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Scottish Parliament 
Tuesday 8 September 2026 

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

Time for Reflection 
The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): The 

first item of business is time for reflection, which 
will be led by Ailsa McMillan, who is a humanist 
celebrant from the Humanist Society Scotland. 

Ailsa McMillan (Humanist Society Scotland): 
Good afternoon, and thank you for inviting me. 

“We listen, but very rarely do we listen with real 
understanding, true empathy. Yet listening, of this very 
special kind, is one of the most potent forces for change 
that I know.” 

My name is Ailsa McMillan and I am a humanist 
and a celebrant with the charity Humanist Society 
Scotland. Today, I invite you to take time to reflect 
on something that is deeply human: 
communication and storytelling. I opened with the 
words of the philosopher Carl Rogers. Their power 
and importance remain today. In a world in which 
technology is often the first thing that we access to 
provide answers, we are missing a trick and some 
joy.  

We have all used technology to support 
professional and academic development, for 
banking and shopping or even to answer a 
question to which we should know the answer. 
Technology offers immense benefit, yet, more 
than anything, I value human connection. Artificial 
intelligence provides quick responses and 
outcomes, perfectly formed sentences and 
beautifully polished soundbites but not the 
delightful, messy and perfectly imperfect human 
responses. Connecting with people, hearing and 
sharing stories and valuing their being cannot be 
replaced by artificial intelligence. Reciprocity in 
communication is what makes it work. It brings us 
joy and enables us to share stories. That 
reciprocity is missing when we use technology to 
generate our responses.  

In all our roles, we have the privilege of hearing 
stories, with each voice enriching the exquisite 
tapestry of humanity. When we create space for 
others’ voices, we create moments of kindness 
and connection. We can intentionally ask curious 
questions, take time to hear the answers and 
notice the person and the impact that our 
willingness to listen can have. Viewing AI through 
a person-centred lens is less likely to diminish 
employment opportunities or meaningful human 
occupation, and it will enable us to use it for good. 
To quote Dolly Parton, we can 

“create a legacy that inspires others to dream more, learn 
more … and become more”. 

I invite you to take a moment to reflect on the 
people and stories that bring you joy, the tacit 
feelings that you cannot articulate but experience 
because of human connection, a person trusting 
you with their story or a conversation that stays 
with you long after it has ended. Those things 
remind us that, despite the extraordinary 
application of technology, being human is the most 
potent force for change that we know.  
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Business Motion 

14:04 
The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): The 

next item of business is consideration of business 
motion S7M-01095, in the name of Jamie 
Hepburn, on behalf of the Parliamentary Bureau, 
on a revised business programme. Members 
wishing to speak to the motion should press their 
request-to-speak button now. 

Motion moved, 
That the Parliament agrees to the following revisions to 

the programme of business for— 

(a) Tuesday 8 September 2026— 

after 

First Minister’s Questions (Backbench Members) 

insert 

followed by Appointment of Junior Scottish Minister 

(b) Wednesday 9 September 2026— 

after 

Portfolio Questions: Public Service Reform, Europe, 
External Affairs and Energy  

insert 

followed by Ministerial Statement: Response to the 
Detection of Bluetongue Virus Serotype 3 (BTV3) in the 
South-West of Scotland—[Jamie Hepburn.] 

Motion agreed to. 

 

Parliamentary Bureau Motion 

14:05 
The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): The 

next item of business is consideration of 
parliamentary bureau motion S7M-01096, in the 
name of Jamie Hepburn, on behalf of the 
Parliamentary Bureau, on the election of a 
committee convener. A vacancy has arisen in the 
position of convener in the Criminal Justice 
Committee. Under the rules, the Parliament must 
elect a new convener, and it is proposed that the 
election take place this week. I therefore invite the 
Parliament to agree motion S7M-01096, setting 
out the location of the vote and the date and time 
of the voting period for the election. Members who 
wish to speak to the motion should press their 
request-to-speak button now. 

Motion moved, 
That the Parliament agrees, under Rule 12.1.2C, that: 

(a) election of convener of the Criminal Justice 
Committee will take place on Wednesday 9 September 
2026; 

(b) that the location of the election will be Committee 
Room 5 (the Smith Room); and 

(c) that the voting period of the election will commence 
at 2.30pm and conclude at 7pm.—[Jamie Hepburn] 

The Presiding Officer: I call Kate Nevens. 

Kate Nevens (Edinburgh and Lothians East) 
(Green): To ask the Scottish Government— 

The Presiding Officer: Sorry—I thought you 
were speaking to the motion. 

Kate Nevens: Oh, sorry. No. 

The Presiding Officer: It is all right. We all get 
overexcited now and again. 

Motion agreed to, 
That the Parliament agrees, under Rule 12.1.2C, that: 

(a) election of convener of the Criminal Justice 
Committee will take place on Wednesday 9 September 
2026; 

(b) that the location of the election will be Committee 
Room 5 (the Smith Room); and 

(c) that the voting period of the election will commence 
at 2.30pm and conclude at 7pm. 

The Presiding Officer: The nomination period 
for the convener of the Criminal Justice Committee 
is open until 1 pm tomorrow. Only members of the 
SNP are eligible to be nominated as convener of 
that committee. To be valid, nominations must be 
proposed by the member of that member’s party 
and seconded by a member of another party. The 
election will open at the start of business on 
Wednesday. Anyone who is interested in 
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participating in the nomination process can obtain 
a nomination form from the clerks in the business 
team in room T.103, which is located at the top of 
the garden lobby steps. The clerks can also advise 
on the procedure that is to be followed. 

 

General Question Time 

14:07 
The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): The 

next item of business is general question time. To 
accommodate as many questions as possible, I 
ask for concise questions and, indeed, concise 
answers. 

Gypsy Traveller Communities (Compensation) 
1. Kate Nevens (Edinburgh and Lothians 

East) (Green): To ask the Scottish Government, 
in light of its apology on the matter, what its 
position is on the recommendation of the Scottish 
Human Rights Commission to provide 
compensation to victims and families affected by 
forced assimilation, displacement and other 
historic wrongs perpetrated by the state in 
connection with the “tinker experiment”, which 
sought to assimilate Scotland’s Gypsy Traveller 
communities. (S7O-00174) 

The Minister for Equalities and International 
Development (Simita Kumar): The First Minister 
formally apologised in June 2025 for the harm 
caused to Gypsy Travellers by historical policies. 
That was an important first step towards rebuilding 
trust and renewing relationships with those 
affected. Since then, we have continued to 
improve understanding of Gypsy Traveller history 
and culture, including through £10,000 of support 
for community-led awareness raising on the tinker 
experiment. Through successive Gypsy Traveller 
action plans and the anti-racism delivery plan, we 
are also working to improve outcomes for those 
communities. We know that there is more to do, 
and we will continue to engage with communities 
to help to inform further decisions. 

Kate Nevens: I agree that the apology that was 
delivered by Scotland’s First Minister to Scottish 
Gypsy Travellers in June 2025 was a positive first 
step on the path to righting the wrongs that have 
been done by Scotland’s institutions. However, it 
was just that—a first step. Will the minister outline 
what actions have been taken since the apology 
on any of the other recommendations from the 
Scottish Human Rights Commission regarding 
addressing the continuing harms that are faced by 
Scottish Gypsy Travellers across housing 
conditions, poor health outcomes and 
discrimination in education and accessing 
employment? 

Simita Kumar: I put it on record that the 
Scottish Government welcomes the Scottish 
Human Rights Commission’s report, and its 
recommendations are being considered very 
carefully. I want to let Ms Nevens know that we 
invested nearly £15 million between 2021-22 and 
2024-25 through the Gypsy Traveller 
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accommodation fund to support projects across 
six local authority areas, alongside funding 
through the affordable housing supply programme. 

I will meet campaigners and other community 
members impacted by the issue in October. I also 
welcome any further conversations with Ms 
Nevens outside this space. 

Katy Clark (West Scotland) (Lab): Survivors 
and campaigners are clear that they believe that 
there needs to be reparation and restitution, given 
the ongoing trauma and issues. When the minister 
meets campaigners, will she listen very clearly to 
what they are saying? They believe that 
compensation is the way to address the 
inequalities and trauma that they continue to 
experience. 

Simita Kumar: I reassure Ms Clark that I listen 
intensely at every meeting that I attend, and that at 
this one I will do so especially. Our pause for 
reflection was exactly that: it was about intense 
listening and understanding. 

Any potential compensation scheme requires 
detailed assessment, taking account of findings, 
engagement with the Gypsy Traveller 
communities, legal considerations and resource 
implications. With all of that in mind, I will be 
engaging with the community, and I am happy to 
take forward any conversations with Ms Clark. 

School Curriculum 
2. Patricia Gibson (Cunninghame South) 

(SNP): To ask the Scottish Government what 
action it will take to embed the teaching of the 
Scottish enlightenment in the school curriculum. 
(S7O-00175)  

The Cabinet Secretary for Education, Culture 
and Gaelic (Màiri McAllan): The enlightenment, 
as a pivotal period in Scottish history, provides an 
excellent way to engage school pupils in history, 
philosophy and science in particular. Although 
Scotland’s curriculum does not mandate specific 
topics to schools, the social studies curriculum 
provides a number of opportunities for teachers to 
cover the development of the Scottish nation. 

Within national qualifications, the enlightenment 
features in advanced higher history, and David 
Hume features in national 5 philosophy. 

Patricia Gibson: I agree with the cabinet 
secretary that the Scottish enlightenment of the 
18th and early 19th centuries was truly 
remarkable, with an extraordinary explosion of 
intellectual, scientific and philosophical 
achievement, giving birth to the age of reason and 
the modern world. 

Astonishingly, that is rarely, if ever, taught in 
Scotland’s schools. Does the cabinet secretary 
agree that teaching of the enlightenment and 

Scotland’s positive contribution to the world should 
be compulsory? If so, when could such a 
progressive step be implemented? 

Màiri McAllan: As I said in my initial answer, 
although our curriculum does not include 
mandatory history topics, it provides a range of 
opportunities for teachers and school leaders to 
focus on the enlightenment as a topic of study. 

I should like to encourage the teaching of the 
enlightenment and Scottish history, alongside 
Scottish literature, music, art and more—noting, of 
course, that the Scottish enlightenment is of global 
significance and not uniquely important to 
Scotland. 

