those targets, because the wording of 
the amendment is lifted directly from the Scottish 
Government’s 2014 good food nation paper. I will 
quote it, because it has been around for some 
time and there has been a lot of good thinking on 
it. It stated:  
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“there is consensus on the key concept areas: health 
and wellbeing, environmental sustainability, local economic 
prosperity, resilient communities and fairness in the food 
chain”. 

The other key benefit of legislation is that it 
places a clear responsibility on ministers to take 
forward those plans. Leadership and political will 
have been sadly lacking on this in recent years. 
We should give recognition to the former Cabinet 
Secretary for Rural Affairs, Food and the 
Environment, Richard Lochhead, for his drive and 
vision in the original good food nation policy in 
2014. He understood the challenges in tackling the 
wide-ranging nature of food policy, but he was not 
afraid to take them on and he brought together a 
coalition of political and civic society support. 

Since 2016, however, not only have we seen 
the issue of food dropped from the cabinet 
secretary’s title, the vision of the good food nation 
has been steadily eroded until what was left was 
largely just an industry marketing programme in 
last week’s programme for government. 

Both the 2016 and 2017 programmes for 
government promised a consultation on a bill—not 
an approach—which never emerged. The cabinet 
secretary has had three reports provided to him by 
the food commission and, in December last year, 
a set of 10 recommendations for a good food 
nation bill. He has not published his response to 
those recommendations, yet he felt comfortable 
with disbanding the food commission and relieving 
it of its duties at the start of the summer, a move 
which he failed to inform Parliament of. 

The Government should consult on a bill now, 
not just on an approach, as the minister 
announced in this debate. So much excellent work 
to prepare the ground has been done, and not just 
by the food commission. The Scottish food 
coalition has brought the public and the food and 
farming sectors together to develop innovative 
ideas to feed into the bill. We are ready to go on 
this now. We have the ideas and the 
understanding. 

In June this year, at the final meeting of the food 
commission, the minutes state that the cabinet 
secretary told the commission that 

“a silo problem still existed across Scotland and that this 
made some legislative options difficult to achieve in a 
minority government”. 

The amendments from all four Opposition 
parties today show that we are more than on 
board with this cross-silo legislation. The sticking 
point is not parliamentary support, but political will 
from the cabinet secretary himself. He needs to 
get out of his economic silo, get moving and draft 
this bill or make way for someone who will. 

I move amendment S5M-13876.3, to insert after 
“parliamentary session;”: 

“agrees that this legislation should be broad-reaching 
and include measurable and time-bound targets for areas 
of policy on which food impacts, including health and 
wellbeing, environmental sustainability, local economic 
prosperity, resilient communities and fairness in the food 
chain, as well as new powers that the devolved institutions 
might receive as a result of exiting the EU, such as animal 
welfare, food standards, and public procurement;”. 

15:09 

Mike Rumbles (North East Scotland) (LD): I 
am glad to speak in this debate, which has been 
designed by the Scottish Government to celebrate 
the success story of our food and drinks industry. 
There is indeed much to celebrate. 

Before I move on to my amendment, I, too, want 
to mention our whisky industry. With more than 
10,000 people directly employed by the industry 
and with the highest ever level of exports, the 
industry is thriving. About 30 new distilleries are 
being planned to add to the 128 that are already 
well established, and with the industry accounting 
for more than 70 per cent of Scottish food and 
drink exports, it is good news all round. However, 
in the time that I have, I want to focus on some of 
the threats that we face when we are trying to 
grow our food and drinks industry. 

The Scottish whisky industry is all about quality, 
and that is the main reason why it accounts for 
more than 70 per cent of our food and drink 
exports. It is all about the perception and the 
reality of quality. 

Now, I want to focus on my amendment. 
Scottish farmed salmon also has a reputation with 
consumers around the world for being quality 
produce, and part of our job is to ensure that it 
remains so and to provide for the proper regulation 
of the industry, so that it is fit for purpose. 

Members will be aware of the short inquiry by 
the Environment, Climate Change and Land 
Reform Committee, which concluded that the 
status quo surrounding the regulation of our 
farmed salmon industry is not acceptable. The 
Rural Economy and Connectivity Committee has 
conducted its own inquiry, and we are now 
working on our report. Obviously, I make no 
comment on the discussions around the draft 
report—it would be wrong to do so—but I can 
comment on my own view of the evidence that 
was presented in public session. 

We should all want a thriving and effective 
salmon industry. There should not be two 
opposing sides—the farmed salmon industry and 
those who are involved in our river fisheries. It is 
surely in everyone’s interests that the 
environmental issues facing our fish farms are 
effectively addressed as soon as possible. If the 
problems are ignored by the regulators, there is a 
danger that consumer confidence will be adversely 
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affected. That would be tragic for all concerned, 
but especially for those who are employed in this 
growing and important industry. 

I have every confidence that our committee, 
after taking evidence over so many weeks, will 
come to a balanced and constructive view as to 
the way forward, but we will have to wait for our 
report to be published in due course. 

Unfortunately, there is another issue that 
threatens to undermine our food industry’s 
reputation for quality. On Monday, BBC Scotland 
showed a documentary about the export for 
slaughter last year of more than 5,000 young 
cattle that were only three or four weeks old, with 
some of them reaching slaughterhouses outside 
the EU, with all that that means. In the chamber on 
6 June, I said to the Cabinet Secretary for the 
Rural Economy, as others did, that the concern 
was not about direct exports from Scotland but 
about Scottish animals ending up in Spain and 
north Africa for slaughter. 

The Minister for Rural Affairs and the Natural 
Environment (Mairi Gougeon): Will the member 
give way? 

Mike Rumbles: In a moment. 

Fergus Ewing avoided answering my question, 
so I will be delighted to give way. 

Mairi Gougeon: I thank Mike Rumbles for 
giving way. There is an important point to clarify 
here. He talks about the BBC documentary, but 
does he recognise that the calves that were shown 
in it were not Scottish calves? NFU Scotland has 
raised that point and I would like it to be 
recognised, because that is not what was shown 
on that programme. 

Mike Rumbles: What I am talking about—and 
we raised this before the programme was 
broadcast—is not just the facts, but public 
perception, which is important. Ministers must 
grasp that. I am disappointed by that intervention. I 
thought that the Scottish Government was now 
responding, even if it was too little and too late. I 
hope that ministers are not rolling back from what 
they said to us in the chamber just the other day. 

If we find anything that threatens—in the minds 
of the great British public—the high quality and the 
very highest level of animal welfare standards of 
Scottish farmed produce, we have a duty to act 
swiftly. Ministers should not quibble about the 
facts. The facts are important, but—[Interruption.] 
The point that I am making is that public 
perception is extremely important, and it is the job 
of ministers to make sure that nothing gets in the 
way of the quality of our produce. [Interruption.]  

Bruce Crawford (Stirling) (SNP): The member 
is deliberately creating distortion between fact and 
perception. [Interruption.] 

Mike Rumbles: I am astonished by the 
interventions from a sedentary position from some 
senior members of this Parliament. 

The two issues of farmed salmon and the export 
for slaughter of three and four-week-old calves 
must be addressed now, before consumer 
confidence is badly affected. That is the point that 
I am making. 

The Liberal Democrat amendment, which is in 
my name, focuses on the fact that the regulatory 
regime that covers our fish farming industry is not 
fit for purpose. That is the direct responsibility of 
the minister. If our amendment is agreed to, the 
Scottish Government will be duty bound to take 
action to reform the regulations in order to ensure 
that consumer confidence in our fish farming 
industry is second to none. The wellbeing of our 
fish farming industry requires action, and action 
now. 

I move amendment S5M-13876.2, to insert at 
end: 

“; recognises the reputation and quality of Scottish 
farmed salmon; notes however the published concerns of 
the Environment, Climate Change and Land Reform 
Committee regarding the environmental impact of salmon 
farming in Scotland, and agrees with its finding that the 
regulatory status quo is not an option.” 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Christine 
Grahame): We move to the open debate. It will be 
speeches of five minutes, but there is time in hand 
for interventions. 

15:15 

Dr Alasdair Allan (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) 
(SNP): As the cabinet secretary outlined, 
Scotland’s food and drink sector is one of its 
stand-out economic success stories. The sector is 
estimated to be worth around £14 billion each year 
to Scotland’s economy. It accounts for one 
manufacturing job in five and around 115,400 
people are employed in one of the 18,000 food 
and drink businesses in the country. I will say 
something about what the industry means 
nationally and to rural constituencies such as 
mine. 

Last year, the First Minister joined the Scotland 
Food & Drink partnership to launch ambition 
2030—the industry’s objective to more than 
double turnover in the sector, with the aim of 
reaching £30 billion by 2030. One way to unlock 
the £30 billion potential of the industry is by raising 
its attractiveness as a career and investing in the 
workforce. 

To risk singling out one of the dozen islands that 
I represent, the Isle of Harris is a case in point and 
has already been referred to. The distillery in 
Tarbert, which was established with Scottish 
Government assistance, has resulted in a focus on 
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Harris as an increasingly clear brand for gin, as it 
will soon be for whisky. It is no exaggeration to say 
that, taken together with the growth of tourism, the 
resurgence of Harris tweed and the presence of a 
marina and other small businesses, the distilling 
industry has helped to transform what remains one 
of the most fragile rural economies in Scotland. 

In Lewis, the Abhainn Dearg whisky has had 
success of its own in the Japanese market and 
elsewhere, which shows what even the smallest of 
distilleries can do to create a name for the whisky 
brand worldwide. 

Ambition 2030 is also partly about the supply 
chain and ensuring that farmers, fishermen, 
manufacturers and buyers work in close 
partnership to ensure that greater profitability is 
shared across the industry. Again, I inevitably 
think of Hebridean examples. In recent years, the 
marag—Stornoway black pudding—has 
capitalised in that way to some extent, as have the 
prawn fishing and processing industry and several 
successful smokeries. There are high-quality food 
and drink manufacturers in the Outer Hebrides 
that take advantage of the islands’ exceptional 
produce. That includes fresh and smoked seafood, 
meat, game, confectionary and jam. I will not 
continue indefinitely. Suffice it to say that 
producers are as varied as the Hebridean Brewing 
Company, Kallin Shellfish, Stag Bakeries, MacDuff 
Shellfish and Barratlantic. However, there is still 
more that we could do to bring some of our 
excellent produce to a wider public knowledge. As 
an example, I think of the crofting communities 
and Lewis lamb. 

The food and drink sector in my constituency is 
growing, and it currently employs around 300 
people. In 2012, it accounted for £18 million in 
gross value added by the islands’ economy. In 
many ways, the industry is closely related to the 
tourism sector in the Outer Hebrides, which was 
worth approximately £53 million in 2013. 

Two of the most recent and successful small 
businesses in the islands make another point in 
their own way. They are both food and drink 
related, and I will name them without any favours 
having been sought from them. They are the 
Hebridean Mustard Company and the Hebridean 
Tea Store. I mention them because both are run 
by EU citizens—a fact that brings me seamlessly 
to my concluding point. 

Forty percent of Scotland’s food and drink 
exports are destined for Europe, a fact that is not 
lost on Hebridean prawn fishermen, whose live 
exports of shellfish cannot afford to be delayed on 
international borders and who, as yet, have little 
clear explanation of how such a scenario can be 
avoided. Many Scottish products, including 
Stornoway black pudding and other products that 
have already been named in the debate, currently 

have EU protected food name status, which 
provides legal protection against imitation across 
the EU. As other members have said, that is not a 
trivial point. It is estimated that, on average, PFN 
status more than doubles a product’s value. It is 
far from clear how, outside the existing schemes, 
measures could successfully be taken to prevent 
imitation products from entering the market. 

My constituency—like many others—provides 
lessons on why Scotland’s food industry relies 
equally on Scotland the brand and Europe the 
market. As a Parliament, we owe it to the industry 
to protect both. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I remind 
members that I have allocated five minutes for 
each speech; however, I can be slightly elastic 
with the time, although not so elastic that the 
elastic is stretched too far—if you follow me, Mr 
Mountain. 

15:20 

Edward Mountain (Highlands and Islands) 
(Con): That was an indication to stretch it as far as 
I like. 

Members: Oh! 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: You are in 
dangerous territory—that is you down to five 
minutes exactly, Mr Mountain. I will keep you to 
that. 

Edward Mountain: Thank you, Presiding 
Officer. 

I declare an interest in that I am a partner in a 
farming business. 