There may also be further opportunities for 
Education Scotland to promote relevant learning 
and teaching resources. I should be happy to look 
into that and to engage with Patricia Gibson on it. 

Julie MacDougall (Mid Scotland and Fife) 
(Reform): I hope that the cabinet secretary will 
agree that the history of Scotland is long and 
proud, and something that we should all make sure 
is taught in an accurate and appropriate way. Will 
the Scottish Government therefore make a 
commitment to ensuring that the teaching of any 
Scottish history is balanced and free from modern 
political bias, and provides full historical context for 
all events discussed in our classrooms? 

Màiri McAllan: One of the facets of our 
education system, which I stressed in response to 
Patricia Gibson, is that it is not prescribed and that 
we do not mandate content. We trust our teaching 
profession to navigate our curriculum, making it 
relevant and engaging for pupils in their 
classroom. That includes perspectives on 
historical events. 

I trust our teachers to undertake that task, 
without giving them instructions on how to do so. 
In relation to the phrase that was used—which I 
think was “without modern political ideology”—I 
will leave that to our teaching profession to work 
through. 

Antisocial Behaviour (Motorised Bikes and 
Scooters) 

3. Pauline Stafford (Bathgate) (SNP): To ask 
the Scottish Government what engagement it has 
had with Police Scotland regarding efforts to deal 
with antisocial and criminal behaviour involving 
illegal e-bikes, e-scooters and off-road motorbikes 
in West Lothian and across Scotland. (S7O-
00177)  

The Minister for Victims and Community 
Safety (Kirsten Oswald): Ministers and officials 
engage regularly with Police Scotland on the 
antisocial and criminal use of e-bikes, e-scooters 
and off-road motorbikes, including issues that 
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affect communities in West Lothian and across 
Scotland. That engagement covers enforcement 
activity and our commitment to strengthen powers 
in that area. 

Police Scotland already has powers to seize 
vehicles that are used unlawfully. Nationally, it 
seized 547 e-bikes in 2025, compared with 330 in 
2024. A further 195 were seized between 1 
January and 21 April this year. We are working 
with Police Scotland to strengthen the powers to 
confiscate and retain vehicles that are used 
antisocially while continuing to press the United 
Kingdom Government on reserved registration 
and licensing issues. 

Pauline Stafford: Towns and villages in my 
constituency are experiencing both a significant 
localised issue, with off-road motorbikes arriving 
from across the UK to use the Broxburn bing—
which is a protected site—and, more generally, the 
widespread dangerous and illegal use of powered 
bikes and scooters. My discussions with residents 
and community groups over the summer 
highlighted a clear concern that weak enforcement 
is emboldening offenders and discouraging 
reporting. Will the minister give an update on the 
Government’s work to increase police powers to 
confiscate and retain illegal bikes? Given the scale 
of the problem, will she consider developing a 
dedicated and anonymous portal to encourage 
reporting? 

Kirsten Oswald: The impact that the member 
has described is not acceptable, which is why we 
are taking action to increase Police Scotland’s 
powers to tackle the dangerous and illegal use of 
such vehicles. The Cabinet Secretary for Justice 
and I have met Police Scotland to discuss 
enforcement in the area, and we are in discussions 
to gather its views on what additional powers may 
be required and how we can ensure that those are 
effective and workable. 

I understand that in West Lothian, Police 
Scotland has undertaken a range of actions, 
including regular patrols of hotspots and the use of 
police off-road bikes. It has also engaged with 
landowners and undertaken targeted community 
engagement. To support further enforcement 
work, I encourage everyone to make reports, 
including anonymously to Crimestoppers. 

Jenny Young (Central Scotland and Lothians 
West) (Lab): Illegal e-bikes are indeed blighting 
communities across West Lothian, with many 
residents feeling unsafe in their local spaces and 
parks and, as Pauline Stafford said, around the 
bings. Police enforcement is the primary means by 
which that criminal and antisocial use of illegal 
vehicles can be tackled; however, there are not 
enough police officers. Recent data showed that, 
across J division, police officer numbers per 

10,000 people were well below the national 
average. Does the minister accept that more police 
officers are needed on the ground to tackle the 
issue, so that they can carry out the enforcement 
that is needed in our communities? 

Kirsten Oswald: I appreciate that question. I 
point the member to the 2026-27 budget, which 
made a record £1.7 billion investment in policing. 
There are more police officers in Scotland per 
10,000 population than in England and Wales. Our 
officers receive the best basic pay in the UK, at the 
minimum and maximum for each rank. 

Obviously, the deployment of officers is an 
operational matter for Police Scotland but, if there 
are particular issues in the member’s area, I 
encourage her to report them, and I would be 
happy to speak with her about it as well. 

Suicide Prevention (Rural Areas) 
4. Katie Hagmann (Carrick, Cumnock and 

Doon Valley) (SNP): To ask the Scottish 
Government how the actions set out in Scotland’s 
suicide prevention action plan 2026-2029 will be 
delivered in rural areas such as the Carrick, 
Cumnock and Doon Valley constituency, including 
what measures will be used to assess their local 
impact. (S7O-00178) 

The Minister for Mental Wellbeing, Public 
Health, Sport, Alcohol and Drugs (Maree 
Todd): The implementation and evaluation of the 
Scottish Government and Convention of Scottish 
Local Authorities joint suicide prevention action 
plan is being driven forward by Suicide Prevention 
Scotland, which is our national delivery collective. 
That collaborative approach brings together 
national and local partners, local suicide 
prevention leads, academics and those with lived 
experience, to ensure that anyone who has 
thoughts of or is affected by suicide gets the 
support that they need, wherever they are in 
Scotland, and feels a sense of hope. Across rural 
communities, including the member’s 
constituency, extensive work is being delivered to 
prevent suicide and provide support. 

Katie Hagmann: September is suicide 
prevention awareness month. Our national suicide 
prevention action plan highlights the importance of 
understanding suicide and tackling stigma as well 
as ensuring that people who are affected by 
suicide can access support. What plans are in 
place to mark suicide prevention awareness 
month, to support those aims? 

Maree Todd: Our suicide prevention action plan 
has a focus on strengthening the awareness of 
and responsiveness to suicide, addressing 
suicide-related stigma and providing effective, 
timely and compassionate support across 
Scotland. 
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Suicide Prevention Scotland’s national 
awareness-raising campaign normalises 
conversations about suicide and encourages 
people to seek help, which saves lives. The next 
phase launches on Thursday, with a powerful new 
film, featuring Phil Wanless, who, tragically, lost 
his son, Fraser, to suicide in 2021. I will see the 
preview of that show this evening. 

We are also continuing to build compassionate 
support through our clinical services and 
communities, and providing information, advice 
and resources to anyone who is affected by 
suicide in any way. 

Seafloor Protection 
5. Ariane Burgess (Highlands and Islands) 

(Green): To ask the Scottish Government what 
action it is taking following Environmental 
Standards Scotland’s finding that Scottish 
ministers have failed to fulfil their legal duties to 
protect and restore Scotland’s seafloor. (S7O-
00179)  

The Minister for Agriculture, Marine and the 
Islands (Jim Fairlie): Environmental Standards 
Scotland published an analytical report on Scottish 
ministers’ implementation of the Marine Strategy 
Regulations 2010 on 23 June. The report 
contained a number of findings and 
recommendations, which we have been carefully 
considering, and we are working constructively 
with ESS to seek an agreement on an appropriate 
action plan within the timescales suggested in the 
report. As I am sure the member would expect, the 
Scottish Government’s position on the report’s 
findings and recommendations will be set out 
through that engagement and in our formal 
response to ESS. 

Ariane Burgess: Environmental Standards 
Scotland found that the Scottish Government 
cannot provide assurance that its existing 
measures are sufficient to achieve good 
environmental status. Will the minister confirm that 
the remedial action plan will identify and assess 
new or additional measures, including a 
strategically designed network of static gear 
reserves across 30 per cent of Scotland’s inshore 
waters? 

Jim Fairlie: As the member knows, a number of 
actions are under way across the marine sector, 
and she is well aware of the areas of action. As I 
said, we are working constructively with ESS, and 
we will look to publish our findings after we have 
dealt with those actions. 

Willie Rennie (Fife North East) (LD): As the 
minister considers the action plan, will he also 
consider the cumulative impact of the laying of 
power cables off the coast of Fife, including the 
impact on prawn fishing grounds? In particular, I 

am referring to the new eastern green link 4 and 
the Inch Cape cable, which are having a massive 
effect on prawn fishing grounds. Those cables are 
actually threatening their viability, and they receive 
no compensation from the power companies, so 
will the minister consider that as he considers the 
action plan? 

Jim Fairlie: The member has raised that issue 
before, but, so far in my period in this post, it has 
not come up as part of my brief. If the member 
wants to arrange to come to speak to me, we can 
have a conversation and take it from there. 

Delayed Discharge (NHS Highland) 
6. Tim Eagle (Highlands and Islands) (Con): 

To ask the Scottish Government what action it is 
taking to reduce delayed discharge at Raigmore 
hospital, in light of the reported reduction in 
nursing home and community beds in the 
Highlands. (S7O-00180)  

The Cabinet Secretary for Health and Care 
(Angela Constance): It is unacceptable for 
anyone in NHS Highland to remain in hospital for 
longer than necessary, once they are clinically 
ready for discharge. Although 97 per cent of 
discharges happen without delay, we very much 
recognise the pressures that delayed discharge 
places on patients, families and services. That is 
why I have published a new plan to improve patient 
flow, including implementing discharge without 
delay across all health boards this winter, 
removing barriers to weekend discharge, 
expanding hospital at home services and 
strengthening community care. 

Tim Eagle: This is a genuine attempt to reach 
out, given some conversations that I have had with 
local medical staff, who really just want to do their 
best for patients. Highlands is a bit of an outlier, 
with delayed discharge representing around a 
quarter of hospital beds, while people wait for the 
care that they need elsewhere. Given what was in 
the programme for government that was published 
last week and the review that will be ongoing, will 
the cabinet secretary meet with me to discuss this 
Highland problem in more detail? 

Angela Constance: Yes, of course, I would be 
pleased to meet Mr Eagle and to have the 
opportunity to discuss that important matter 
further. I very much recognise that delayed 
discharge remains a significant challenge in NHS 
Highland, and it is essential that people receive the 
right care in the right place at the right time. We 
both very much agree that hospital care should be 
for emergencies and for life-threatening and acute 
conditions and that it is not in a patient’s best 
interests to remain in hospital longer than 
necessary. The new national hospital flow plan, 
the purpose of which is to support the appropriate 
movement of patients throughout the health 
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system, recognises the importance of services in 
the community to not only prevent unnecessary 
hospital admissions but support discharge. 