On my more than 2,500-mile summer surgery 
tour, I saw clear evidence of how the Highlands 
are contributing to Scotland being a world-
renowned producer of high quality food and drink, 
from the award-winning beers of Black Isle 
Brewery to the award-winning Dunnet Bay 
Distillers in Caithness, who lovingly hand fill each 
bottle of Rock Rose gin. 

In the remotest corners of the Highlands one will 
find many companies that have transformed their 
passion for food and drink into a prosperous 
business. The Spice Route near Cape Wrath is 
one such business, which I visited on my summer 
surgery tour. Mike and Lucy Goodwin have taken 
their love of regional Indian cuisine and now sell 
authentic prepared meals and teach cookery 
courses. Their business is a perfect example of 
croft diversification, where the produce is grown 
and marketed locally in innovative ways. 

With businesses from those niche producers to 
long-established manufacturers such as Walkers 
Shortbread, the food and drink sector is absolutely 
vital for the Highland economy, creating some 
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32,000 jobs and generating more than £1 billion 
for our region. 

We cannot forget Scotland’s biggest export 
success: whisky. As the cabinet secretary pointed 
out, 2017 was a record-breaking year with exports 
reaching a total value of £4.36 billion. The 
knowledge that 39 bottles are shipped overseas 
every second is truly inspirational. 

In the summer, I visited the Pulteney distillery in 
Wick and the Clynelish distillery in Brora and saw 
for myself how distilleries are taking every 
opportunity to grow their customer base at home 
and abroad. With new names such as Torabhaig 
distillery, the Brora distillery and the Isle of Raasay 
distillery set to join old favourites, Scotch whisky is 
becoming more complex and nuanced and is 
increasing its world appeal by becoming more 
local. 

However, this year, distillers might be running 
low on high-quality Scottish barley. It has been a 
very tough year for our farmers and many of them 
are struggling to achieve the quality of barley 
demanded by the distillers. One must always 
remember that Scotch is called Scotch for a 
reason and I am sure that we would all like to see 
a situation where distilleries source more local 
barley. 

Given the extremely dry summer, I know that 
many farmers will go into the winter struggling to 
secure bedding and fodder for their livestock in 
order to produce the quality meat for which 
Scotland is famous. There is a genuine fear that 
much-needed feed will be in short supply; 
however, that is an area where our distilleries 
might be able to help. We might be able to 
encourage distilleries to consider whether it is right 
to burn the draff that they produce in biomass 
power plants when livestock farmers would 
welcome the opportunity to feed that rich source of 
protein to their cattle. 

We should also be concerned about the 
continuing decrease in breeding livestock numbers 
in Scotland. I have heard of many farmers who are 
reducing stock numbers, not just because of a lack 
of forage but because of poor farm-gate prices 
that do not reflect the costs of production. 

Fergus Ewing: I agree entirely with everything 
that Mr Mountain has said—I did not think that I 
would find myself saying that. He has set the 
scene very well in relation to the serious problems 
that farmers throughout many parts of Scotland 
have faced over the summer. Does he agree that 
bringing forward the loan assistance scheme as 
quickly as we possibly can will at least help to 
provide some financial certainty to farmers and 
crofters who are facing the financial difficulties that 
have been caused in the way that he described? 

Edward Mountain: I always welcome payments 
being brought forward. The fact that they have 
been brought forward a month from where they 
were five years ago is welcome, but farmers 
expect the payments to be brought forward to 
November. 

I will make an observation about the 
amendments to the motion that have been lodged. 
As the convener of the Rural Economy and 
Connectivity Committee, I believe that it would be 
improper for me to vote on Mike Rumbles’s 
amendment, which concerns salmon farming, if I 
am to maintain the impartiality that the committee 
expects of me as convener. I will therefore abstain 
on the vote on that amendment. 

If we are to grow our food and drink industry so 
that it is worth £30 billion by 2030, we need the 
Scottish Government to match the ambitions of the 
farmers and producers that I have mentioned. To 
reach that target, we need a good food nation bill 
that will strengthen the position of farmers and 
producers in the supply chain and ensure that 
local produce is favoured in public sector 
procurement. 

In the past, I have always welcomed the 
Scottish Government’s intention to deliver the 
good food nation bill, but I now really question the 
strength of the Government’s commitment to it. Let 
us not forget that last year the Government 
promised that it was working towards the bill. We 
waited and we waited, but it never came. That led 
the head of Nourish Scotland to state that any 
attempt to drop the good food nation bill would 
represent a failure. I call on the Government to 
think carefully about what it is doing and to 
introduce a good food nation bill, which all the 
Scottish people heard it talk about and believe that 
it should deliver. 

15:26 

Jenny Gilruth (Mid Fife and Glenrothes) 
(SNP): We might not automatically associate my 
constituency of Mid Fife and Glenrothes with 
Scottish food and drink fortnight. Having been built 
to accommodate a coal pit in the 1940s, the main 
town is today still synonymous with industry. 
However, Glenrothes was built on the site of rich 
farmland. Farms such as Caskieberran and 
Collydean became the names of the new precincts 
when the town was being built almost exactly 70 
years ago. 

In 2016, some 2,500 people in my constituency 
were employed in the food, drink and hospitality 
sector. Today’s motion asks us to acknowledge 
the 

“importance and value of the Scottish food and drink sector 
to the Scottish economy”. 
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Every day, I see that value and the future 
possibilities in the communities that I represent. 
Scottish food and drink fortnight is therefore an 
appropriate opportunity to celebrate the success 
stories of the different constituencies that we all 
represent in Parliament.  

In May, I was privileged to attend the kingdom of 
Fife real ale festival in Glenrothes. It was a 
fantastic showcase that celebrated the ingenuity of 
local brewers from all over Fife. The Coul Brewing 
Company has its headquarters in a small 
residential garage in Glenrothes, but that did not 
stop it scooping third prize. The company is part of 
a wider movement in microbrewing that is 
happening all over the country. I spoke to the 
sales director, Robyn Duncan-Dean, ahead of 
today’s debate. She told me: 

“The growth in the beer industry in Fife has been 
fantastic. We have the opportunity to bring back Fife’s rich 
brewing heritage and make Fife a real centre for craft beer 
in Scotland. Scotland’s Food and Drink Fortnight is a vital 
platform to help showcase the diverse talent and quality 
products of Fife businesses on a national stage.” 

Microbrewing in action is a real science, and 
attention to detail is vital in the production of a 
quality product. However, what I found so 
impressive about the Coul Brewing Company story 
was the spirit of enterprise that allowed it to 
happen in the first place. The company is a family 
business with a love of Fife at its heart, as can be 
seen by the distinctive swan logo that it uses. Coul 
reservoir, from where the company takes its name, 
was built in 1890 as a water supply to the Haig 
bottling plant in Markinch. The reservoir is well 
known for its fearless swans, and that is where the 
unique swan logo comes from.  

Fife is also well known for its history when it 
comes to spirits. In fact, the earliest record of 
Scotch whisky was in 1494, with a direct 
commission from King James IV to Father John 
Cor of Lindores abbey. In more recent history, 
John Haig & Company’s distillery was established 
at Cameronbridge, just outside Leven, in 1824. 
Today, the company is owned by Diageo and 
makes Smirnoff vodka, Gordon’s gin and Bell’s 
whisky to name but a few. 

Recently, I met lain Brown and his wife at the 
Bowhouse food festival in St Monans. Both of lain 
Brown’s grandfathers were publicans in Fife, and 
his father spent 20 years working with Diageo. His 
new company—Lundin Distilling—caught my eye 
because of its connection to Lundin Links, which is 
in my constituency. I visited the company 
premises in June this year to learn more about the 
distilling process, and it was absolutely fascinating 
to see that in action. lain Brown uses gorse 
flowers from Lundin Links golf course to make 
distinctive gorse gin that celebrates the Fife 
coastline. The gin is made using 18 botanicals in 
total, including elderflower, chamomile, grapefruit, 

juniper and locally foraged wild Fife gorse, from 
which the gin takes its name. 

lain Brown has a background of over 20 years in 
law. Ahead of today’s debate, I asked him what 
brought him back to Fife. He said: 

“Fife is where I grew-up and it felt right to start a new 
business here. I love the contrasts found in Fife—within a 
stretch of only a few miles you can be transferred from 
once hard, industrial, mining towns to incredible arable land 
and picture-perfect fishing villages. There are few places 
where the contrasts are so starkly stunning, and I think this 
influences the people and businesses within Fife”. 

Celebrating the food and drink of our respective 
areas is important, particularly for constituencies 
such as mine, which suffer disproportionately from 
the impact of poverty. Along the road from the wild 
gorse stands Levenmouth academy, which was 
the recipient of the second-highest level of 
attainment funding from the Government last year. 

While we celebrate ingenuity, we should be 
cognisant of a disconnect in opportunities when it 
comes to the food and drink sector. The sector 
undoubtedly creates job opportunities and 
employment in hospitality, but Scotland needs a 
food and drink sector that can be accessed by 
everyone. We need the inventors of the future to 
create the new drinks, the new dishes and the new 
opportunities for the next generation. 

My constituent Nicholas Russell has owned and 
managed Fife’s Balbirnie House for over 25 years. 
That hotel is the 12-time winner of Scotland’s 
wedding hotel of the year. It was Scotland’s 2016 
national hotel of the year, and it was defined in 
2017 in the Haute Grandeur global hotel awards 
as number 1 in Europe in four hospitality 
categories. Balbirnie House has always employed 
circa 20 per cent of the workforce from European 
Union countries. As Nicholas Russell told me 
ahead of today’s debate: 

“Scotland’s Hospitality sector is facing profound and 
concerning implications stemming from any form of Brexit”. 

The motion specifically mentions the 
geographical indication status of Scottish produce, 
but I urge all members to reflect on the people at 
the heart of our food and drink sector: the people 
who work in our hotels, the people who pick our 
fruit, and the people who we need to make our 
food and drink sector a success. 

15:32 

Claudia Beamish (South Scotland) (Lab): 
Last week, I chaired a debate that was held by 
Scotland’s Futures Forum—our very own Scottish 
Parliament think tank—on food and building a 
positive, healthy and sustainable food system in 
Scotland by 2030. Despite the varied backgrounds 
of the 60-plus people in the room—they ranged 
from primary producers to researchers to 
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campaigners to retailers to, of course, consumers; 
we are all consumers—there was an encouraging 
level of consensus on the way forward, particularly 
on the need to join up the positive work that is 
already going on. 

Challenges were highlighted that we continue to 
avoid at our collective peril. Why are so many 
primary producers struggling when the food and 
drink industry is doing so well? We have heard 
about that today. How do we fuse the 
environmental, social and economic imperatives of 
land use for true sustainable development and 
match the United Nations sustainable 
development goals? How can public procurement 
and planning decisions drive better access to 
locally sourced and sustainable food? How can we 
ensure that everyone in all our communities has 
access to healthy and nutritious food? 

We deliberately did not talk about Brexit 
because, as I stressed as chair, whatever 
happens, we must address the challenges that we 
face and make the necessary changes to our food 
culture at all levels. We were encouraged to be 
proud of how we produce food in Scotland and to 
make changes if we are not proud of what we do. 

Why do we need a good food nation bill? First, 
we need it for producers. We proudly promote our 
Scottish produce for export and, just as important, 
for home consumption. However, if things go 
wrong, we must quickly and boldly tighten 
regulations in order to make the sector 
sustainable. 

I strongly support the Lib Dem amendment. The 
sea lice scandal, for example, has gone on for too 
long. Five years ago, I lodged an amendment to 
the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Bill that 
would have challenged the industry and 
demanded that real-time farm-by-farm reporting 
become mandatory. The time to act was then. 
Now, here we are with a published committee 
report and a pending committee report. Let us be 
sure that the reputation of Scotland’s farmed 
salmon is not corrupted by continued Scottish 
Government inaction on sea lice, or on other 
regulatory matters. 

Let us not risk the jobs in our coastal 
communities either, whether it be those of farmed 
salmon workers or of those who work in the wild 
salmon tourism industry. 

Fergus Ewing: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Claudia Beamish: I will—but a brief one. 

Fergus Ewing: Does Claudia Beamish accept 
that the industry and the Government are working 
together to tackle those admittedly serious 
challenges, that progress is being made, and that 
the industry has spent, I think, £70 million on the 

issue? We have published “Scotland’s 10 Year 
Farmed Fish Health Framework”, through which 
we are working in partnership to ensure that the 
future of our aquaculture industry is based on a 
sustainable footing, and that it tackles successfully 
the challenges of sea lice and amoebic gill 
disease, which I believe it is doing. 