David Green (Caithness, Sutherland and 
Ross) (LD): The end-of-life care together 
partnership between Highland Hospice and NHS 
Highland is helping to reduce delayed discharge. 
Between May 2023 and September 2024, people 
supported by the partnership spent more than 
4,000 fewer days in hospital, which generated 
estimated savings of around £3.8 million. 

Highland Hospice estimates that an investment 
of around £1 million a year would enable the 
service to be delivered right across the Highlands. 
Will the cabinet secretary examine the case for 
funding and visit Highland Hospice to see its work 
first hand? 

Angela Constance: I very much welcome the 
invitation that David Green has extended to visit 
Highland Hospice. The point that he raises is 
twofold—on dignity of care, and on the 
improvements that can help across the entire 
health and care system. I will arrange a visit as 
soon as it is feasible. 

NHS Forth Valley (Progress) 
7. Gary Bouse (Falkirk West) (SNP): To ask 

the Scottish Government what progress there has 
been with NHS Forth Valley due to it being in 
special measures. (S7O-00181)  

The Cabinet Secretary for Health and Care 
(Angela Constance): NHS Forth Valley has made 
substantial progress since being escalated to 
stage 4 of the NHS Scotland support and 
intervention framework in November 2022. 
Following sustained improvements in governance, 
leadership and organisational culture, the board 
was de-escalated from stage 4 to stage 3 in 
October 2024, to stage 2 in October 2025, and, 
most recently, to stage 1 in June 2026. NHS Forth 
Valley is no longer in special measures. The focus 
now is on maintaining and building on that 
progress for patients, staff and local communities.  

Gary Bouse: I thank the staff and management 
of NHS Forth Valley for their work to realise that 
improvement. How can the cabinet secretary 
encourage NHS Forth Valley to invest in models 
that deliver early intervention on and prevention of 
mental health problems, such as the nooks that 
are delivered by Scottish Action for Mental Health 
in Glasgow and Aberdeen, which in the past year 
have held more than 5,000 one-to-one 
conversations with people seeking support? 

Angela Constance: Although decisions on 
local service models are appropriately matters for 
national health service boards, I am keen that 
boards consider innovative and evidence-based 

approaches that can provide people with timely 
support before their needs escalate.  

Our programme for government commits to 
supporting the expansion of walk-in mental health 
hubs across Scotland, including the five nooks that 
are planned by Scottish Action for Mental Health. 
Such initiatives demonstrate the potential value of 
community-based models in helping people to 
access support at an earlier stage.  

I encourage NHS Forth Valley and other boards 
to consider learning from such approaches as they 
continue to develop services that improve access, 
prevention and early intervention. 

Julie MacDougall (Mid Scotland and Fife) 
(Reform): In the previous session of Parliament, 
Audit Scotland provided repeated damning 
testimonies of various health boards across 
Scotland falling into precarious financial positions. 
In the light of the new programme for government’s 
announced policy of merging all Scotland’s health 
boards into two regional bodies, what assurances 
can the minister provide that those new structures 
will prevent areas of our national health service 
falling into special measures or financial trouble 
again? 

Angela Constance: First and foremost, NHS 
simplification and the move towards two territorial 
boards is about patient care, improving timely 
access to care and putting people first—before 
structures. Julie MacDougall raises the point that, 
to serve our people, we must have financially 
sustainable services. Where there are 
opportunities to remove duplication or delay, it is 
prudent that we take those opportunities. The 
move towards two regional boards is in the 
interests of our patients and our taxpayers.  
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First Minister’s Question Time 
Back-bench Members 

14:29 
Suicide Prevention 

Alex Kerr (Hamilton, Larkhall and 
Stonehouse) (SNP): Given that this week is world 
suicide prevention week, will the First Minister 
share what the Scottish Government is doing to 
help those who are struggling with their mental 
health, and how it will support organisations that 
deliver direct help in our local communities, such 
as the Trust Jack Foundation in Stonehouse, 
which is a vital lifeline for so many in my 
constituency? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): As we 
mark world suicide prevention day on Thursday, 
we remember those who have taken their own 
lives and we offer heartfelt sympathies to all those 
who have lost someone to suicide. Our aim is to 
ensure that anyone who has thoughts of, or who is 
affected by, suicide can get the help that they 
need. 

Working with the Convention of Scottish Local 
Authorities, we are driving forward our suicide 
prevention strategy, backed by an increased 
budget of £3 million this year. We have record 
numbers of staff providing mental health support 
and services to more people than ever before. 
Since 2021, we have provided £99 million for the 
communities mental health and wellbeing fund for 
adults, which funds grass-roots projects, including 
the Trust Jack Foundation in Mr Kerr’s 
constituency, bringing our investment in 
community-based support to more than £190 
million since 2020. 

Programme for International Student 
Assessment Results 

Helen McDade (Mid Scotland and Fife) 
(Reform): Will the First Minister explain to parents 
why the programme for international student 
assessment—PISA—results that were released 
today confirm that Scotland trails England, and the 
United Kingdom as a whole, in every core subject, 
and why more than half of pupils are in schools 
where staff shortages are hindering learning? 
When will he publish a plan to turn that around? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): In the light 
of the PISA results from 2022, the Government 
embarked on work that involved a curriculum 
improvement cycle in response. The work that is 
under way, in particular to strengthen literacy, 
maths and science, is important as the foundation 
of the improvement work that the Government 
takes forward. 

The results that PISA has announced this 
morning indicate essentially a stable position in 
relation to Scotland’s performance, but the 
Government is determined to focus on 
improvement. In the curriculum for excellence-
level data that was published for 2024-25, the 
proportion of secondary 3 pupils achieving third 
level or better in literacy sits at 90 per cent, with 
numeracy at 91 per cent. Those are both at their 
highest level ever. 

While the PISA results provide some 
information, on a sample basis, on the 
performance of Scottish education, there is other 
data in relation to curriculum for excellence, which 
I have cited. In addition, the 2026 pass rates for 
both national 5 and highers are up in comparison 
with last year and in comparison with the pre-
pandemic results of 2019, and the advanced 
higher pass rate is up in comparison with last year. 

In relation to the PISA survey, it is clear that 
there is still improvement work to be undertaken, 
but teachers and educators, and the Government, 
are focused on ensuring that that is the case. 

Health and Social Care Reform 
Joe Fagan (South Scotland) (Lab): I refer 

members to my entry in the register of members’ 
interests, as I am a councillor in South Lanarkshire 
Council. 

Following the First Minister’s remarks to the 
BBC on Sunday, what more can he tell us about 
the shape of his health and social care reforms? In 
particular, which of the powers that currently rest 
with integration joint boards does he believe 
should fall within the remit of the national health 
service? Is that simply adult social care, or does 
he believe that the NHS should run care homes 
and social work offices? If that is not his intention, 
will those IJB powers return to local government? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): Mr Fagan 
highlights an important discussion that we all have 
to have in Scotland, arising from the programme 
for government. On Tuesday, I set out my view, 
which I think is pretty widely shared in Parliament, 
that the arrangements for health and social care in 
Scotland need to be reformed, and that has to be 
the starting point for those conversations. 

As I set out last week, I am not going to prescribe 
the approach that we are going to take. I will be 
engaging in discussions with the Deputy First 
Minister and the Cabinet Secretary for Public 
Service Reform, with Convention of Scottish Local 
Authority leaders, on Friday. That will open up the 
conversation about where the most appropriate 
delineation of responsibilities should rest. 

I made it clear last week that I think that a single 
line of accountability on the delivery of health and 
social care would help us to deliver a more 
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effective system that meets the needs of 
individuals. Just now, there is shared 
accountability, and I do not think that it works as 
effectively as it should. However, as I indicated last 
week, I am not going to prescribe a solution—I am 
going to engage in dialogue, and I encourage Mr 
Fagan and his colleagues in the Labour Party, and 
other colleagues in Parliament, to engage in that 
discussion over the next three months. 

Artificial Intelligence (Healthcare) 
Carol Mochan (South Scotland) (Lab): Recent 

research carried out by the University of Edinburgh 
has found that doctors using artificial intelligence 
to generate medical notes are missing vital patient 
information. What is the Government doing to 
address those findings? Does the First Minister 
recognise that much more research needs to be 
carried out to understand where and how AI is 
working in healthcare settings? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): I 
understand the concern about those reports that 
Carol Mochan highlights. It is absolutely vital that 
medical records and any references to the medical 
conditions of individuals are accurate, because of 
the implications of there being errors as a result of 
such an approach. The Cabinet Secretary for 
Health and Care will look closely at the issues that 
Carol Mochan raises, because they would unsettle 
individuals. 

There are applications of artificial intelligence 
that can help us in clinical diagnosis, and I saw a 
good example of that in NHS Grampian, where 
chest X-rays were being used against an AI tool to 
identify early signs of lung cancer risk among 
individuals. That is a real enhancement of our 
insight into the risk of lung cancer in individuals. 

Although I understand the concerns that Carol 
Mochan has put to me, which I assure her that the 
health secretary will look at, there are other 
applications of AI that can be beneficial with regard 
to the objective of improving outcomes for 
individuals in our health and social care system.  

Domestic Violence Offences (Criminal Justice 
Guidelines) 

Patricia Gibson (Cunninghame South) 
(SNP): I refer members to my entry in the register 
of members’ interests as chair of North Ayrshire 
Women’s Aid. 

The Government’s proposed misogyny bill is 
welcome and will help in the longer term, but, in 
order to protect victims of domestic violence right 
now, will the First Minister ensure that necessary 
changes are made to criminal justice guidelines so 
that those charged with domestic abuse offences 
who breach bail conditions or non-harassment 
orders are returned to or detained in custody? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): The 
judiciary uses a bail test, which explicitly requires 
consideration of protection of victims from a risk of 
harm—physical or psychological—when deciding 
whether to grant bail. That test will consider all 
relevant previous behaviour of the accused, 
including whether breaches of bail conditions or 
non-harassment order conditions have occurred. 
Under that test, the judiciary can decide to remand 
any individual if they consider that that is 
appropriate in any given case. 