Claudia Beamish: I have to disagree with the 
cabinet secretary. Where we are is not good 
enough, and the matter needs to be sorted. I am 
happy to continue the dialogue, but I know through 
the reports of the committees—this is certainly the 
case with the Environment, Climate Change and 
Land Reform Committee, of which I am a 
member—that the status quo is not an option. The 
Scottish Government has been very tardy on the 
issue. 

However, much good practice already takes 
place, so let us celebrate it, as I did in South 
Scotland this week when I visited Damn Delicious, 
which is a local family-run farm business in 
Clydesdale. It has an on-site butcher, bakery and 
farm shop, and it has a successful online 
presence, which is important. The livestock is free 
range and grass fed. The business employs a 
team of five, some of whom have come through 
the apprenticeship route. The owner, Michael 
Shannon, has strong views about how Scottish 
producers should take every opportunity to 
champion our green credentials and the quality of 
Scottish produce. We also discussed the fact that 
it is not just about our global appeal: we need also 
to connect better with people at home and take the 
opportunity to encourage them to think about 
where their food comes from and its quality. 

This afternoon, we have heard examples of 
good practice. We need to prioritise good practice 
systematically and identify what works and what 
the innovative practices are, such as agroforestry, 
which I have tried to champion in my small way 
and which supports our climate change targets 
while providing a useful way forward for smaller 
farmers. We will then be able to share good 
practice together, and Scotland can shape a 
subsidy system that will not go on rewarding 
outdated practices but will facilitate the transition 
to agroecology that fuses production and 
custodianship. 

It is disappointing that the good food nation 
progress report does not mention organics. Will 
the cabinet secretary comment on that in his 
closing remarks? 

Most important of all, as is stressed in Labour’s 
amendment and Colin Smyth’s speech, is that the 
right to food is a fundamental human right. We 
need to have a food nation bill in order to address 
the terrible blight of food poverty in a respectful 
way. Bring on the bill. Perhaps the cabinet 
secretary can think again. I do not know what the 
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precedent is for doing this, but maybe we can still 
have a bill in this session to provide for, above all 
else, food justice. 

15:38 

Gillian Martin (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP): 
Our food and drink sector with its reputation for 
quality is the envy of the world, and its importance 
to our national economy cannot be overstated. 

It is estimated that more than 22,000 people are 
directly employed in the food, drink and 
agricultural sector across Aberdeenshire, 
Aberdeen city and Moray. 

The north-east accounts for half Scotland’s fish 
landings. I have only one fish processing factory in 
my constituency—Macduff Shellfish in Mintlaw—
but it has considerable international reach. Anyone 
who goes into any South Korean bar will find that 
the most popular bar snacks there are the cockles 
that are exclusively prepared by Macduff and 
shipped from Mintlaw. I love that fact. 

This year, to celebrate the 2018 year of young 
people, Turriff show gave eight young business 
owners free exhibition stands, with support from 
entrepreneurship social enterprise Elevator. I met 
young people who were setting up businesses in 
baked goods production and drinks events 
planning. They are taking local ingredients and 
looking at innovative ways to reach new 
audiences. I have already told Elevator that it 
should consider making that a regular event at the 
show, beyond the year of young people, because 
the legacy is as important as the year itself. 

Aberdeenshire is also fortunate to benefit from 
Opportunity North East, which aims to deliver 
business growth in the region. Its drink and 
agriculture arm has a business growth programme 
that is designed for owners and managers of small 
food and drink businesses that have growth 
potential, as well as for future leaders from larger 
family-owned businesses. 

Of the 13 companies that are participating in the 
programme this year, two are from my 
constituency and both are distillers of gin. 
Teasmith Spirit Company Ltd gin was created by 
Nick and Emma Smalley from Udny Green and 
has already won awards at the prestigious 
international wine and spirit competition. Blackford 
Craft Distillery Ltd is a family-run enterprise that 
makes gin and vodka near Rothienorman. We 
could spend a pretty good day doing a gin tour of 
my constituency—obviously with a designated 
driver. Every month, it seems, a new ginery is 
established, the latest of which is, delightfully, just 
around the corner from my house and is called 
House of Elrick Gin Ltd, in Newmachar. 

My constituency of Aberdeenshire East is also 
home to the Glen Garioch distillery, which is the 
most easterly whisky distillery in Scotland, as well 
as one of the oldest. The distillery partnered with 
other food producers including Barra Berries and 
Barra Bronzes from Oldmeldrum, Mackie’s of 
Scotland, and Mossie’s Pork from near Tarves. 
Together, they have created the “Legends of 
Garioch” tour, which takes visitors through the 
area, sampling some of the best it has to offer 
before finishing at the award-winning Meldrum 
House hotel for dinner. 

I am keen to encourage the growth of food and 
drink tourism in the north-east. I recently hosted a 
well-attended VisitScotland event at Fyvie castle 
to promote and encourage development of 
agritourism and food and drink tourism. 

Many local food producers are embracing 
innovation and environmental sustainability. For 
example, 23-year-old Ellie Sinclair of the Veg 
Company from near Ellon won third place in the 
inspirational food and drink awards. Ellie grows 
her award-winning tomatoes and chillies on the 
family farm, using only renewable energy. On a 
somewhat bigger scale, Mackie’s of Scotland 
generates three quarters of the energy it needs for 
production through wind turbines. It also uses 
solar panels, biomass boilers and has a 150-acre 
arboretum to soak up carbon emissions. 

Mackie’s and BrewDog are, of course, the huge 
international exporters in my constituency, and are 
household names right around the globe. 
However, for many smaller companies, EU 
countries are the most important destinations and 
the EU has offered the easiest and most efficient 
route to internationalisation. I echo Alasdair Allan’s 
comments about the importance of that for small 
producers. 

In that context, it is crucial that membership of 
the single market and customs union be retained. 
In evidence to the Scottish Affairs Committee this 
week by representatives of agricultural groups, it 
was abundantly clear that a no-deal Brexit would 
be a nightmare scenario. 

Finlay Carson (Galloway and West Dumfries) 
(Con): Will the member take an intervention on 
that point? 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I am afraid that 
you are into your final minute. 

Gillian Martin: I apologise to Mr Carson; I 
would have taken his intervention if I had more 
time. 

World Trade Organization tariffs of 46 per cent 
on Iamb and 50 per cent on beef would, overnight, 
render two of our most important agricultural 
products uncompetitive. 
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As well as concerns about tariffs in the event of 
a no-deal Brexit, there are worries about access to 
labour. Soft fruit producers and fish processors in 
the north-east rely on migrant labour from the EU 
to keep their businesses going. SNP members 
have been raising that issue for more than two 
years. Macduff Shellfish was able to set up only 
because of eastern European countries gaining 
membership of the EU and many of their people 
moving to the area. The previous fish factory had 
shut down due to lack of local labour. 

The north-east of Scotland has so much food 
and drink to offer. We must protect our high 
standards, and our market access and we must 
shout loudly about the tourist experience that we 
can offer, and the quality of the goods that we can 
export. Above all, we must resist the hard Brexit 
that has the potential to damage all that severely. 

15:43 

John Scott (Ayr) (Con): I begin by declaring an 
interest as a food producer and farmer, and a 
pioneer of farmers markets. 

I, too, welcome the debate today and salute and 
congratulate Scotland Food and Drink on its 
amazing achievement in growing the sector. Who 
would have believed that, 11 years since its 
beginning, the partnership would be celebrating an 
industry that has a turnover of £14.4 billion per 
year? Who would have believed that our food and 
drink sector would be exporting £6 billion of goods, 
when just over 20 years ago, beef and lamb was 
almost unsaleable because of the BSE crisis, and 
the foot-and-mouth outbreak of 2001 was still to 
be overcome? To say that the industry has moved 
on is an understatement. It is the resilience and 
drive of the people in our food and drinks sector 
that have taken us to this position. All credit should 
go to them. 

There has recently been welcome news in the 
fruit and veg sector, with the UK Government 
providing a pilot seasonal-workers scheme to 
allow and encourage migrant workers to come 
here. I think that we will need more than 2,500 of 
them, but I give credit to Kirstene Hair MP and 
others. 

Only yesterday, the UK Government launched 
its Agriculture Bill setting out its vision for the 
future of rural England, and it has certainly proved 
to be a talking point. 

It is perhaps just as well that the sector is 
resilient, because a difficult future lies ahead for 
our industry in Scotland. Will there be sufficient 
Scottish primary produce to satisfy the growing 
demand from our processors and retailers to 
sustain and grow the turnover of our food and 
drink industry? The barriers to maintaining and 
growing the supply of primary produce that 

sustains the industry will yet challenge the 
processors and retailers in a way that has not 
been seen in recent times. 

Last winter’s livestock losses that were caused 
by the blizzard that was delivered by the beast 
from the east, and livestock losses that were 
caused by prolonged wet weather and other 
factors will significantly reduce the numbers of 
available stock going to market this autumn. 

The lack of silage and reasonably priced straw 
and distillers draff, which were previously by-
products of our industry, will continue to ensure a 
growing cost base in our livestock sector. I 
welcome the cabinet secretary’s understanding of 
the problem, as we heard in his response to 
Edward Mountain. 

If we also factor in the proposed cuts in less 
favoured area support scheme—LFASS—
payments, and the fact that there is no 
commitment as yet from the Scottish Government 
to match existing funding, the viability of most 
livestock units, which is already in question, will 
very soon be non-existent. That will most affect 
our tenanted sector; many livestock farmers will 
simply leave our industry this year or next, as the 
banks say no to further increases in overdraft 
lending. 

Another industry barrier to sustaining our food 
and drink sector is that there will not be a new 
entrants capital grant scheme next year, as the 
scheme has now been closed. Ironically, it has 
been cut short by 18 months in this, the year of 
young people, which certainly now has a hollow 
ring for our young farmers. With no replacement 
scheme in sight, the early closure of that scheme 
sends all the wrong messages to our young 
people, who are keen to take the industry forward 
and whose enthusiasm was much on display at 
the food and drink reception last night. 

Yet another barrier to the sustainability of the 
industry is the lack of a good food nation bill in the 
programme for government that was announced 
last week, which again sends dispiriting messages 
to our optimistic and can-do food and drinks 
industry. Donald Cameron has already spoken 
about that. 

A further known unknown is what our Scottish 
Government’s plans are for the shape of future 
support for our industry in Scotland and what the 
implications are for food production in Scotland. 
We forget at our peril that the primary purpose of 
land use must be food production, if we are to feed 
our people. 

We know that climate change itself and climate 
change carbon targets will add additional costs to 
an already overborrowing industry, with its 
indebtedness to banks running at about £2.4 
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billion: 20 years ago the figure was just around £1 
billion. 

We also know that our renowned farmed-fish 
industry might face an increased burden of 
regulation and, therefore, costs following 
parliamentary inquiries, and that all the farmers, 
crofters and fishermen in our remote and 
peripheral areas will need all their tenacity and 
resilience if they are to hang on over the next few 
years. Certainly, many rural business people, 
when asked what their future objectives are, reply 
that it is just to be in business at all in three years. 

Today, we note and congratulate our successful 
food and drink industry, but we also genuinely 
regret the failure of the Scottish Government to 
give our industry the leadership and legislation it 
needs so much in order to take us forward. That is 
why I ask Parliament to support the Conservative 
amendment at decision time. 

15:48 

Stuart McMillan (Greenock and Inverclyde) 
(SNP): I am delighted to take part in the debate. 
As members know, the food and drink sector is 
hugely important to our national economy. The 44 
per cent increase in turnover between 2007 and 
2017 to more than £4 billion tells the success 
story. It also highlights the excellent work of the 
former cabinet secretary, Richard Lochhead MSP, 
in championing the sector to increase awareness 
of the opportunities for it and the quality of the 
produce. 

Last night’s Scottish food and drink event in the 
Parliament proved once again that the sector is 
successful, ambitious and focused on delivering 
even more delicious food and drink from 
Scotland’s larder. 

I will deliberately focus my attention on the 
opening part of the Scottish Government’s motion, 
which states: 

“That the Parliament welcomes Scottish Food and Drink 
Fortnight and its campaign this year to encourage more 
people to buy, eat and promote Scottish food and drink and 
to champion the role that young people play in the sector’s 
success”. 

When colleagues think of Greenock and 
Inverclyde, they quite rightly think of shipbuilding, 
marine tourism, the stunning scenery and former 
industries such as heavy engineering, sugar and 
electronic manufacturing. However, another set of 
opportunities is now on offer in food and drink. We 
have farming, including beef and lamb. The 
Ardgowan trout fishery in Greenock sells locally 
produced meat in its cafe. I visited the fishery 
during the summer recess and saw what it means 
to its customers, including the father and son who 
regularly travel there from Paisley. 