As Patricia Gibson will be aware, it is for the 
judiciary, independently, to decide whether to 
remand people who are accused of offences, and 
the Scottish Government has no involvement in 
those decisions, or in any guidelines that are used. 
What the Government is involved in, as Parliament 
has consented to, is the establishment of a strong 
and robust bail test, which takes into account the 
importance of considering the protection of victims 
from any risk of harm in the decision about whether 
to grant bail. 

Future Farming Investment Scheme 
(Payments) 

Liam McArthur (Orkney Islands) (LD): Farm 
businesses in Orkney and across Scotland that 
successfully applied for the future farming 
investment scheme are being told that they face 
delays in receiving their basic payment because 
the Scottish Government has not assessed their 
claim evidence. Delays in those crucial payments 
will create serious financial pressures for farm 
businesses that are heavily reliant on predicted 
cash flows. 

Does the First Minister agree that it is 
unacceptable to penalise farmers for Government 
inefficiencies? What will he do to ensure that 
evidence submitted is reviewed in a timely fashion 
to remove any risk of payment delays? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): I want to 
be helpful, but I do not accept Mr McArthur’s 
characterisation of the issue. As part of the future 
farming investment scheme grant conditions, a 
verification process is required before basic 
payment claims can be processed. At the moment, 
about 36 per cent of beneficiaries of the future 
farming investment scheme have still to provide 
evidence that the funded investment was carried 
out—that represents about £7.5 million of public 
funding. A process has to be gone through to make 
sure that that information is submitted for the 
Government to consider. The Government cannot 
consider information that has not been submitted 
to it. 

The Government has a very good track record 
of delivering basic payments at a very early stage. 
The payment window is from September to June, 
and the Government invariably makes those 
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payments in September. I give Mr McArthur an 
assurance that work has been undertaken to 
ensure that we expedite the payments that are 
made, but it is crucial for the necessary evidence 
to be submitted to the Government to enable those 
payments to be made. 

Restrictions on Wearing the Burqa 
David Smith (West Scotland) (Reform): Does 

the First Minister consider that restrictions on 
wearing the burqa—which have been introduced 
in Germany, Italy, Spain, France, Belgium, 
Bulgaria, Austria, Denmark, the Netherlands and 
Portugal—promote integration and community 
cohesion? Will his Government consider 
introducing similar restrictions? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): Women 
should be free to choose what they want to wear. 
Anything else is either none of my business or an 
invitation to incite racial tension in our society—
which is what that question was all about. 
[Interruption.] 

Conversion Practices (Ban) 
Holly Bruce (Glasgow Southside) (Green): 

Conversion practices are cruel and have no place 
in Scotland. Last week, the programme for 
government made reference to banning such 
practices. It stated: 

“Should the UK Government fail to deliver we will not 
hesitate to bring forward Scottish legislation.” 

Can the First Minister tell us what his red lines are, 
which, if broken, will lead to the Scottish 
Government introducing its own legislation? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): Holly 
Bruce’s question gives me the opportunity to set 
out the Government’s position in relation to 
conversion therapy. I support an effective and 
comprehensive ban on conversion therapy in 
Scotland. The Government has taken the view 
that, as proposals are being taken forward by the 
United Kingdom Government, which apply in 
England and Wales, there is an opportunity to 
extend that legislation to have an effect in Scotland 
and to avoid some of the legal uncertainty that can 
arise should there not be a consistent approach 
between different jurisdictions. 

I go back to the opening of my answer to Holly 
Bruce: I want that ban to be effective and 
comprehensive. The Government will engage 
constructively with the UK Government on the 
question. If we come to the view that the proposal 
advanced by the United Kingdom Government is 
neither comprehensive nor effective, the Scottish 
Government will introduce its own legislation. I 
welcome the opportunity to make that clear. 

Educational Assessment Results 
Tim Eagle (Highlands and Islands) (Con): I 

am not sure about you, Presiding Officer, but I do 
not accept the First Minister’s earlier answer on the 
programme for international student 
assessment—PISA—results that were released 
today. I do not think that we should ignore 
international standards in favour of our own stats 
that we cannot necessarily believe in. The Cabinet 
Secretary for Education, Culture and Gaelic was at 
this morning’s meeting of the Education and Gaelic 
Committee, where she said that we should not 
listen to those results because they do not take 
account of aspects such as artistic expression. 

Let me express this as artistically as possible: 
these results are a shocking disgrace. The First 
Minister was education secretary when Nicola 
Sturgeon called education her “number 1 priority”. 
Will he now apologise to pupils and parents for 
those results and explain how the Government will 
finally get on top of the problem that it has created? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): In my 
earlier answer to Helen McDade, I set out the 
comprehensive range of data that it is important to 
look at in relation to anything connected with 
education. Yes, I acknowledged the position on 
PISA; I also added to the debate the importance of 
the curriculum for excellence-level data, which 
showed that, for secondary 3 pupils, literacy and 
numeracy are at the highest levels ever. 

Tim Eagle: But they are still behind those in the 
rest of the country. 

The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): 
Excuse me. If you ask a question, please do not 
heckle when the First Minister is trying to answer 
it. 

The First Minister: In addition, the 2026 pass 
rates for national 5s and highers are up, compared 
with those for last year and with the pre-pandemic 
results of 2019. The advanced higher pass rate is 
also up. 

I welcome the progress that has been made in 
Scottish education. It has come about because of 
the investment that the Government has made in 
strengthening the education system and investing 
to tackle the poverty-related attainment gap. 
Significant progress has been delivered in 
narrowing that gap, which is being reinforced by 
work that the Government is undertaking on 
poverty. 

The improvement work that the education 
secretary is leading principally relates to the 
curriculum improvement cycles and ensuring that 
we improve standards in all disciplines, especially 
maths; that we invest in strengthening the quality 
of learning and teaching; and that more young 
people take science, technology, engineering and 
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mathematics subjects in our schools. That is the 
focus of the Government’s efforts to improve 
education. We are building on the successes of 
young people in Scotland, who should be proud of 
what they achieved in their examination results in 
August. 

Visitor Levy (Impact of Motorhomes) 
Emma Roddick (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP): 

Highland Council has just published proposals for 
a local visitor levy, and colleagues in the area will 
no doubt be receiving material similar to the 
correspondence that I have received, which points 
out the impacts of motorhomes. How is the 
Government responding to the huge demand from 
visitors, and will it reconsider introducing powers 
for local authorities to tackle the issue by placing a 
levy on motorhomes? [Interruption.] 

The Presiding Officer: Let us hear the 
question, please. 

The First Minister (John Swinney): I am aware 
of the consultation that Highland Council is 
undertaking on a fixed-amount visitor levy. That 
and the associated regulatory issues are matters 
for Highland Council. Local authorities have 
enforcement powers to address any of the issues 
that have been raised, and it remains open to them 
to use those powers at their discretion. 

Depo-Provera (Support for Long-term Users) 
Dawn Black (Angus North and Mearns) 

(SNP): What progress has the Scottish 
Government made in supporting women who have 
been affected by long-term use of the 
contraceptive injection Depo-Provera, including on 
the commitment that the Minister for Mental 
Wellbeing, Public Health, Sport, Alcohol and 
Drugs made that the chief pharmaceutical officer 
would write to healthcare professionals regarding 
the risks associated with the drug’s long-term 
use—not least the risk of meningiomas, which 
women in my constituency have been affected by? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): I have 
great sympathy with women who have been 
harmed by that drug. As medicines regulation is 
reserved to the United Kingdom Government, it is 
for the Medicines and Healthcare products 
Regulatory Agency to consider any further 
investigation. 

The Minister for Mental Wellbeing, Public 
Health, Sport, Alcohol and Drugs met women who 
have been affected by the drug to hear their 
experiences at first hand and agree a series of 
actions. This week, the chief pharmaceutical 
officer, having taken advice from the MHRA, will 
write to healthcare professionals across Scotland 
to highlight the small increased risks associated 
with long-term use of Depo-Provera. The letter will 
remind clinicians to describe clearly the risks 

associated with the drug, to review any prescribing 
every two years, in line with guidance, and to take 
appropriate actions if a tumour is suspected. 

Sewage Dumping 
Sanne Dijkstra-Downie (Edinburgh Northern) 

(LD): Scottish Water data shows that sewage was 
dumped into our waters more than 100,000 times 
last year. That figure is four times higher than it 
was, because more overflows are now being 
monitored. However, we are still miles behind 
England, which records every incident, so we still 
do not know the true extent of sewage dumping in 
our rivers and lochs and on our beaches. 
Therefore, is the First Minister comfortable with 
bosses at the Government-owned water company 
taking home bonuses of up to £115,000—the 
same as a ministerial salary—when sewage is 
being dumped in our waters on that scale? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): 
Remuneration at Scottish Water is a matter for the 
company, which operates at arm’s length from the 
Government. 

The Government plans to invest £6 billion during 
the current regulatory period, from 2021 to 2027. 
Over the past 15 years, Scottish Water has 
reduced leakage by 58 per cent, which represents 
significant improvement in the maintenance of 
Scotland’s water supplies. In 2024, there were 36 
waste water-related environmental pollution 
incidents per 10,000km of sewer. That figure is 
lower than the corresponding one for England, 
where the Environment Agency reported 47 
incidents per 10,000km of sewer. 

We are taking steps to ensure that Scottish 
Water is effective in tackling any risk of sewage 
leaks, and increased monitoring will help in that 
respect, but it is important to remember that 
Scottish Water’s comparative performance is one 
indication of the strength of the performance of the 
company, which is owned by the public. 

Ferries (Proposed Single Body) 
Stuart McMillan (Inverclyde) (SNP): Following 

the announcement in the programme for 
government last week, what discussions have 
taken place with Caledonian Maritime Assets Ltd 
and Caledonian MacBrayne, which are both based 
in Inverclyde, on the new single ferries body that it 
is proposed will cover the Clyde and the Western 
Isles? I remind members that my wife works part 
time for CalMac. 

The First Minister (John Swinney): Last week, 
Transport Scotland met representatives of the 
leadership of both CMAL and Caledonian 
MacBrayne to set out ministers’ priorities, and 
further engagement will take place shortly. 
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Discussions on the proposal remain at an early 
stage, but it is a priority to deliver reliable and 
resilient ferry services that provide value for money 
and meet the needs of island communities, 
residents and businesses. That requirement will lie 
at the heart of all our decision making, and we will 
update Parliament in the usual manner as work 
progresses. 

Climate and Biodiversity Crises (Impacts) 
Ariane Burgess (Highlands and Islands) 

(Green): In light of the recent United Nations 
report entitled “Limiting Overshoot”, which states 
that the planet is on course for a best-case 
scenario of 1.8°C of warming above pre-industrial 
levels, what steps is the First Minister taking to 
ensure that people in rural and island communities 
can adapt to the impacts of the climate and 
biodiversity crises? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): The 
Government recognises the significant threats that 
we face from climate change. That is why taking 
climate action and addressing the biodiversity 
crisis is one of the Government’s four principal 
priorities, as set out in the programme for 
government last week. 

We are taking forward a range of measures to 
ensure that we adapt to the changing climate and 
improve resilience in rural and island communities. 
We will take the adaptation actions that are 
necessary within the climate change plan that 
Parliament considered before the election and 
which governs so much of our activity. Indeed, at 
Cabinet this morning, Gillian Martin set out the 
approaches that she will take in leading the 
Government’s efforts to ensure that the climate 
change plan is pursued and delivered by the 
Government. 

I assure Ariane Burgess of the importance that 
we attach to taking action and to ensuring that we 
honour our commitments and obligations in that 
respect. 

Telemedicine (Rural and Island Communities) 
Victor Currie (Highlands and Islands) 

(Reform): I declare an interest as an employee of 
the national health service. 

The First Minister will share my frustration with 
the isolation from services and the long travel 
times faced by patients in the Highlands and 
Islands when accessing vital basic healthcare. Will 
he show the urgency and leadership required and 
support the rapid roll-out of advanced telemedicine 
technologies to remedy the remote and island 
penalty that our communities face under this 
Scottish National Party Government? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): As I 
indicated in the programme for government last 

week, I want to ensure that healthcare services are 
delivered as close to home as is safe for 
individuals. Some of the advances in telemedicine 
that Mr Currie refers to are important ways of 
strengthening how those services can be delivered 
in rural and island communities, and the 
Government will take those steps. There is already 
advanced work in relation to the provision of 
remote medical care and the Government will 
continue to reflect that in its priorities. 

The agenda for the reform of healthcare service 
provision is designed to ensure that we improve 
access to those services for people in Scotland 
and that will be at the heart of the reforms that we 
take forward. 

Possilpark Tenement Fire 
Paul Sweeney (Glasgow) (Lab): The wilful fire 

raising at a tenement renovation in Possilpark on 
Sunday was not only a disgraceful attack on my 
community and on a property that had finally 
secured much-needed investment after 20 years 
of dereliction but a result of months of malicious 
online lies in social media that were intended to 
whip up community tensions. Will the First Minister 
assure Parliament that not only the perpetrators 
but those who recklessly incited that crime and 
those who now celebrate the destruction of social 
housing for local families will face investigation and 
prosecution where the evidence exists? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): I agree 
unreservedly with Paul Sweeney. The events on 
Sunday evening were deplorable. It has now been 
confirmed that the fire was started maliciously and 
the fact that that arose because of the spreading 
of misinformation that the accommodation was to 
be used by migrants is a further disgrace. Those 
who are responsible for the action will be pursued, 
those who circulated information to incite that 
behaviour will be pursued and those who are 
responsible for celebrating such behaviour will 
also be pursued by Police Scotland. 

I want to make it clear to Parliament today that, 
at a time when we are wrestling with housing 
challenges in our country, people going around 
wasting public money by setting fire to flats that are 
being renovated is a disgrace. It undermines 
efforts to improve people’s quality of life by 
providing good-quality housing to members of the 
public. Anyone who is involved in the inciting of 
racial tension or stirring up behaviour that leads to 
the destruction of good accommodation is a 
disgrace and will be pursued by Police Scotland. 

Moray FLOW-Park  
Max Bannerman (Highlands and Islands) 

(Reform): The First Minister will no doubt be 
aware of the Moray FLOW-Park proposal, but is he 
aware that the siting of the turbines will box in 
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Moray’s only public Royal Yacht Association-
approved marine training centre to shallow 
waters? Does he agree that the effective loss of 
that local resource in Findhorn Bay cannot be 
allowed to happen? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): That issue 
will be part and parcel of the consideration of the 
application that has been made. The issue, along 
with many others, including the views of the local 
community, will be fully and thoroughly considered 
as part of the assessment of any application that 
comes forward. 

University Hospital Monklands 
Meghan Gallacher (Central Scotland and 

Lothians West) (Con): Last week, I asked 
whether Neil Gray was informed of the serious 
concerns raised by NHS Scotland Assure relating 
to the replacement Monklands hospital in March. 
Someone in the Scottish Government was 
informed and knew that the replacement project 
could not proceed. Can the First Minister tell 
Parliament who knew and why the announcement 
to delay the hospital was not made until after the 
election, given that it was clearly running two years 
behind schedule? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): Any 
project of that type requires to go through a full 
scrutiny of the business case and the assurance 
process. In this case, that was not completed until 
after the election. Announcements could not be 
made until that process was completed, and it was 
completed after the election. 

Scottish National Investment Bank 
Kim Schmulian (Glasgow) (Reform): Does the 

First Minister agree that the Scottish National 
Investment Bank may need to broaden its advice 
network in relation to the volatile start-up market, 
given the heavy losses that were recently 
publicised? Does he defend the bank’s long-term 
value to the taxpayer, as indicated by Shona 
Robison to the Finance and Public Administration 
Committee during last year’s budget scrutiny? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): Yes, I do. 
The Scottish National Investment Bank makes an 
important contribution by lending to projects that 
are, without doubt, higher risk than routine private 
market investments that will be the subject of 
inquiry. 

The SNIB was set up to try to help projects, 
initiatives and enterprises that carry a higher risk 
in terms of scale and nature but which could 
deliver significant benefits to the Scottish 
economy. The SNIB has supported a number of 
projects that demonstrate those characteristics. 
There will be projects that do not succeed. I accept 
that that can cause public unease, but we must 
make a balanced judgment about whether the 

Government should operate in this space by 
encouraging higher-risk investments that can bring 
higher returns to the Scottish economy. That 
judgment lies at the heart of the pursuit of 
economic growth, and the SNIB makes an 
important contribution to that endeavour. 

Food Security 
Colm Merrick (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP): I 

have received a number of inquiries from 
concerned constituents on the issue of food 
security, particularly in light of the recent 
comments by the United Kingdom Secretary of 
State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 
urging people to stock up on food, and National 
Audit Office warnings that Britain’s food supply 
chain is at risk, given the growing threat of 
cyberattacks and the climate crisis, alongside 
overreliance on the private sector to deal with food 
supply disruption. What steps is the Scottish 
Government taking to address those issues across 
Scotland? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): Scotland’s 
food system is resilient and well placed to respond 
to a range of potential challenges. The 
Government closely monitors overall food security 
and works in partnership with industry to identify 
and manage risks and ensure a co-ordinated and 
effective response to any disruption. 

I agree with Colm Merrick with regard to the 
warnings from the National Audit Office and others 
about the increasing likelihood and severity of 
shocks caused by extreme weather events. Hence 
the importance of the Government taking climate 
action, as I said in response to Ariane Burgess, 
and of protecting against cyberattacks. Those 
issues are central to the Government’s 
consideration of resilience on a regular basis. 

Bus Fare Cap (Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire) 
Jack Middleton (Aberdeen Central) (SNP): 

Half of Scotland can now travel by bus for £2 or for 
free and those in Edinburgh city centre have fares 
capped at £2.40 on Lothian Buses. Yet half a 
million people in Aberdeen and Aberdeenshire, 
who will collectively make 40,000 bus journeys 
today, can pay more than £12 for a journey into 
town. Can the First Minister tell me when the 
Scottish National Party’s transformational bus cap 
will reach Scotland’s third largest city and the 
surrounding area? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): I am 
delighted with the commitment that the 
Government made in its manifesto to ensure that 
the £2 bus fare cap, which we have piloted in the 
Highlands and Islands, would be extended to the 
west of Scotland in the Strathclyde Partnership for 
Transport area. I am delighted that that was 
delivered yesterday. It is another example of the 
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SNP Government delivering for the people of our 
country in the cost of living crisis.  

Having delivered on our commitment in our 100-
days document, we will now move on to other parts 
of the country. I want to ensure that other parts of 
the country benefit from the £2 bus fare cap as 
quickly as they possibly can. That is an urgent 
priority for ministers as we take forward our 
programme to ensure that we deliver for the rest of 
Scotland in the way that we have delivered for the 
Highlands and Islands and the west of Scotland.  

The Presiding Officer: That ends back-bench 
members’ questions to the First Minister. 
Apologies to the many colleagues who were 
unable to ask questions today due to time 
constraints. 

 

Junior Minister 
The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): The 

next item of business is consideration of motion 
S7M-01088, in the name of First Minister John 
Swinney, on the appointment of a junior Scottish 
minister. I remind members that, under rule 11.3.1 
of standing orders, the question on the motion will 
be put immediately after the debate. Members who 
wish to speak should please press their request-
to-speak button now. I call John Swinney to speak 
to and move the motion. 

15:01 
The First Minister (John Swinney): I am 

pleased to nominate Alyn Smith as Minister for 
Innovation, Technology and Tertiary Education. 

Before I turn to the appointment, let me thank 
Ben Macpherson for his time and service in 
Government. Last year, Ben Macpherson returned 
to Government as Minister for Higher and Further 
Education, and he continued as a minister in May, 
as the new Minister for Innovation, Technology 
and Tertiary Education. During his tenure, he has 
been a tremendous ally and champion of 
Scotland’s universities and colleges, as well as the 
country’s youth work and apprenticeship sectors. 
He led the Tertiary Education and Training 
(Funding and Governance) (Scotland) Bill through 
the Parliament to its successful conclusion in 
March. In doing so, he widened access to higher 
education and ensured that Scotland’s post-school 
education and skills system worked more 
effectively for students, employers and our 
economy.  

I am grateful to Ben Macpherson for his service. 
He requested to leave office and I respect his 
decision to do so. I know that he will continue to 
represent the people of Edinburgh North Eastern 
and Leith in his constituency and in this chamber. 
I thank him for his ministerial service.  