We have not one but two confectionery factories 
in the constituency. The Golden Casket Group in 
Greenock manufactures Buchanan’s toffees, 
millions, Ferguson’s chocolates and many other 
products, and we now have the New Chocolate 
Company, based at the Kelburn business park in 
Port Glasgow, which I visited on Monday. We are 
not allowed props, so I want to make everyone 
aware that every speaker in the debate, including 
the Presiding Officers, will have a chance to 
sample the New Chocolate Company’s products 
later, when they are delivered to their offices. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: You may have 
another 30 seconds. [Laughter.]  

Stuart McMillan: I can give you the chocolate 
now, Presiding Officer. 

The company, which was set up in the past 12 
months, offers more than just the end product. It 
has chocolate-making classes for adults and 
provides customers with bespoke products. 
Joanne and Brian Dick employ two young people 
and have ambitions to grow the business and 
engage with local schools.  

Kelburn business park also contains the Start-
Up Drinks Lab, which is part of the craft soda 
community and was founded by Hannah Fisher 
and Craig Strachan. When I visited the business a 
few months ago, I saw two young people with their 
own business and a passion for the industry of 
their choice. 

This week, it was announced that the business 
park has another tenant, Nutcrafter Creamery, 
which makes vegan cheeses and is run by a 
couple who hail from the USA and Italy. The 
company has moved from Bridge of Weir to new 
premises in Port Glasgow to grow the business.  

Kelburn business park was created by Riverside 
Inverclyde. Its head of business investment 
operations, Andrew Bowman, is doing a wonderful 
job in helping to create desirable locations to help 
grow our food and drink offer. The business park 
is a £5 million development that was part funded 
by the Scottish Government and is now fully 
occupied, apart from one unit. 

Riverside Inverclyde is building a pioneering 
food and drink incubator unit, which is also 
supported by the Scottish Government. Work has 
started on Baker Street Food & Drink Enterprises 
in Greenock. The unit will help to create future 
food and drink opportunities. 

In Wemyss Bay, we have the multi-award-
winning McCaskie’s butcher, which recently 
completed an £800,000 investment in expanding 
its plant. During my visit there on Monday, I was 
pleased to help Nigel Ovens and his team promote 
Scotch lamb.  
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Inverkip will join the whisky trail soon when the 
Ardgowan distillery is built. I mentioned the 
distillery to the cabinet secretary in a debate a few 
months ago.  

Gourock continues to lead the way as 
Scotland’s strongest performing town for 
independent traders, cafes, restaurants and bars. 

Inverclyde is open for business. It is creating a 
food and drink offer with long-lasting and positive 
economic and training opportunities. I encourage 
members across the political divide to visit 
Inverclyde and taste what it has to offer. I also 
encourage all members to go to 
www.tasteinverclyde.co.uk to learn more about 
Inverclyde’s growing food and drink sector. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: You have done 
Inverclyde proud, Mr McMillan. 

15:53 

Claire Baker (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab): I 
welcome Scottish food and drink fortnight and the 
opportunity that it gives us to showcase Scotland’s 
quality produce. It is also a good opportunity to 
thank all the food producers and manufacturers, 
the retailers and distributors, and those in our 
farming and fishing industries, who work hard all 
year round. 

We have seen significant growth in the sector in 
recent years. Our food and drink export market is 
strong and we are seeing growth in innovation, 
provenance and variety. 

In my region, there is an increasing number of 
locally owned businesses, which are gathering 
recognition. We often worry about the future of our 
high streets, but local, accessible, attractive food 
and drink businesses can offer the economy of our 
high streets an injection from which other 
businesses can benefit.  

I live in Burntisland, where I have seen a 
renaissance in the High Street in recent years, 
with a UK award-winning local butcher, Tom 
Courts; a Scottish award-winning greengrocer, 
Macauley’s; an independent fishmonger, C & M 
Seafoods; and an independent ice cream parlour, 
Novelli’s. 

There are more independent cafes in other parts 
of the region, offering an alternative to the 
dominance of the high street coffee shop chains. 
Retail is not an easy area to work in, but the 
passion and ambition that I can see in the local 
food and drink sector are very welcome. We 
should think about incentives to support 
businesses in which individuals are prepared to 
take a risk and invest in their communities. 

As part of Scottish food and drink fortnight, I 
visited the buffalo farm in Fife. It was a pleasure to 

speak to the owner, Steven Mitchell, who has 
worked hard to establish the business and who 
now has 35 full-time posts and the recently 
opened Bothy cafe and bistro. This year, the 
fortnight has a focus on young people, and it was 
great to meet Adele Stevenson, who started as an 
apprentice at the age of 19 and who is a great 
example of an enthusiastic, bright and welcoming 
young person getting on in the food and drink 
industry. 

There is a skills shortage in some areas. Food 
and drink manufacturers report to me their 
difficulty in recruiting a good and reliable skilled 
workforce. For some producers in the food and 
drink sector, Brexit will add to that challenge. We 
need to do more to encourage people of all ages 
to see the sector as an attractive option. We also 
need to encourage the sector to provide good, 
well-paid jobs with career opportunities and 
progression. We need to address any issues that 
are holding back growth. 

It is right that we celebrate the success story, 
but a good food nation is about more than sales 
and export figures. I have spoken many times in 
the chamber about food poverty, which is a fact of 
life in our communities that is not going away. The 
UK Government’s approach to benefits and 
austerity is driving the issue. It is about poverty—
the lack of food is a consequence of poverty—but 
we have a tension in our food policy, in that we 
celebrate the production of high-quality produce 
that too many of our constituents cannot buy. They 
are not able to participate in the food renaissance. 
Across my region, demand for assistance from 
food banks is increasing. As we near challenge 
poverty week, I will hold a round table in my region 
to discuss how we can tackle holiday hunger for 
children, who miss their school meals. 

Alongside the concerns about poverty and lack 
of food are those about the child and adult obesity 
figures, which are increasing. Obesity is the 
second biggest preventable cause of cancer. For 
too many people, that is the sharp reality of our 
good food nation. I remember talking about the 
launch of the good food nation as an ambition at 
the cross-party group on food in 2014. The good 
food nation ambition must be holistic and inclusive 
of all areas of food policy, but I have to say that 
policy development in the area has been 
frustrating, as each area of food policy still feels as 
though it sits in isolation. 

There is widespread disappointment that a good 
food nation bill was not announced in last week’s 
programme for government, with Nourish 
describing that as a “missed opportunity”. It is four 
years since the launch of the good food nation and 
two years since the Government announced its 
intention to bring forward a bill, and the 
Government has recently received work from the 
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food commission. However, there is still little 
evidence that concerns about a lack of cohesion 
across Government on food policy are being 
addressed. 

That lack of a strategic approach that 
recognises and deals with the tensions and 
different objectives across departments and 
responsibilities hampers us in addressing the 
issues of sustainability, diet, food poverty, 
production and access, among others. The cabinet 
secretary made no mention of “A Healthier Future: 
Scotland’s Diet & Healthy Weight Delivery Plan”, 
which was published this summer, and the 
debates on obesity and diet make no mention of 
the good food nation agenda. It feels as if there is 
no joint working. 

The Parliament has previously been bold in 
areas of public health. We may not have always 
agreed, but we have introduced legislation to 
tackle smoking and excessive alcohol 
consumption. When the First Minister announced 
in May a commitment to halve childhood obesity 
by 2030, that sounded like an ambition that would 
be at the heart of a good food nation bill. 

The progress report that was published this 
week makes a commitment to 

“separate consultation this autumn on how best to create 
and deliver an appropriate statutory framework.” 

That does not inspire confidence. Those are 
measly words where there should have been a 
clear commitment to an ambitious food bill. A 
whole-Government approach needs to be 
adopted, with clear goals and leadership. We need 
a radical bill—one that could transform Scotland’s 
food culture and improve health, the environment 
and the economy for Scotland’s people. I urge the 
Government to get on with it. 

15:59 

Emma Harper (South Scotland) (SNP): I 
welcome the debate, which takes place during 
food and drink fortnight, and I am pleased to 
speak in it. As the cabinet secretary said, 
Scotland’s food and drink industry is vital to the 
rural economy, and I am delighted to welcome the 
Scottish Government’s ambitious plan to expand it 
further. Building brand Scotland is key to achieving 
that aim. Many people are becoming increasingly 
aware of the importance to the industry of 
provenance, sustainability and country of origin 
labels—an issue that was again raised with me by 
NFUS leadership during the summer. 

In my South Scotland region we have 
outstanding local produce, such as Galloway beef 
and the award-winning cheese that the ethical 
dairy produces. The ethical dairy has gained much 
publicity this week because of its practice of 
keeping calves with their mothers, and Mairi 

Gougeon agreed this week to visit the dairy. I 
encourage engagement with the many other dairy 
farmers who want to share their different on-farm 
practice. 

This weekend, along with the minister, I will be 
pleased to celebrate Loch Ryan oysters at the 
Stranraer oyster festival. 

Members might be surprised to learn that in 
Dumfries and Galloway, Garrocher Tea Garden 
grows and blends tea, and Professor Pods and 
Galloway Chillis grow chilli and make jams, 
chutneys, marmalades and salad mixes. 

Our award-winning dairy produce ranges from 
amazing ice cream to specialist cheeses and 
yoghurt—and I must not forget to mention the 
world-famous Ayrshire tatties. 

From farm to fork, the food and drink producers 
in the south-west are extremely talented and 
innovative people who make an invaluable 
contribution to the local economy. For example, 
Station House cookery school in Kirkcudbright is 
engaging people in cooking their meals and 
getting round the table.  

All those businesses should be supported and 
celebrated. I regularly attend the Dumfries farmers 
market and buy local products there. The farmers 
market was recently awarded £5,000 from the 
Scottish Government’s regional food fund.  

The SNP Government is to be credited for 
helping to make Scotland’s food and drink industry 
what it is today. The industry’s turnover has 
increased by 44 per cent since 2007, and it is 
great that exports have increased by 56 per cent, 
reaching more than £6 billion last year. Our 
manufacturing growth rate for food and drink is 
twice that of the UK. 

Key to unlocking the £30 billion potential of the 
sector is support for the workforce. Our fishermen 
and our farmers, growers and pickers—and 
everyone who works in our agricultural sector—
need to be supported. I spent the summer recess 
visiting farms, attending agricultural events and 
speaking to farmers who are on the front line. I 
found that the future of staffing on many of the 
dairy farms is a huge concern. 

Finlay Carson: Fergus Ewing promised us a 
good food nation bill back in May 2017, and the 
commitment to the bill was included in the 2017 
programme for government and maintained in 
January, but this year’s programme for 
government does not include a good food nation 
bill. Many of the amazing food producers in 
Galloway that the member has mentioned think 
that that is a missed opportunity. 

Does the member agree that the SNP 
Government likes to create headlines about what it 
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is going to do, but a year or two down the road 
fails to deliver? 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Linda 
Fabiani): That was a long intervention. I will give 
Emma Harper a little extra time. 

Emma Harper: Mr Carson knows that I cannot 
speak for the Government; I am not the 
Government. However, I am sure that the 
Government has heard him. Let us move on. 

The UK Government has made a commitment 
to bring 2,500 seasonal agricultural workers to the 
country, but that will not address the issue of full-
time workers on our dairy farms, who are not 
seasonal workers but live here and are part of our 
rural communities. It is important that immigration 
be devolved to Scotland so that we can do what 
we need to do about our growers, pickers and 
dairy farm workers. 

As we face the hard and worrying realities of a 
Tory Brexit, we must do everything possible to 
support our rural industries to become more 
sustainable and resilient. Some 69 per cent of 
Scotland’s food exports go to the EU. 

Donald Cameron mentioned what the Secretary 
of State for Scotland, David Mundell, said last 
week in the Finance and Constitution Committee, 
of which I am a member. In relation to protection 
of PGI status, David Mundell said: 

“We are determined to achieve that.”—[Official Report, 
Finance and Constitution Committee, 6 September 2018; c 
22.] 

However, the very day before that, George 
Hollingbery, the UK Minister of State for Trade 
Policy, attended the committee and said: 

“there are several other products that we would like to 
protect that just do not have sufficient market penetration to 
warrant GI status in that market. The GI issue is not 
particularly straightforward.”—[Official Report, Finance and 
Constitution Committee, 5 September 2018; c 18.] 

Those are not the reassuring words of the 
secretary of state. Members of the UK 
Government maybe need to talk to one another 
and decide how best to support PGI status. 

I echo the industry’s concerns over support 
post-Brexit and encourage the Scottish 
Government to continue to press for the best 
possible outcome for our farm-to-fork businesses. 

16:04 

Peter Chapman (North East Scotland) (Con): 
Before I begin, I must declare an interest as a 
partner in a farming business. 

Parliament has been back after summer recess 
for only two weeks, and already I have met with 
some of the key players in Scotland’s food and 
drink success story. Last week, I attended a 

reception held by the Scotch Whisky Association. 
In 2017, Scotch whisky enjoyed record-breaking 
exports, which grew in volume and value, to a total 
of £4.36 billion. Last night I attended an event 
hosted by the Food and Drink Federation Scotland 
to discuss the diversity of careers available in that 
ever-growing sector. The food and drink sector 
now employs more than 45,000 people, which 
equates to an astonishing 25 per cent of 
Scotland’s manufacturing workforce.  

The target to grow our food and drink industry’s 
worth to £30 billion by 2030 is ambitious, and it is 
wholly reliant on the production of the raw 
materials on which our iconic food brands are 
built. Those raw materials are, of course, 
produced by our farmers and fishermen. However, 
our farmers are rightly concerned that until now 
they have not shared in the food and drink 
success story or seen any reduction in the 
continued pressure on their margins.  

The Scottish farming industry must grow and 
prosper along with the rest of the sector, and the 
prize that Brexit offers is the opportunity to design 
our own support system—one better suited to our 
farmers’ needs. We all know the common 
agricultural policy is flawed, and we can do better. 
However, that opportunity has not been grasped 
by the Scottish Government. Rather, Brexit is 
being used as a delaying tactic and a scare tactic. 
Let us be clear. I believe that the SNP wants 
Brexit to fail to further its own political agenda. 

Mairi Gougeon: I have to say that I absolutely 
object to Peter Chapman’s statement. At every 
stage, this Government has done nothing but go 
out of its way to work with the UK Government at 
every level, to try to work in the best interests of 
the people of Scotland, and at every turn we have 
been ignored. 

Peter Chapman: I completely and utterly reject 
that. That is not what we have seen at all from the 
SNP. The SNP has done everything to build up 
grievance between this place and Westminster 
throughout the whole process. 

Bruce Crawford: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Peter Chapman: No, not at all. 

Let us be clear. I will say it again. I believe that 
the SNP wants Brexit to fail to further its own 
political agenda. That was clear in June when, 
months behind schedule, it released another 
consultation with more questions than answers. 
Our farmers need a clearer outline of how the SNP 
Government will structure and develop its 
agricultural and rural policy. 

Fergus Ewing: Will Mr Chapman take an 
intervention?  

Peter Chapman: I have no time. I am sorry.  
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It is true that stability is needed in the short 
term, but where is the long-term vision for the 
industry? In the past two weeks, the Government 
has cut the new entrants capital grant scheme, 
with nothing to replace it, and the cabinet 
secretary has warned that LFASS will be cut by 20 
per cent in 2019 and 80 per cent in 2020. That is 
another scare tactic, as it is in his hands to decide 
what support Scottish farmers should receive. I 
therefore call on the cabinet secretary to start 
making decisions and stop scaremongering. 

Fergus Ewing: I remind Mr Chapman that I 
have said in this chamber—and I repeat it now—
and I have said to local farmers and NFUS 
members that we are absolutely committed to 
finding a way to avoid that 80 per cent reduction in 
LFASS.  

Peter Chapman: I welcome the cabinet 
secretary’s words. I hope that he gets on and does 
exactly what he says and makes something 
happen.  

The announcement that farmers will receive 90 
per cent of the basic payments in October is also 
helpful, as that will provide a much-needed cash 
injection to many who are under pressure due to 
the huge rise in feed and fodder prices caused by 
the summer drought. Although I welcome that, it is 
no more than was done last year, so it in no way 
addresses the serious increased costs that 
livestock farmers face this winter. Our farmers 
deserve better. Our farmers deserve more. 

For example, I wrote to Mr Ewing asking him to 
support the NFUS proposal to request from the 
European Commission a derogation of the three-
crop rule and a shortening of the ecological focus 
areas fallow period. Those measures would have 
had a significant positive impact on our farmers’ 
ability to plan ahead and to alleviate the extreme 
shortage of winter feed. They would have cost the 
Government nothing, yet no action has been 
taken; I have not even received a reply. 

Where do we go from here? The fact that there 
is no mention of an agriculture bill in the 
threadbare programme for government shows 
complete disregard for our farmers. 

In the short time that I have left, I need to speak 
about the important role that our fish sector plays 
in our food and drink industry. Many people are 
unaware of the fact that our biggest food export is 
not beef or sheep, but farmed salmon. We 
produce 177,000 tonnes of salmon, much of which 
is exported to 60 countries right across the world. 
Our fishermen work hard in often dangerous 
conditions to put food on our tables. Two thirds of 
the world’s langoustines are sourced in Scottish 
waters. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Come to a 
close, please, Mr Chapman. 

Peter Chapman: I will come to a finish. 

The Scottish Fishermen’s Federation and the 
NFUS have got behind the UK Government’s 
Chequers plan, which is the only plan on the table. 
It will deliver friction-free and tariff-free trade 
across Europe. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: You must 
finish, please, Mr Chapman. 

Peter Chapman: If the SNP was in any way 
supportive of a deal— 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: You must finish 
now, Mr Chapman. 

Peter Chapman: Sorry. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: When I ask 
members to finish, there is a reason for that. I do 
so in the interests of the debate, and I would 
expect members not to continue for two or three 
paragraphs after I have made such a request. 

Peter Chapman: I apologise, Presiding Officer. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Thank you, Mr 
Chapman. 

16:11 

Stewart Stevenson (Banffshire and Buchan 
Coast) (SNP): It is interesting to hear a Tory 
member talk about the Chequers plan and 
demand that the SNP gets behind it. I will be 
interested to hear when the Conservative Party 
gets behind it—it has at least six different views on 
the Chequers plan. However, I am not going to 
waste time on the Conservative Party’s internal 
difficulties, which at every turn it tries to deflect on 
to others who are trying to do the right thing for 
Scotland. 

Our food and drink fortnight is an excellent 
example of Scotland coming together—mostly, 
members have done that in this afternoon’s 
debate—to promote the great-quality food that we 
produce in our country. I agree with Mr Chapman 
about the importance of salmon farming, although 
it is by no means the only food and drink export 
that we have, as we have heard from others. 

The vision of Scotland as a good food nation is 
one that, in this year of young people, we should 
relate to the contribution of future generations, in 
particular. James Withers, the chief executive of 
Scotland Food & Drink, said: 

“Now is an exciting time to be involved in the sector in 
Scotland and the opportunity for the next generation to 
raise the bar even higher is hugely compelling.” 

I absolutely agree. 

On Tuesday this week, Austin Wilkins from the 
United States joined me as a new intern. He has 
told me that, at secondary school, he participated 
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in the Future Farmers of America, which is an 
organisation that seeks to educate people on 
where their food comes from and to help them to 
value their food better. When it surveyed a group, 
one person asked whether only brown cows could 
make chocolate milk. That is a classic, albeit 
humorous, example of the disconnect between 
people’s understanding of food and the real 
importance of food. 

Scotland has almost 20,000 food businesses 
that employ well over 100,000 people, but 
whatever the outcome of Brexit will be, it is 
currently overhanging our industry and its 
success. I need only cite the example of live 
langoustines, the premium product that comes 
largely from the north-east. They go on the buggy 
to Boulogne-sur-Mer market once a week. If they 
arrive at 8 o’clock in the morning, they get the 
price that they command by virtue of their quality, 
but if they are delayed only until 2 o’clock in the 
afternoon, they get half the price that they would 
have got at 8 o’clock in the morning. The 
challenge lies in how long they will have to wait in 
the queues to get into France and reach 
Boulogne-sur-Mer. That is an example of the 
practical risks that we face if we do not get Brexit 
right. 

Geographical indication status is very important 
to many of our great Scottish products, particularly 
Scotch whisky, which has been well regarded 
around the world for more than a century. Since 
the Immature Spirits (Restriction) Act 1915, for 
which my cousin was responsible in Parliament, 
the whisky has been kept in bond, which has 
improved its quality. Previously, I referred to the 
American whisky industry’s desire to have us 
abandon that three-year storage and go down to 
one year, to level the playing field. 

Whisky has challenges around the world. Many 
years ago, when I first went to Nepal and walked 
down Khatmandu’s main street, the Durbar Marg, 
in the windows was something that looked 
superficially like Vat 69 whisky. However, it was 
Kat 69, with the “K” carefully drawn to obscure the 
fact that it was Nepalese whisky. We are copied all 
over the place: India has a huge second-hand 
market in Johnnie Walker bottles; and when I 
asked for whisky in Burma 40 years ago, what I 
received was purported to be Scotch whisky but 
had the faint flavour of paraffin—it had been made 
out the back the night before. 

A great industry in my constituency that sounds 
as if it is simple is seed potatoes, but it is an eight-
figure-a-year industry. It is one of many. Let us 
support them all. 

16:16 

Angus MacDonald (Falkirk East) (SNP): How 
pleased I am to be speaking in this debate, as 
Scotland’s food and drink is certainly worth 
celebrating. As we have heard from previous 
speakers, Scotland has an incredibly successful 
food and drink sector that is worth billions to our 
economy and provides thousands of jobs across 
the country. 

From growers and producers to processing and 
end-product services, our food and drink have 
much to offer the world. I have not shared 
previously with the chamber the fact that my own 
family history had a part to play in Scotland’s food 
and drink success story, having produced 
Stornoway black pudding for more than eight 
decades. That black pudding got a wee mention 
yesterday during rural economy portfolio question 
time, when Dave Stewart stated that his fondness 
for Stornoway black pudding—or marag in 
Gaelic—had not affected his waistline. Sadly, I 
cannot say the same, but it is fair to say that I play 
my part in boosting our economy by buying and 
consuming Scotland’s first-class products. 

We wound down our wholesale and retail meat 
businesses in Stornoway in the mid-2000s, due 
mainly to competition from supermarkets and the 
resultant changes in purchasing habits on the 
islands, but I am glad to say that three black 
pudding producers in Stornoway still valiantly 
produce the marags and seem to be going from 
strength to strength. All that is at risk if we fail to 
keep protected geographical indication status for 
Stornoway black pudding and 13 other Scottish 
products. Unfortunately, UK ministers have failed 
to give an assurance regarding PGIs and the 
protected food name scheme. The UK 
Government’s lack of clarity, coupled with frequent 
media reports on discussions of future trade deals 
in which apparently PGIs are an afterthought or 
not deemed to be important, is creating real 
concerns among many stakeholders across 
Scotland. I hope that there is no truth in the 
rumour that the UK Government sees Scotland’s 
produce with protected geographical indication 
status as a bargaining chip. However, I suspect 
that it is correct; I guess that we will know fairly 
soon whether it is. 

Closer to my home these days is Falkirk district, 
and it would be remiss of me not to mention our 
local successes. From early beginnings, with 
Robert Barr producing the first Iron Brew in the 
1800s and Rosebank distillery producing the 
undisputed king of the Lowlands whisky as far 
back as 1819, to modern-day production at 
Malcolm Allan butchers and Mrs Tilly’s Scottish 
confectionery, Falkirk district has much to offer 
and be proud of. 
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Malcolm Allan butchers, for example, produces 
54 per cent of Scotland’s Lorne sausage, which is 
an average of 50 tonnes of sausage a week. Over 
Christmas and New Year, it provided Lorne 
sausage and steak pies to soldiers from the Royal 
Scots Dragoon Guards who were stationed in 
Cyprus, to ensure that they had a reminder of 
home while on tour of duty. It has moved on from 
running a couple of family butcher shops in Falkirk 
and Kirkintilloch to supplying most of Scotland’s 
major supermarkets, and it is clear that only the 
best produce, a lineage of quality service and a 
family ethos have ensured Malcolm Allan Ltd’s 
success in becoming one of our most loved 
household names. 

If you have more of a sweet tooth, perhaps, 
after your Malcolm Allan steak pie, a wee bit of 
Mrs Tilly’s tablet will cure the craving. We all know 
that tablet, especially those treats made by 
Scottish Government ministers, can send certain 
members of opposition parties into a sugar-
induced frenzy, so before I continue, I say to all: 
everything in moderation, as part of a healthy 
balanced diet. 