The education portfolio underpins many of this 
Government’s priorities. As I set out last week in 
the programme for government, it leads an 
ambitious agenda to lay the groundwork for 
Scotland’s future prosperity. It helps families to 
access the education and training that provide 
them with a sustainable route out of poverty. It 
nurtures innovation and technological 
advancement. It ensures that our workforces have 
the skills and the knowledge that businesses need 
to grow our economy for the future. 

I know that Alyn Smith is the right person to join 
this portfolio as a minister and to support the work 
of Màiri McAllan, the Cabinet Secretary for 
Education, Culture and Gaelic. Alyn Smith brings 
with him a wealth of experience, having served the 
people of Scotland for two decades in both the 
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European Parliament and the House of Commons 
before being elected to the Scottish Parliament. In 
those roles, he has taken a particular interest in the 
areas of university research and the application of 
that research to encouraging economic 
development. He will work closely to ensure that 
the voices of students, workers, businesses and 
employers are always at the heart of this 
Government’s post-school learning and 
development agenda. 

Alyn Smith will work to ensure that our world-
class universities remain world class and free to 
students, that we expand apprenticeships and 
nurture innovation, that we train the workforces 
that our businesses need to meet the challenges 
and opportunities for the future and that we do so 
by working closely with the colleges in Scotland. I 
therefore ask the Parliament to approve the 
appointment that I make today. 

I move, 
That the Parliament agrees that Alyn Smith be appointed 

as a junior Scottish Minister. 

15:04 
Katherine Sangster (Edinburgh and Lothians 

East) (Lab): I recognise the contribution made by 
Ben Macpherson during his time in the tertiary 
education portfolio. I know that my Labour 
colleagues and those in the sector have welcomed 
his efforts in the role and his willingness to engage 
constructively, and I wish him well. 

To Alyn Smith, I say welcome and 
congratulations. However, he faces many 
challenges. Our universities face a £200 million 
funding deficit and over £1.1 billion in unmet 
maintenance costs for their estates. Many are 
carrying out yet more sweeping cuts to staffing. 
Our colleges will have suffered a 20 per cent real-
terms cut between 2021 and 2027, and the action 
taken so far by the Scottish Government has not 
addressed that. We now have 40,000 fewer 
college students than we had two years ago. Last 
year, nearly half of Scotland’s colleges were 
staring down the barrel of bankruptcy. The threats 
to tertiary education are real and critical. 

The technology and innovation portion of the 
minister’s brief will also require strong leadership, 
which the Scottish Government has yet to 
demonstrate. There was cross-party agreement in 
the chamber last week that we need proper 
guidance on hyperscale artificial intelligence data 
centres, and that guidance needs to be 
forthcoming. Such centres present huge 
opportunities, but they must serve the interests of 
our communities. 

I look forward to working with the new minister. I 
hope that he will engage positively, as his 

predecessor did. I will certainly engage positively 
with him, but we cannot shrink from the challenges 
that the sector faces. 

15:06 
Max Bannerman (Highlands and Islands) 

(Reform):  I congratulate Mr Smith on his 
appointment as the new Minister for Innovation, 
Technology and Tertiary Education. Likewise, we 
wish Ben Macpherson, as the outgoing minister, 
well as he returns to the back benches. This is a 
very important portfolio and it will be particularly 
relevant to driving forward the Government’s 
public service reform agenda, so we look forward 
to working with Mr Smith in the role. 

As the First Minister outlined, Mr Smith will bring 
his considerable experience from Brussels and 
Westminster to bear as a new minister. I look 
forward to a robust exchange of views in this 
chamber, particularly between my colleague David 
Kirkwood, as the shadow minister for this portfolio, 
and Mr Smith. We will certainly not oppose this 
nomination, and we wish the incoming minister 
well in his new brief. 

15:07 
Lorna Slater (Edinburgh Central) (Green): I 

join other members in offering my congratulations 
to Alyn Smith on his appointment. He brings 
considerable experience to the role, and I know 
that he will take up the challenges of this portfolio. 

It feels as though the ground is shifting in the 
tertiary education sector as the nature of work 
changes, and ensuring that Scotland has the skills 
and knowledge that are needed to thrive in this 
challenging and changing world is the task that 
now sits before him. Scottish Greens ask him to 
look forward to the technologies and economy of 
the future—clean, green, nature positive, waste 
free and zero carbon. Scotland has the opportunity 
to be at the cutting edge of new, and this is the time 
to seize it and make sure that we can deliver 
skilled workers to accelerate our success in heat 
pumps, heat networks, offshore wind, green 
hydrogen and all the rest of the green economy. 

I am, on one hand, very sorry to lose Ben 
Macpherson as a minister. He is diligent, hard 
working and always on top of his brief. He has 
committed himself fully to his dual roles as 
constituency MSP and minister, and I can imagine 
the sacrifices that he has had to make to do so. I 
am grateful for his service. However, I am selfishly 
a little bit excited about being able to work with him 
on Holyrood park and other matters that concern 
our adjoining constituencies, because we will be 
able to get even more done in this city that we both 
love. 
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15:08 
Meghan Gallacher (Central Scotland and 

Lothians West) (Con): I, too, begin by welcoming 
Alyn Smith to his position and recognising the work 
that Ben Macpherson has done in this portfolio 
area. I was impressed by how quickly Alyn Smith 
reached out to my office for a discussion on his 
new portfolio, and I very much look forward to 
meeting him and his officials in due course. 
However, the new minister does not have his 
troubles to seek. We know that the sector is under 
increasing pressures at the moment, and it is time 
for the Scottish Government to show leadership in 
this field, not just to grow our economy and provide 
people with jobs, but to ensure that there are 
opportunities and a future for generations to come. 

The Presiding Officer: I call, last but never 
least, Duncan Dunlop. 

15:09 
Duncan Dunlop (South Scotland) (LD): On 

behalf of the Scottish Liberal Democrats, I 
welcome Alyn Smith to his new post as Minister for 
Innovation, Technology and Tertiary Education. I 
genuinely thank Ben Macpherson for his work in 
the role. He is universally liked and respected for 
what he put into the role and what he does in the 
chamber. 

The new minister will face challenges. 
According to the Institute for Fiscal Studies, 
funding per domestic student fell by 19 per cent in 
real terms between 2014 and 2024, which has 
pushed universities into risky overreliance on 
international fees. Universities are facing an 
increasing £200 million funding gap, and I look 
forward to receiving information on how the 
minister will close that gap without hollowing out 
course choice, weakening university credibility or 
charging students. That wicked problem is 
compounded because the incoming minister must 
also guarantee investment in vocational training so 
that colleges and universities can close the skills 
gap. No doubt, the minister has his work cut out, 
but, as ever, the Liberal Democrats are willing to 
work constructively with him and the Government 
to deliver world-class education for Scotland. 

15:10 
The First Minister: I thank colleagues for their 

warm comments on Ben Macpherson, and I look 
forward to his working with Lorna Slater on all the 
local projects in Holyrood park that we will hear 
more about. Once again, I express my 
appreciation to Ben Macpherson for his service. I 
also thank colleagues for welcoming Alyn Smith to 
his post. Although I am fully aware of the 
challenges in this area of responsibility, 
colleagues’ willingness to work with Alyn Smith to 

find constructive solutions to some of those 
challenges is appreciated. That is the spirit in 
which the Government will engage during the 
course of the parliamentary session. I look forward 
to parliamentary support for the appointment. 

Motion agreed to, 
That the Parliament agrees that Alyn Smith be appointed 

as a junior Scottish Minister. 
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Programme for Government (An 
Economy Fit for the Future) 

The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): The 
next item of business is a debate on motion S7M-
01070, in the name of Stephen Flynn, on 
programme for government: an economy fit for the 
future. Members who wish to speak should press 
their request-to-speak buttons now. 

15:11 
The Cabinet Secretary for Economy, 

Tourism and Transport (Stephen Flynn): From 
the outset, let me be clear with the Parliament—in 
fact, let me be unambiguous and emphatic: the 
Government believes in sustainable economic 
growth, and we intend to deliver it. The Parliament 
and the members of the public who sent us here to 
represent them will welcome that focus. It is a 
focus that runs right through the heart of our 
programme for government, because without 
growth, we cannot fund the services that the public 
rely on. With it, we can innovate, develop and, 
most important of all, we can create jobs and 
opportunity right here in Scotland. 

That alone is a prize that is too great to ignore. 
To achieve it, we start with solid foundations. 
Members will be all too familiar with the fact that 
since 2007, gross domestic product per person 
has grown faster in Scotland than in the rest of the 
United Kingdom as a whole. They will know that, 
in Scotland, our productivity has been more than 
double the UK average. They will also have read 
the research published by the Royal Bank of 
Scotland that shows that Scotland is leading the 
UK with the fastest growth in new start-ups. 

Let me repeat: that is just a starting point 
because, working with our newly established 
national council for economic growth, we intend to 
make Scotland the best place on these islands to 
do business. That is a bold vision that is built on 
protecting what we have and building for the 
future. It seeks to capitalise not just on our history 
or our natural environment but, most important of 
all, on the energy, skills and talent of our people. 

Rachael Hamilton (Ettrick, Roxburgh and 
Berwickshire) (Con): Yesterday, we were at a 
fiscal literacy event. I noticed that the cabinet 
secretary was not there—maybe he knows 
everything. We learned that there is an £800 
million tax base gap. If everything is so rosy and 
Scotland is doing so well, as he set out in the 
introduction to his speech, where does that gap 
come from? 

Stephen Flynn: It is long overdue that the 
Tories took a fiscal literacy test, given that they are 
the party of Liz Truss. I will leave the member to 

reflect on that very small matter of collapsing the 
entire UK economy. 

While they are getting on with reflecting on those 
things, we will create an economy in which long-
established sectors such as tourism, food and 
drink and financial services can adapt, innovate 
and stay ahead of the global competition. We will 
create an economy in which new sources of 
growth across energy, net zero technologies and 
infrastructure generate long-term sustainable 
employment and help to shelter our economy from 
global shocks. 

Paul Sweeney (Glasgow) (Lab): The cabinet 
secretary makes an important point about those 
sectors driving growth, but one of the big 
challenges for Scotland relates to the firms that are 
based in Scotland. He mentioned that there was a 
high rate of start-up growth, but one of Scotland’s 
big challenges is the number of firms that do not 
grow and then are bought over by overseas 
conglomerates. There is a real challenge of 
retaining a mass of firms in Scotland. 

Stephen Flynn: If Mr Sweeney bears with me 
for a moment, I will come to that very point, 
because we have some good news in that regard. 

Beyond the energy, net zero and infrastructure 
space, we also want an economy in which our 
creative sector continues to break new ground, to 
challenge convention and to shape our national 
brand. We want an economy in which emerging 
sectors such as space, artificial intelligence, life 
sciences and critical technologies have the talent, 
investment and opportunities that they need to get 
stronger and create businesses that start up and 
scale successfully. To repeat—because it does 
bear repeating—we want an economy that 
generates well-paid jobs for people in every corner 
of Scotland. 

I am clear-eyed enough to know that, to deliver 
those aims, we must work at pace. To investors I 
say: we know that the processes involved in 
moving from idea to implementation can too often 
be too sticky and too slow. That is why the 
Government will create a major projects office to 
accelerate progress on nationally and strategically 
significant investment projects. It will unblock 
barriers and unlock private investment. 

Daniel Johnson (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab): 
Although the aim of facilitating high growth is 
welcome, is there not a danger of duplication with 
the creation of that unit? Is that not what Scottish 
Enterprise is for? Is there any intent to reform the 
enterprise agencies? 

Stephen Flynn: I do not believe that there will 
be any duplication—I will make sure that that is not 
the case. However, when we are talking about the 
future of the enterprise agencies, it is important to 
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recognise that we have a direction of travel in 
relation to regional economic growth. I look 
forward to saying a bit more on that in my speech. 
I am sure that Mr Johnson will agree with me on 
many of those points, as he has appeared very 
keen to do so on far too many occasions up until 
now. 

I re-emphasise our determination to unblock 
barriers and unlock private investment. However, 
we recognise that that is not enough on its own. 
We can reduce barriers and, as Parliament, we 
have a responsibility to make sure that when we 
regulate, we do so simply, flexibly and as a last 
resort. 

To the innovators, I say: we know that, too often, 
it can be easier to find the capital to support and 
develop your ideas and products not here in 
Scotland, but abroad. We want you to stay in 
Scotland and to scale in Scotland, because your 
success is our collective success. That is why the 
Government will create a new high-growth unit to 
provide the wraparound support that you need. It 
will build on the support offered by our enterprise 
agencies and our investment bank. However, that 
is not enough on its own. That is why we will use 
the power of public sector procurement to 
stimulate innovation and provide new business 
opportunities for Scottish companies, and we will 
empower our regional economies to thrive. That 
point will require an element of bravery from the 
Government—on the point of bravery, I see that 
Rachael Hamilton wants to come in once again. 

Rachael Hamilton: Mr Flynn, I am not scared of 
you. Ninety-eight per cent of businesses in 
Scotland are small businesses. Your speech is 
talking about scaling up and being supported by 
South of Scotland Enterprise and other enterprise 
agencies. They tend to support bigger businesses. 
Is it not time that we gave small businesses 
support, too, given that they are the drivers of our 
economy? 

Stephen Flynn: As well as going on a fiscal 
literacy course, Rachael Hamilton should perhaps 
also look at some of the other schemes that are in 
place from this Government to support small 
businesses. They include the very generous small 
business support that we offer to ensure that they 
do not have to pay business rates in Scotland, 
which is incredibly important to the bottom line for 
many of those small businesses that she and I 
want to see thrive. 

Rachael Hamilton: With revaluations, that is 
gone. 

Stephen Flynn: However, she appears to be 
suggesting that she is not in favour of the small 
business bonus, which I think will come as a 
surprise to many of the businesses in her 
constituency. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): Through the chair please, cabinet 
secretary. 

Willie Rennie (Fife North East) (LD): Is the 
cabinet secretary able to provide the chamber with 
an update on his relationships with Alvance and 
Liberty Steel Dalzell? Businesses and 
entrepreneurs will find it frustrating that the 
Government was prepared to put in hundreds of 
millions of pounds of financial backing for those 
companies on the promise that they would make 
significant investments, which has not been 
fulfilled. What action will the Government take, if 
for nothing else than to at least restore some 
confidence among those entrepreneurs that this 
Government is on their side? 

Stephen Flynn: I know that Mr Rennie has been 
very diligent on that issue over very many years. It 
is important to place on record that, sometimes in 
life and in politics, you do not engage with people 
who you do not believe to be acting in good faith. I 
suggest that that is the case in this regard: not with 
regard to Mr Rennie, but with regard to the 
company that is associated with Dalzell. I expect it 
to respond in a much more positive fashion than it 
has up until now. 

On the specifics that Mr Rennie seeks an 
answer to, I give him the commitment that I will 
write to him in detail on the topic and that I will meet 
him in person, if he feels that that will be of benefit. 

Willie Rennie: What lessons has the 
Government learnt from its engagement with Mr 
Gupta and the GFG Alliance? The Serious Fraud 
Office is investigating them and, in numerous 
years, they have not published financial accounts. 
Surely the Government must reflect on the 
decisions that it took at the end of the past decade 
so that we do not repeat those mistakes. 

Stephen Flynn: I do not think that it is a mistake 
for the Government to want to protect jobs in 
Scotland. In fact, it is incumbent upon us to do that. 
I could point to a number of examples over recent 
years where we have done exactly that: where we 
have been well intentioned and approached it in 
good faith. Unfortunately, however, that good faith 
is not reflected in everyone who we have dealt 
with. As I said, I am more than happy to write to Mr 
Rennie in relation to the specific points that he has 
made. 

I am conscious of time. The point that I was 
seeking to make is that allowing our regional 
economies to thrive and providing that 
empowerment will require an element of bravery 
from Government—not only because it represents 
public sector reform but because it involves 
moving power from the centre outwards. However, 
I believe that there is shared ambition among most 
in this Parliament to do just that. 
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That shared ambition extends to the support that 
we have in this chamber for a variety of issues, 
whether that is expanding childcare, the important 
role of developing and nurturing the skills of 
tomorrow, or bringing the long-term unemployed 
back into the workforce, because of the positive 
impact that those things can have on our economy. 

I do not say “shared ambition” lightly, but 
because it is essential that we acknowledge that 
economic growth cannot be about only this 
Government: it must be about this Parliament. 
Yes, we will have our differences. However, as 
members of this Parliament, we must be willing to 
come together to deliver for our economy and for 
the people who sent us here. 

This Parliament must recognise that the world 
around us is turning, and that Scotland cannot 
afford to stand still or to yearn for the past. To do 
so would repeat the mistakes of Prime Minister 
after Prime Minister after Prime Minister after 
Prime Minister—and that is just in the past few 
years at Westminster. We must instead recognise 
that domestic supply chains matter, that energy 
security is not a choice but a necessity, and that 
our partnership with European allies is essential. 

To be clear, it is why the Parliament must fight 
to protect the energy jobs that we have but also be 
big enough to back the energy opportunities of 
tomorrow: the wind, solar and pump storage 
projects that will not only provide us with ever more 
abundant clean energy but allow us to create new 
jobs and build the expertise that we need to export 
our skills across the world. We will not run and 
cower from the opportunity in front of us, as those 
who deny science on the benches to my left seek 
to do, but will highlight the economic opportunity 
that energy abundance has and continues to offer 
our nation—not only can it offer jobs; it offers us a 
unique opportunity to anchor the digital world right 
here in Scotland. It is our competitive advantage, 
and we get only one opportunity to capture it. 

Finlay Carson (Galloway and West Dumfries) 
(Con): There is no doubt about the importance of 
energy and so on to creating jobs, so why has the 
Government completely failed over the past 20 
years to take communities in rural Scotland with it 
and bring them on board? Communities are 
fighting daily to prevent the industrialisation of rural 
Scotland with massive turbines, solar parks and, 
now, AI centres. Why has the Government failed 
to take the communities with them? 

Stephen Flynn: I thought that the Tories 
believed in investment, believed in energy 
abundance and understood the constitutional 
make-up of these isles. As Finlay Carson will 
know, responsibility for the grid in Scotland does 
not rest with the Scottish Government. National 
Energy System Operator plans rest with the UK 

Government. Planning is of course within our 
remit, but Finlay Carson will recognise and 
understand that, on these isles, energy needs to 
get from A to B. I will come to that point in due 
course. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): [Inaudible.] 

Stephen Flynn: I have been very generous with 
my time, Deputy Presiding Officer, and I am 
conscious that that generosity has eaten into my 
time. I will jump to a concluding point. 

All of us in the chamber have watched the doom-
mongering that has stemmed from Westminster 
over recent years. We saw it again yesterday when 
Rachel Reeves—sorry, John Healey—spoke 
about the future of the UK. What a contrast that 
doom-mongering is to our opportunity in Scotland 
to grasp the renewables opportunity, look at the 
digital world in a new way, make sure that our 
financial services are growing and ensure that 
innovative technologies such as semiconductors 
are harnessed and secured in Scotland for our 
domestic security. That is a hopeful and optimistic 
future for Scotland, and we should be very proud 
of it. 

I move, 
That the Parliament notes the publication of the Scottish 

Government’s Programme for Government, Ambitious for 
Scotland, and its aims for a strong and sustainable 
economy; welcomes the commitment to deliver economic 
growth and make Scotland the best place to invest and do 
business; recognises that raising living standards through 
supporting the creation of more good, secure and well-paid 
jobs, can help generate the resources needed to invest in 
high-quality public services; believes that the transition to 
low carbon industries, including renewable energy, can 
create economic opportunity and strengthen Scotland’s 
future competitiveness in order to benefit people and 
communities across Scotland; welcomes continued 
investment in infrastructure, connectivity and innovation so 
that more opportunities can be realised in Scotland, and 
supports action to increase climate resilience and tackle the 
climate and nature emergencies. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): I call Daniel Johnson, who has five 
minutes, please. 

15:28 
Daniel Johnson (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab): 

I assume that my five minutes will be a little bit 
more curtailed than the cabinet secretary’s ten. I 
move the amendment in my name. 

I spent the summer being asked constantly what 
I thought was going to be in the programme for 
government. I said that I did not know. I should 
have been much more confident, because there 
are two big ideas in it: one was about 
regionalisation and the other was about health 
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service reform, and both came from the Labour 
Party manifesto. 

However, we have to consider those issues 
seriously. It is important that we move from the 
agenda that has come from this Parliament—
across different Administrations, I think—which is 
focused on building central bureaucracy, to an 
agenda that is about delivery. 