Mrs Tilly’s originated in my friend and colleague 
Keith Brown’s constituency in Tillicoultry. 
However, it has expanded across the Forth valley 
to Larbert. From early beginnings, it has become 
one of Scotland’s success stories. 

With that success, however, comes the 
responsibility of creating the environment in which 
our food and drink sector can develop, expand 
and continue down the path of sustainable 
success. Scotland has a reputation for quality 
produce, ranging from our salmon and whisky 
industries to our meat and soft fruits. Inevitably, 
Brexit poses a threat to our industries and the 
continued uncertainty is not good for anyone. That 
is why we should be taking steps to ensure that 
our industries are underpinned by the security of 
access to the single market and customs union. I 
reiterate calls upon the UK Government to take 
the steps that will secure Scotland’s industries and 
provide the certainty that is so badly needed right 
now and for the future. 

There is a lot more to say. In closing, I had 
hoped to touch on some good practice in 
Denmark, as an example of where we should be 
looking to go. However, time is limited, so suffice it 
to say that our food and drink sector’s success is 
down to its high-quality produce and focus on 
sustainability that are known the world over. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: You must 
close, please. 

Angus MacDonald: We can, and should, do 
everything in our power to ensure that the industry 
is protected from whatever threats are on the 
horizon, and to ensure that the success is 

replicated and sustained, for the future of the 
industry, the nation and our citizens. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: We move to 
closing speeches. It is disappointing to note that 
not everyone who contributed has returned to the 
chamber for the start of those speeches. 

16:22 

Mike Rumbles: I did not want the debate to be 
focused yet again on Brexit, although some 
contributors tried to do that. We all know the threat 
that Brexit poses. I wanted to ensure that the 
debate was focused where it should be, on 
supporting our quality food and drink industry and 
on what the Scottish Government needs to do now 
to ensure that we maintain our deserved 
reputation for both quality and the highest level of 
animal welfare. 

In my opening speech, I identified two areas 
where the Scottish Government needs to take 
action urgently. In particular, it needs to ensure 
that we have an effective regulatory system for our 
fish farming industry. The system is currently not 
fit for purpose. I appreciate the Government’s 
support for the Liberal Democrat amendment. That 
must be followed by action, rather than just a vote, 
to put the regulatory system right. 

Donald Cameron focused on the Parliament’s 
concerns about why the good food nation bill was 
dropped from the programme for government. All 
four opposition parties are united in not wanting to 
see that bill kicked into the long grass. That is why 
we will support all the amendments before us 
today. Colin Smyth rightly used his time to focus 
on tackling food poverty and jobs in the industry, 
as did Claudia Beamish.  

I take the opportunity to thank Mark Ruskell for 
working with me and others to get the Parliament 
to focus on what the Scottish Government can do 
to support our food and drink industry and to get 
the Scottish Government to act to address the 
problems and introduce legislation. He worked 
very well, and, if it had not been for Mark Ruskell, 
perhaps we would not all be supporting the 
amendments. I do not know whether my 
compliments to Mark Ruskell will help or hinder 
him within his parliamentary group: I notice that 
the other members are not here, so it may be that 
they have not heard. I think he is all right. 

I was astonished by Mairi Gougeon’s 
intervention in my opening contribution to the 
debate, when I raised the issue of the export for 
slaughter of over 5,000 young calves last year, 
many of which ended up going for slaughter 
outwith the EU, in North Africa, with all that that 
entails. I could not quite believe it when she said 
that the calves on the BBC programme were not 
Scottish. She did not comment on the fact that, 
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last year, 5,000 such calves were Scottish. When I 
said that the facts are important but equally 
important is public perception, I was—
unbelievably—barracked by some MSPs on the 
SNP benches, and one in particular, who is not in 
the chamber at the moment. I will not name him 
because I thought it was rather poor. 

My goodness—that is the whole point of my 
amendment. That we have quality produce raised 
to the very highest welfare standards must not 
only be true, but be seen to be true. The 
perception of the great British public is really 
important. If we and our Government ministers do 
not understand that, our food and drink industry 
could be compromised very quickly indeed. 

Members throughout the chamber are agreed, 
surely, on the importance of our food and drink 
industry and on the fact that it is a real success 
story. Every contributor to the debate has made 
that point. However, we fail in our duty if we 
engage only in back-slapping about how well our 
industry is doing in our constituencies or regions. 
Surely this is our opportunity also to highlight 
problems that we are facing, and solutions to 
them. There are problems, and if we do not 
address them as soon as they arise, we do 
nobody any favours. 

I repeat that we have a good story to tell about 
our Scottish food and drink industry, but it can all 
be undone by failings in one or two areas. As soon 
as problems appear, the Scottish Government 
must act quickly to put things right. I identify one of 
those issues in my amendment, which I urge all 
members throughout the chamber to support. 

16:26 

Mark Ruskell: In effect, we have had two 
debates this afternoon. One has been about 
celebrating the success of our artisan food 
producers across Scotland, and members have 
mentioned many examples of that, and the other 
has been about the Scottish Government’s policy 
direction and, perhaps, the lack of progress that 
we have seen there. 

Members have taken us on a heady tour. We 
have been to gin and whisky distilleries, we have 
heard about black pudding and we have had offers 
of toffee from the SNP back benches. 

It is important that the Scottish food sector is 
inclusive. Jenny Gilruth raised the disconnection of 
opportunity, particularly for young people who 
want to find livelihoods working in the food sector, 
and Claire Baker highlighted the skills gap that 
exists and the opportunity to bring disadvantaged 
young people into this success story. 

It is important that the indicators of success for 
the Scottish food sector are not just about gross 

value added and the size of the sector. They must 
also be about what it actually does. The Scottish 
food commission commissioned an interesting 
piece of work back in 2015—a lot of good work 
has been going on here—on what the indicators of 
success should be in our food sector. It pointed 
out that good indicators would be the proportion of 
jobs for which people are paid the living wage and 
the incidence of skills gaps in the sector. When we 
consider its success, we must define that not just 
in terms of the size of the sector, but in terms of 
what it does and how inclusive it is. 

A number of members focused, rightly, on the 
need for primary legislation: a good food nation 
bill. The cabinet secretary said that there is no 
instruction manual for this. I agree, but some very 
good work has been done by bodies such as the 
Scottish food commission and the food coalition, 
many of which were set up with the support of 
Government ministers. We need to carry that 
through. 

Colin Smyth talked about the scandal of 
200,000 children going to bed hungry and Claire 
Baker talked about the holiday hunger that many 
families in our communities face. That is why it is 
important that we have a good food nation bill that 
contains a right to food and provides that public 
bodies that look after vulnerable people must 
ensure that that right is met, whether that is 
through education, programmes around cooking or 
the provision of high-quality school meals during 
term time and, potentially, during holiday periods 
as well. It is important that a good food nation bill 
addresses those issues of social equality. 

I turn to the protected geographical indicator 
scheme. It is welcome that the cabinet secretary 
has put pressure on multiple UK Government 
ministers to move on that. I welcome the fact that 
the Tory amendment commits to strengthening a 
replacement for the PGI scheme post-Brexit. I 
hope that, if that amendment is agreed to, the Tory 
members will follow through on that and lobby the 
UK trade ministers. If the amendment is agreed to, 
they will have a united voice from the Parliament 
to embolden them to make the case that we need 
to ensure that, as Angus MacDonald said, the PGI 
scheme does not become a bargaining chip in the 
Brexit negotiations. 

One PGI that we have and that has been a huge 
success is Scotch beef. I say to the new minister 
that taking some leadership on the accreditation of 
rose veal and how that might fit with the Scotch 
beef label could provide part of the solution that 
she is looking for in relation to dairy calves. It 
should not just be about shipping or shooting; we 
could have an ethical product and we could even 
sell it in the Parliament. 

Mike Rumbles and Claudia Beamish made 
some thoughtful points about the quality and 
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sustainability of our food. I recognise the 
importance of the salmon farming industry to our 
Highlands and Islands not only for this generation 
but for future generations. That is why we are all 
concerned about the deep-seated problems that 
the industry has. I refer to animal welfare, disease, 
sea lice—which Claudia Beamish accurately 
predicted several years ago that we needed to 
monitor; we did not do that and look where we are 
now—the culling of seals, which could lead to an 
export ban for Scottish salmon in the US, and the 
impact on our wild salmon stocks.  

We await with interest and bated breath the 
report that will come from the Rural Economy and 
Connectivity Committee, but it must not just sit on 
the shelf. That is important. The Scottish 
Environment Protection Agency is undertaking a 
sector review of salmon farming in the months to 
come. It could change the way that the sector is 
regulated to protect the environment. It is 
important that the Parliament continues to get a 
grip on the issue. Although we have an iconic 
product in Scottish salmon, it is in trouble, as is 
consumer confidence. We need to address the 
issues. 

We must take the vision of a good food nation 
and make it an economically successful, socially 
inclusive and environmentally responsible reality. 
Let us see a bill in the next year. 

16:32 

Alex Rowley (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab): 
This has been an interesting debate. A number of 
good points were made across the chamber. 
There are many areas on which we can all agree, 
not least our world-class product, which many 
speakers—such as Emma Harper, Claire Baker, 
Jenny Gilruth and Stuart McMillan—highlighted.  

However, there has also been disagreement 
and controversy, particularly due to the 
Government’s backtracking on the proposed good 
food nation bill. I hear what Fergus Ewing said, but 
the concept of such a bill was one of the many so-
called radical announcements in last year’s 
programme for government. Like Donald 
Cameron, Mark Ruskell and Mike Rumbles, I do 
not understand what the delay is but, in a spirit of 
co-operation, I say to the cabinet secretary that 
the bill should address sustainability, food poverty 
and healthy eating. In doing so, it should 
encourage links across Government portfolios. 

Specifically, as Colin Smyth mentioned, the bill 
should incorporate the right to food into Scots law. 
If it does not, Scottish Labour would lodge an 
amendment to that effect. We have a right to food 
in international law but, without protection in our 
law, it cannot be enforced and cannot underpin 
policy and practice. It is not good enough to have 

bits and pieces of legislation; we need an 
overarching bill. 

The right to food is a right for everyone to be 
able to eat well and to have a system that treats 
people, livestock and the planet fairly. That means 
that food should be available to everyone, 
regardless of any geographical or financial barriers 
that they might face. In other words, everyone 
should be able to have access to, and pay for, 
food. 

Not only that, but the food that is on offer should 
be nutritious, safe to eat and respectful of the 
many cultures that make up modern Scotland. 
Food production in Scotland should be 
sustainable, ethical and carried out using methods 
that protect and preserve our natural environment 
and resources, so that we can produce food now 
and into the future. 

That will require a whole system approach to 
supporting our farmers and food producers so that 
they can be part of that transformation. As yet, 
none of that is a reality in Scotland. 

We absolutely need a right to food in Scots law, 
to create a legal framework that, to quote Nourish 
Scotland,  

“respects, protects, and fulfils food rights.” 

We have heard today about food poverty. Like 
Claire Baker, I want to spend some time on the 
issue of food poverty, which is particularly 
important given that figures show that more than 
200,000 children are now living in households that 
are unlikely to be able to afford a healthy diet. 

We know that one area of growth in our towns 
and cities is food banks. Earlier this year, the 
Trussell Trust reported a 17 per cent rise in the 
use of food banks in Scotland compared to the 
previous year. Low incomes, benefit changes and 
benefit delays were cited as significant factors for 
people who find themselves having to seek help to 
satisfy the fundamental human requirement of 
having enough food to eat. 

Despite the fact that the Trussell Trust describes 
universal credit as being “a significant factor”, the 
Tories in Westminster still refuse to halt the roll-
out. In the Scottish Parliament that policy is 
supported by the Scottish Conservatives. In areas 
where universal credit has been rolled out, the 
number of people using food banks rose by 52 per 
cent and that includes thousands of hard-working 
families. 

For the life of me, I cannot understand how the 
Scottish Conservatives can claim in the Parliament 
to want to end food poverty when they will not call 
for a halt to one of the major contributors of food 
poverty in Scotland—the roll-out of universal 
credit. If they genuinely want to address food 
poverty in Scotland, they must make it clear that 
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we need a halt to the roll-out of universal credit in 
Scotland. While they are at it, they also need to 
speak out against failed Tory austerity, which is 
causing widespread food poverty in Scotland and 
across the United Kingdom. 

Without doubt, our food system is failing many 
of our citizens, from those experiencing food 
uncertainty, food poverty or working in the food 
industry with low wages and insecure working 
conditions, to those struggling with diet-related ill 
health and obesity, as well as the large numbers 
of food producers who are struggling to make a 
living. 

As pointed out so passionately by Claudia 
Beamish, food is a major contributor to climate 
change and biodiversity loss, and is driving global 
soil quality loss and antibiotic resistance. 

An overarching bill could change that, by 
underpinning a fair, healthy and sustainable food 
system that could specifically tackle food poverty. 
That is why Scottish Labour lodged an 
amendment that I hope that all members can 
support. Surely no member of the Scottish 
Parliament wants to vote against tackling food 
poverty? I urge support. 

16:38 

Rachael Hamilton (Ettrick, Roxburgh and 
Berwickshire) (Con): I am delighted to speak in 
tonight’s debate celebrating Scotland’s food and 
drink success story. As we have heard, Scotland 
showcases some of the world’s finest food and 
drink, which is one of the reasons why visitors 
come to Scotland. Is it not amazing that so many 
members have an inside knowledge of whisky and 
gin from their own regions and constituencies? 

In summing up, I want to give some credit where 
it is due and I will also set out why the Scottish 
Conservatives have misgivings about the Scottish 
Government’s ambition.  

I hope that you will indulge me for a moment, 
Presiding Officer, while I celebrate the success of 
the food producers in my constituency of Ettrick, 
Roxburgh and Berwickshire. Their tenacity and 
determination to put the best of the Borders on the 
Scottish food map is second to none. There is no 
shortage of achievement in my constituency. 
Companies enjoyed great success in the great 
taste awards, including Giacopazzi’s in Eyemouth 
for its ice cream and yoghurt, Katy Cloud 
Marshmallows, Jarvis Pickle for its Cullen skink 
pie and Laprig Valley for its gorgeous apple juice. 

Last night, we enjoyed the Food and Drink 
Federation reception, which many members have 
mentioned and which was hosted by John Scott. 
The cabinet secretary was there to see and hear 
the breadth of talent, particularly among young 

people with their fantastic achievements through 
receiving education and skills in the food and drink 
sector. I will pick up on that point later. 

We can definitely go further in promoting 
Scotland’s unique food story. We must seize the 
vast opportunities that tourism can bring in 
promoting our food and drink industry. The 
Scottish Conservatives welcome the Scottish 
Government’s aim to grow the food and drink 
sector by £1 billion by 2030, via the food tourism 
action plan. 

We have heard so many members talk about 
success. It is outstanding that exports were by 
£275 million to £5.5 billion in 2016 and have 
increased by 70 per cent since 2007. The amazing 
figures go on; I do not need to repeat them, but 
they are outstanding. 

As we go forward with Brexit, we have a unique 
chance to craft an export plan that could take 
Scottish produce even further. Many members 
have lauded the success of the whisky and 
salmon industries on the world stage. However, 
there is so much untapped potential out there that 
could thrive in a global market. 

With all our wonderful locally grown and high-
quality food, it is no wonder that people are a little 
disappointed at the SNP Government’s decision 
to, in effect, ditch the good food nation bill, which 
many of the parties have talked about. We are 
saddened that the SNP has decided to drop the 
bill from its 2018-19 programme for government. 
Fergus Ewing promised that there would be a 
good food nation bill back in May 2017, and the 
commitment was included in the 2017 programme 
for government. The new programme for 
government mentions only proposals and actions. 
There was cross-party consensus, so why drop 
the bill? What kind of message does ditching the 
bill send out? What sort of message does it bill 
send out to families, crofters, farmers, fishermen, 
our valued food producers, our schools and our 
planet? How can we begin to properly shape 
Scotland’s food policy without robust and 
considered legislation? 

Fergus Ewing: I reaffirm that we are committed 
to introduce legislation that will underpin Scotland 
as a good food nation. However, might I just 
correct Rachael Hamilton and previous 
Conservative speakers? We did not say in a 
previous programme for government that we 
would introduce legislation; we said that we would 
consult the public on good food legislation. That is 
exactly what we will do. 

Rachael Hamilton: To clarify, the cabinet 
secretary told Parliament: 

“Decisions on the bill timetable will be taken in the 
context of the Government’s overall legislative 
programme.”—[Official Report, 25 May 2017; c 1.]  
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I do not know how that squares with what the 
cabinet secretary has just said. [Interruption.] I am 
being urged to declare an interest. In the register 
of members’ interests, I state that I own a local 
hotel, in which I sell food and drink. I do not know 
whether that is relevant, but I have said it to make 
sure. 

On the good food nation bill, public sector 
supply chains and food procurement that involve 
Scottish producers could have been set out in the 
legislation. I presume that that is what the cabinet 
secretary is talking about with regard to the 
consultation. We could have introduced legislation 
to improve children’s health and promote healthy 
eating. That will now not come to fruition unless 
the SNP brings back the bill. Mark Ruskell has 
urged the cabinet secretary to do so and to get out 
of his economic silo, and many members want the 
cabinet secretary to reconsider. 

Food producers are acutely aware of their 
carbon footprint and their impact on the 
environment. Numerous producers, from whisky 
distillers to fruit and vegetable growers, work with 
mother nature to enhance not only their products 
but the environment and biodiversity. For example, 
in the whisky sector, pure clean water is crucial to 
the quality of the finished product, and the industry 
is carrying out some excellent work with SEPA to 
ensure that pollution in watercourses is kept to a 
minimum. I am sure that that good work will not be 
ignored, but a good food nation bill could address 
regulation and some of the quality standards and 
issues in other sectors of the food industry that we 
have talked about. 

The Scottish Conservatives recognise the 
importance of geographical indications. That is 
why we included them in our amendment. The 
Scottish brand is world renowned, and it is 
important that we ensure that our brand is 
protected and that any replacement scheme for 
geographical indications must provide at least an 
equivalent level of protection once the UK leaves 
the EU. I was interested in Colin Smyth’s comment 
that it increases the value of products by a factor 
of at least 2.23. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Excuse me, Ms 
Hamilton. I do not know whether my hearing is 
particularly acute today or whether voices are 
carrying more than usual, but I feel that I am part 
of conversations and am understanding them—it 
is that bad. I ask members to be a bit quieter. 

Rachael Hamilton: It is like being a school 
teacher just before the bell goes. 

Intellectual property is of huge value to 
producers. I urge the Scottish Government to work 
with the UK Government to support food 
producers. 

Members have talked about many diverse 
subjects. John Scott welcomed the six-month trial 
scheme for seasonal workers to tackle the labour 
shortages in the fruit industry and other food 
production units. However, it is worrying that the 
new entrants capital grant scheme closed to new 
applications at the end of August. New entrants 
who started to farm in 2017 should have expected 
a scheme to be available for three years, but that 
has been cut short by 18 months. How are we 
meant to attract the next generation to pursue a 
career in agriculture and produce more food if 
those opportunities are taken away from them? 
Last night, the cabinet secretary was happy to 
support young people at the Food and Drink 
Federation event. Why is he now not announcing 
new support for an entrants scheme to encourage 
young women and men to get into farming? 

To conclude, we must remember that, at the 
end of the day, it is the fishermen and the farmers 
whom we must thank for producing the excellent 
raw ingredients on which the Scottish success 
story is built. A good food nation bill could have 
enshrined the importance of food production in 
legislation. Quite frankly, there has been a kick in 
the teeth for the fishermen and the farmers. 

We simply cannot rest on our laurels. The hard 
work of farmers, fishermen and food producers 
cannot be taken for granted. It is time that the SNP 
Government realised that and pulled out the stops 
to support the industry and ensure that we can 
take Scottish food and drink to the next level. A 
good food nation bill would have done that. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: We have ended 
up with a couple of extra moments. A speech of 12 
minutes should take us up to decision time, 
minister. I am sure that there will be a little space 
for interventions. 

16:47 

The Minister for Rural Affairs and the Natural 
Environment (Mairi Gougeon): Thank you, 
Presiding Officer. I will certainly see what I can do. 

At the outset, I want to address the points that 
Mike Rumbles raised in his opening and summing-
up speeches. Contrary to what he might think or 
believe, facts are important. We cannot allow a 
situation to continue in which completely 
misleading statements are made and footage is 
displayed without trying to clarify or give the truth. I 
took a number of questions about the matter in the 
chamber on Tuesday, and I care deeply about it. I 
am actively trying to do something about it, and 
will repeat what I said then: no one is happy with 
the situation. 

On calves being transported outwith the EU to 
third countries, as I said in response to Mike 
Rumbles earlier, we did not see any Scottish 
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calves in the documentary footage. I am not 
saying that that makes it okay; I am saying that we 
specifically said to the BBC that, if it has any 
footage or evidence of the practice, it should give 
it to us. If members have any footage or evidence, 
they should give that to us. 

Mike Rumbles: We must not get confused 
about this. I said that the facts are important, but 
public perception is as important. The BBC 
programme made it clear that the calves were not 
from Scotland. That does not take away from the 
fact that 5,000 were exported last year. What is 
the minister doing about that? 

Mairi Gougeon: I feel that Mike Rumbles is 
conflating a few issues. Yes, 5,000 calves were 
exported, but in his statements, he makes it sound 
as though 5,000 calves were exported outwith the 
EU to those third countries. [Interruption.] But that 
is exactly how he makes it come across. He talks 
about public perception being important. That is 
exactly why I am trying to clarify the matter and 
get it right. I said that I am actively working to do 
something about the matter—and I am genuinely 
doing that.  

Colin Smyth rose—  

Mairi Gougeon: I will take an intervention in a 
moment. 

I said that I would engage with the dairy 
industry. Again, I say that no one is happy with the 
situation and we want to try to tackle it. 

Mark Ruskell made a very good point in his 
closing speech about rosé veal. I understand and 
accept where he is coming from. I will meet any 
member who wants to discuss the issue seriously 
with me and try to find a way forward. 

Colin Smyth: Will Mairi Gougeon accept that, 
as long as we continue to have exporting of live 
animals for fattening and slaughter, the 
Government cannot guarantee that calves will not 
be exported from Scotland that could ultimately 
land in countries whose processes are far inferior 
to our own? 

Mairi Gougeon: That is exactly why we are 
undertaking research. We are doing so to make 
sure that that is not happening. We do not believe 
that it is happening, but I say again to members 
that if they have evidence of that happening, 
please give it to me, because I want to see it. I put 
that call out: give me the evidence, so that we can 
act on it and do something about it. 

I could not agree more with Mark Ruskell that 
this was a tale of two debates. I will probably move 
between the two as I progress through my speech. 

I wanted to start my speech by saying that it is 
good to have the opportunity to take part in the 
debate and bring it to a close in my new capacity 

as minister for rural affairs. If I am learning one 
thing in this role, it is that it is certainly not without 
its challenges. 

There are areas in my portfolio, such as food 
and drink, where there are challenges, which I will 
come on to, but where there is also a great deal of 
opportunity and excitement. Who cannot get 
excited and passionate when it comes to 
Scotland’s food and drink? 

Now is the time to celebrate and enjoy that 
passion as part of food and drink fortnight, which 
runs until the end of this week. As part of the 
fortnight, I have had the opportunity to meet a 
number of people, businesses and organisations 
to see the innovation that takes place and the 
action that the Government, in partnership with 
others, is taking to support not only production but 
learning, training and career development in this 
vital sector. 

Last week, I met Bob and Jane Prentice at 
Downfield farm in Fife to launch the venison 
strategy. The strategy is the culmination of the 
work of those who are involved in the sector. For 
the first time, all the key representatives from 
across the supply chain, covering both wild and 
farmed deer, worked together to develop a plan to 
grow the sector. 

The strategy has many aims, including 
improving and establishing new supply chains, 
building and strengthening skills, and looking at 
how to support new entrants to deer farming. The 
venison sector in Scotland is growing and we have 
an opportunity to develop it further.  

We have heard a lot about last week’s Scotch 
Whisky Association event. I spoke at that event, 
which celebrated the association’s successes, 
including in particular the fact that there are now 
128 distilleries across Scotland, from the old to the 
new and the truly historic. 

Jenny Gilruth talked about Lindores abbey, 
where the first distilling is said to have taken place. 
Now, 500 years on, we have seen the rebirth of 
whisky production there through the vision of the 
McKenzie Smiths. 

Whisky is one of Scotland’s great success 
stories, which is evident when we look at last 
year’s exports and see that the sector was worth 
£4.37 billion, which is up 55 per cent from 2007. 

On Monday, I visited Forth Valley College in 
Stirling, which is, with the Springboard Charity, 
undertaking work with secondary schools across 
the region, focusing on hospitality, food and 
tourism. It aims to show young people the wide 
variety of careers and opportunities that are 
available across those sectors by giving them 
small tasters of each.  
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I was able to take part in a session with Historic 
Environment Scotland and then we had a 
mocktail-making session with the team from Andy 
Murray’s Cromlix hotel—for everyone’s 
information, I make a cracking Shirley Temple. We 
also had a session with the chef, during which we 
competed in an omelette challenge. I was 
devastated to learn that I make an omelette more 
slowly than Jamie Hepburn and Fiona Hyslop. All 
that I can say is that their omelettes must have 
been completely inedible given the time that they 
took. 

Across those three sessions, it was fantastic to 
see the enthusiasm from the young people and 
from those who were delivering the sessions, who 
really brought the jobs and careers to life. If we 
want to grow and develop our food and drink 
sector and fully realise all the opportunities that we 
hope to realise on our way to becoming a good 
food nation, it is vital to have the skills and the 
enthusiasm. 

Finlay Carson: Does the minister recognise the 
great disappointment of many companies and the 
food sector in general that a good food nation bill 
has not been included in this year’s programme for 
government? 

Mairi Gougeon: We have plans to legislate in 
certain areas, but this is not just about legislation. 
We can take a number of actions without 
legislation. James Withers of Scotland Food & 
Drink emphasised that point today. 

This Saturday, I will visit the Stranraer oyster 
festival to celebrate and enjoy that fantastic 
product. Colin Smyth and Emma Harper 
highlighted the oyster festival in their speeches. 

The talent, enthusiasm and dedication of all 
those involved in our food and drink sector across 
the country are clear for everyone to see. We 
heard about that from members across the 
chamber when they talked about their 
constituencies. 

Colin Smyth talked about Cream o’ Galloway 
and about Dumfries and Galloway having 40 per 
cent of Scotland’s dairy. We heard about special 
South Korean bar snacks from Gillian Martin’s 
constituency, and about microbrewing in Fife from 
Jenny Gilruth. We heard about award-winning 
butchers and grocers in Burntisland from Claire 
Baker. Stuart McMillan talked about the trout 
fishery and the vegan cheese makers in his 
constituency, and the little treats that he has left in 
all our offices today. 

Stuart McMillan: Will the minister take a brief 
intervention? 

Mairi Gougeon: I am sorry, but I do not have 
time. 

In addition to Dumfries and Galloway’s dairy, 
Emma Harper also mentioned the Galloway chillis, 
which I look forward to trying. I cannot talk about 
all this without mentioning Stornoway black 
pudding, which was mentioned by Alasdair Allan. 
It fuelled Jenny Gilruth and me on our run around 
the Stornoway half marathon, and Angus 
MacDonald knows how to make it—that is good 
knowledge. 

There is also no way that I could talk about all 
this without talking also about my own 
constituency and the amazing work that is being 
done there. We have talked about the food tourism 
strategy, which is perfectly encapsulated in 
Brechin. From Brechin, we can catch the 
Caledonian railway’s sloe train—a steam train that 
goes to Dun, where Gin Bothy gins can be 
sampled. 

Laurencekirk is home to Allison Stewart’s Cakes 
by Alli-Baba, which was winner of the best baked 
goods in Scotland award earlier this year at 
Scotland’s business awards 2018. In Montrose, 
we have the restaurant El Tajin, which was 
established by Mexican chef Martha Doyle and her 
family, who use the best of local produce to inspire 
their Mexican menu. They use all the best that the 
area has to offer. 

There are the smokies in Arbroath, the geese 
from Inverbervie and the goats from Inverkeilor, 
where such truly original creations such as goat 
tacos are made. I encourage anybody who is in 
the area to take the time to visit. 

As I said, it is hard not to be passionate about 
the sector as a whole. At the same time, however, 
we have to be aware of the challenges, one of 
which is Brexit. Mike Rumbles thinks that we do 
not need to talk about it and Peter Chapman sees 
it as an opportunity; I beg to differ. 

I realise that Brexit is not the only challenge that 
we face, and others were articulated by members 
across the chamber. Claudia Beamish talked 
about access to healthy local food and our food 
culture. Edward Mountain and John Scott talked 
about livestock and the challenges facing farmers. 
A number of members raised concerns around 
health and food poverty not being linked with our 
health strategy, including Claire Baker, Colin 
Smyth and Mark Ruskell. That link is intrinsic to 
our work towards becoming a good food nation. I 
want to highlight that. It is discussed in the 
progress report that was published this week and 
it will be integral to our work as we move forward. I 
hope that the fact that we will accept the majority 
of the amendments to our motion shows members 
that we recognise the concerns that have been 
raised across the chamber and that we want to 
work together to do something about them. 
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Donald Cameron and Mark Ruskell raised 
concerns about political will. I assure members 
that the political will is there. Food poverty, health, 
food production, access to local food, education, 
access to job opportunities in the food and drink 
sector, valued jobs in the sector, skills and having 
top-quality produce available in our local 
communities in Scotland and abroad are all vitally 
important issues that are interlinked, and they are 
exactly the issues that we want to tackle and 
address on our way to becoming a good food 
nation. I am committed to that, the Scottish 
Government is committed to it, and I hope that we 
can see some consensus and co-operation across 
the chamber to make it happen. 

Decision Time 

17:00 

The Presiding Officer (Ken Macintosh): The 
first question is, that amendment S5M-13876.1, in 
the name of Donald Cameron, which seeks to 
amend motion S5M-13876, in the name of Fergus 
Ewing, on celebrating Scotland’s food and drink 
success story, 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) 
Balfour, Jeremy (Lothian) (Con) 
Ballantyne, Michelle (South Scotland) (Con) 
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
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) 
Findlay, Neil (Lothian) (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) 
Halcro Johnston, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) 
(Con) 
Harris, Alison (Central Scotland) (Con) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab) 
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) 
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con) 
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Simpson, Graham (Central Scotland) (Con) 
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) 
Whittle, Brian (South Scotland) (Con) 
Wightman, Andy (Lothian) (Green) 

Against 

Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP) 
Allan, Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP) 
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire South) (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 Kinross-
shire) (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) 
Neil, Alex (Airdrie and Shotts) (SNP) 
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (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) 

White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP) 
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow Pollok) (SNP) 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the 
division is: For 62, Against 58, Abstentions 0. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that amendment S5M-13876.4, in the name of 
Colin Smyth, which seeks to amend motion S5M-
13876, in the name of Fergus Ewing, as amended, 
be agreed to. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that amendment S5M-13876.3, in the name of 
Mark Ruskell, which seeks to amend motion S5M-
13876, in the name of Fergus Ewing, as amended, 
be agreed to. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that amendment S5M-13876.2, in the name of 
Mike Rumbles, which seeks to amend motion 
S5M-13876, in the name of Fergus Ewing, 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, Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP) 
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire South) (SNP) 
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) 
Briggs, Miles (Lothian) (Con) 
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP) 
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con) 
Cameron, Donald (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Campbell, Aileen (Clydesdale) (SNP) 
Carlaw, Jackson (Eastwood) (Con) 
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con) 
Chapman, Peter (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP) 
Cole-Hamilton, Alex (Edinburgh Western) (LD) 
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP) 
Corry, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con) 
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP) 
Cunningham, Roseanna (Perthshire South and Kinross-
shire) (SNP) 
Davidson, Ruth (Edinburgh Central) (Con) 
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) 
Findlay, Neil (Lothian) (Lab) 
Finnie, John (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
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FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee City West) (SNP) 
Forbes, Kate (Skye, Lochaber and Badenoch) (SNP) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Freeman, Jeane (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) 
(SNP) 
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP) 
Gilruth, Jenny (Mid Fife and Glenrothes) (SNP) 
Golden, Maurice (West Scotland) (Con) 
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) 
Greene, Jamie (West Scotland) (Con) 
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green) 
Griffin, Mark (Central Scotland) (Lab) 
Halcro Johnston, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) 
(Con) 
Harper, Emma (South Scotland) (SNP) 
Harris, Alison (Central Scotland) (Con) 
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) 
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP) 
Lamont, Johann (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Lennon, Monica (Central Scotland) (Lab) 
Leonard, Richard (Central Scotland) (Lab) 
Lindhurst, Gordon (Lothian) (Con) 
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP) 
Lockhart, Dean (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
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) 
Mason, Tom (North East Scotland) (Con) 
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) 
Mitchell, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Con) 
Mundell, Oliver (Dumfriesshire) (Con) 
Neil, Alex (Airdrie and Shotts) (SNP) 
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
Rennie, Willie (North East Fife) (LD) 
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (SNP) 
Rowley, Alex (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Rumbles, Mike (North East Scotland) (LD) 
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green) 
Sarwar, Anas (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Simpson, Graham (Central Scotland) (Con) 
Smith, Liz (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Smyth, Colin (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP) 
Stevenson, Stewart (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP) 

Stewart, Alexander (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
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) 
Tomkins, Adam (Glasgow) (Con) 
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP) 
Watt, Maureen (Aberdeen South and North Kincardine) 
(SNP) 
Wells, Annie (Glasgow) (Con) 
Whittle, Brian (South Scotland) (Con) 
Wightman, Andy (Lothian) (Green) 
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow Pollok) (SNP) 

Abstentions 

Mountain, Edward (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP) 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the 
division is: For 117, Against 0, Abstentions 2. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that motion S5M-13876, in the name of Fergus 
Ewing, on celebrating Scotland’s food and drink 
success story, as amended, 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) 
Balfour, Jeremy (Lothian) (Con) 
Ballantyne, Michelle (South Scotland) (Con) 
Beamish, Claudia (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
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) 
Findlay, Neil (Lothian) (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) 
Halcro Johnston, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) 
(Con) 
Harris, Alison (Central Scotland) (Con) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab) 
Johnstone, Alison (Lothian) (Green) 
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) 
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green) 
Sarwar, Anas (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con) 
Simpson, Graham (Central Scotland) (Con) 
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) 
Whittle, Brian (South Scotland) (Con) 
Wightman, Andy (Lothian) (Green) 

Abstentions 

Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP) 
Allan, Alasdair (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (SNP) 
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire South) (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 Kinross-
shire) (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) 
Neil, Alex (Airdrie and Shotts) (SNP) 
Paterson, Gil (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
Robison, Shona (Dundee City East) (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) 
White, Sandra (Glasgow Kelvin) (SNP) 
Yousaf, Humza (Glasgow Pollok) (SNP) 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the 
division is: For 62, Against 0, Abstentions 58. 

Motion, as amended, agreed to, 

That the Parliament welcomes Scottish Food and Drink 
Fortnight and its campaign this year to encourage more 
people to buy, eat and promote Scottish food and drink and 
to champion the role that young people play in the sector’s 
success; notes that these aims are reflected in the vision of 
Scotland as a Good Food Nation; notes that legislation 
underpinning the Good Food Nation vision and ambition will 
be introduced in the current parliamentary session; agrees 
that this legislation should be broad-reaching and include 
measurable and time-bound targets for areas of policy on 
which food impacts, including health and wellbeing, 
environmental sustainability, local economic prosperity, 
resilient communities and fairness in the food chain, as well 
as new powers that the devolved institutions might receive 
as a result of exiting the EU, such as animal welfare, food 
standards, and public procurement; acknowledges the 
importance and value of the Scottish food and drink sector 
to the Scottish economy and the people of Scotland, 
particularly through the growth in sales within the UK and 
overseas since 2007; notes that, in 2017, food and drink 
exports to the EU were worth £2.5 billion; recognises the 
importance of geographical indicators to the Scottish food 
and drink sector; believes that any replacement scheme for 
geographical indicators must ensure at least an equivalent 
level of protection once the UK leaves the EU; 
acknowledges the innovative approach set out in the Good 
Food Nation policy document; believes that this needs to 
be underpinned by legislation to ensure that Scotland’s 
food policy maintains coherence and visibility over the long 
term within a framework of common principles, and 
consequently, regrets the omission of a Good Food Nation 
Bill from this year’s Programme for Government; calls on 
the Scottish Government to introduce such a Bill within the 
next 12 months; calls for a Good Food Nation Bill that has 
tackling food poverty and the right to food at its heart, 
ensuring a joined-up approach across government, local 
authorities, trade unions and public bodies to realise 
Scotland’s Good Food Nation ambition; recognises the 
reputation and quality of Scottish farmed salmon; notes 
however the published concerns of the Environment, 
Climate Change and Land Reform Committee regarding 
the environmental impact of salmon farming in Scotland, 
and agrees with its finding that the regulatory status quo is 
not an option. 

Meeting closed at 17:04. 
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