I am concerned that we have had a lack of clarity 
and articulation from the Government so far. 
However, I want to be constructive in my 
comments because the agenda is an important 
one. I would like a reform agenda that is genuinely 
cross party, because long-lasting reform requires 
cross-party input and consensus. 

General Petraeus, who is a leading general and 
strategic thinker, has a theory of change that relies 
on four key things: having a big idea; 
communicating that big idea; having a mechanism 
for delivery; and then refining it. My concern is that, 
although the Government has said that it wants to 
have person-centred delivery, it has not said what 
assets it believes it has and how it will reorganise 
those for delivery—it has certainly not 
communicate that. 

More specifically, we have to look at 
regionalisation. The cabinet secretary referenced 
Scotland’s growth figures. Those are interesting, 
but we should look at growth figures around the 
country. Manchester’s GDP per head was £1,700 
lower than Scotland’s in 2016; however, it overtook 
Scotland in 2022. Since 2009, Scotland’s 
productivity has grown by 13 per cent; however, it 
has had only 1 per cent growth since 2020. 

In the north-west, it is the reverse: it has had 11 
per cent productivity growth since 2009, but 10 per 
cent of that was since 2020. Something is 
happening in England’s regions that is not 
happening in Scotland’s regions. We need to 
analyse that and bottle it. 

I worry that, although the regionalisation agenda 
is important, it has been blown off course in recent 
days, with the focus being overly much on council 
mergers. We need to articulate why regionalisation 
matters, and that is not just about the numbers 
elsewhere. I believe that it matters because 
regions are the fundamental building blocks of 
economic growth. Through regionalisation, we can 
create co-ordinated plans for delivery and 
partnerships between Government, industry and 
trade unions, and we can plan infrastructure to 
grow local economies. 

My view is that, since 1999, we have been using 
devolved powers to recreate a unitary state, and 
that has been a mistake. We need to use the 
reform agenda to reverse that and to push powers 
out from the centre. At the moment, there is a fear 

in local government that we are talking about 
sucking powers up from local authorities. Local 
leaders in England, where we have successful 
combined authorities, are clear about one thing—
ignore mayors and those structures, because that 
is not what it is about; it is about having a plan to 
co-ordinate across local authority areas and 
pushing power down from the centre. That is what 
we need to see in Scotland. 

Likewise, in other areas of public sector reform, 
we need to hear more about the how—how it will 
make things better—and, critically, we need to 
know the organising principle for what will be 
changed and how we will ensure local 
accountability. 

In my final minute, I want to draw attention to the 
skills agenda. Labour market projections show 
that, in the coming years, we will have a labour 
shortfall of 1.3 million people. In the programme for 
government, all we had was 150,000 
apprenticeships. If we divide that by five, we get a 
figure of 30,000. That number sounds familiar, 
because it was the pledge on the number of 
apprenticeships from the previous session of 
Parliament. Over the past five years, the number 
of apprenticeship starts has never exceeded 
26,000, so it is a recycled pledge, and one that 
does not acknowledge the shortfall of the past few 
years. 

We need a skills agenda that is about not just 
catching up but upskilling and reskilling—an 
agenda that focuses on those who are not in 
education, employment or training and on how we 
ensure, with an ageing population, that people 
stay in the workplace. 

Scotland has enormous assets and huge 
potential. We are a small nation, but one that can 
be flexible. Above all else, we have people with 
enormous potential and talent, and we need to 
make the most of them. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): I ask Mr Johnson to move amendment 
S7M-01070.1. 

Daniel Johnson: Oh, I did that at the beginning 
of my speech. In case I did not, I will move it now. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): My apologies. 

Daniel Johnson: I move amendment S7M-
01070.1, to insert at end: 

“recognises that reforms to the skills system, including 
interventions to help those who are economically inactive, 
are required to drive growth and allow individuals to realise 
their potential; understands that real partnership between 
public and private sectors will be key to producing better 
outcomes across the economy, and calls on the Scottish 
Government to outline how its plan for regional devolution 
will operate to give regions the tools they need to grow local 
economies and increase prosperity in their communities.” 
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The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): I call Malcolm Offord to speak to and 
move amendment S7M-01070.4. You have 10 
minutes, Mr Offord. 

15:33 
Malcolm Offord (West Scotland) (Reform): 

Thank you, Deputy Presiding Officer. Another day, 
another debate on the economy, and on economic 
growth. What is that? Since 2010, no politician in 
this Parliament has experienced it, so how can 
they debate it? In the past 10 years, GDP per 
head, which is the only true measure of prosperity, 
has been anaemic in the UK, Scotland and 
Europe. In France, for example, in 10 years, that 
measure has gone up by 8 per cent— 

The Cabinet Secretary for Climate Action and 
Rural Affairs (Gillian Martin): Will Mr Offord take 
an intervention? 

Malcolm Offord: No, I am going to make some 
progress. GDP per head has gone up by 8 per cent 
in France; 5 per cent in the UK; 3.5 per cent in 
Germany; and 3 per cent in Scotland. To be clear, 
that is inflation adjusted over 10 years, meaning 
that all four countries have grown at less than 1 per 
cent per annum. Misery likes company—it is not 
just us—but compare that with the USA, which has 
had 18 per cent real-terms growth in the same 
decade, and where GDP per head is now one and 
a half times that of the UK. Mr Flynn and the tartan 
army saw that first-hand in Boston this summer. 

What is to be done? It is actually pretty simple. 
How about we adopt some policies that drive 
economic growth? I will give some examples of 
those, but before I do, I ask: why bother with 
economic growth? Yesterday, we had a very 
worthwhile workshop in Holyrood with the Scottish 
Parliament information centre, the Fraser of 
Allander Institute and the Scottish Fiscal 
Commission. I think that all members would agree 
that it was a sobering day. The Scottish 
Government faces a £5 billion black hole over the 
next five years, and there are no easy answers. 

SNP policy decisions—which are no doubt well 
meaning—have pushed welfare spending up to 
record levels, public sector employment and pay 
up to record levels, Government borrowing and 
debt service up to record levels and taxation up to 
record levels. The only way out of that squeeze is 
to create economic growth, but the only record 
there is that it is close to zero. 

The population of Scotland is 5.5 million, 
comprising 900,000 children under 16, 3.6 million 
adults of working age and 1 million pensioners. 
The 3.6 million adults fall into three categories: 2.1 
million work in the private sector, 600,000 work in 
the public sector and 900,000 are not working. 

The welfare economy, created by Nicola 
Sturgeon and promulgated by the SNP for the past 
10 years, has been very good for people who work 
in the public sector and for those who do not work, 
but it has been disastrous for the private sector. 

For the public sector, there have been 20 years 
of upwards-only pay deals, no-redundancy 
policies, and final salary pensions that have long 
since been abolished in the private sector. For 
people on welfare, there is the most generous 
regime in the UK, with Scottish social security 
already costing £1 billion more than the UK 
equivalent. The private sector just has to pay for it. 
With six income tax bands, Scots are the highest 
taxed in the UK, driving productivity down. Energy 
costs are at a record high level. Employment taxes 
are at a record high level. Minimum wage is at a 
record high level, and business rates are at a 
record high level. 

Is it any surprise that when I meet small and 
medium-sized enterprise owners, they just shake 
their heads in despair? Those with the broadest 
shoulders are now shrugging their shoulders. Why 
bother growing their revenue when it is all taken 
away? Why bother hiring new staff or expanding 
their premises when the additional costs are so 
punishing? 

More than half of private sector workers are 
employed by small and medium-sized enterprises. 
Surely the alarm bells must have sounded when 
the Government learned that, of the top 500 SMEs 
in Scotland, one third reported that their revenues 
went down in the past 12 months. 

Keith Brown (Clackmannanshire and 
Dunblane) (SNP): Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Malcolm Offord: No, I will continue for now. 

Just today, VG Mathers Ltd, hauliers in Kintore, 
has gone into liquidation after six years of trading, 
citing skyrocketing fuel prices, soaring insurance 
premiums, mounting compliance burdens and 
rising maintenance costs. 

It is time now for a reset. We need to build a 
wealth economy rather than a welfare economy. It 
is only the private sector that can create the wealth 
that pays for public services and welfare, so let us 
implement policies that will make work pay, reward 
workers who work, incentivise business owners to 
invest in their companies and focus on jobs. 

Why focus on our base of 380,000 SMEs in 
Scotland? Because the days of mass employment 
in Scotland are over. We discussed that in the 
chamber last week. We highlighted Inverclyde, 
where 16,000 jobs in shipbuilding gave way to 
8,000 jobs in electronics, which gave way to 2,000 
jobs in call centres, in ever-decreasing circles. 
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The member for Inverclyde, Stuart McMillan, last 
week put on the record that the blame for that lies 
with the Tories. It is not down to me to defend the 
Tories, but that is just a lazy trope designed to fit a 
political narrative. The reality is that, by the 
1980s—I was there in that area—South Korea was 
building ships at one third of the price and in one 
third of the time of the Clydeside yards. 
International competition closed the shipyards. 

Similarly, on electronics, it was well known 10 
years before IBM closed in Greenock that it could 
manufacture more cheaply in Hungary and 
Bangladesh, so it left. We should focus all our 
attention on our base of 380,000 SMEs because 
they are loyal— 

Paul Sweeney: [Made a request to intervene.] 

Malcolm Offord: I am going to continue. 

Those SMEs are local, they are loyal to their 
communities and they will not disappear overseas 
as long as they remain competitive. This is our 
opportunity to incentivise them to grow their 
revenues, invest in their premises and people and 
employ local adults who can be retrained and 
reskilled. 

However, in order to do that, we need to reduce 
their costs of doing business, and to deliver that, 
we need a co-ordinated approach between 
Westminster, Holyrood and local authorities to 
enact policies that drive economic growth. 

Let me give five short examples. Policy number 
1 is cheaper energy. My colleague Duncan 
Massey will expand on that, but it is clear that we 
cannot reindustrialise Scotland with our energy 
costs at four times those in the US and seven 
times those in China. It is time that we used our 
own North Sea gas as our transition fuel. 

Policy number 2 is lower taxes. If the 
Government increases taxes on people who work 
while paying more to people who do not work, we 
should not be surprised if more people do not 
work. Instead, we should lower the tax rates and 
give everyone an incentive to work. 

Policy number 3 is skills and training. One 
quarter of secondary 1 pupils do not have the 
literacy to access education—let us fix that. Let us 
stream them through the Swiss “head, hands or 
heart” system at 12, and get them into meaningful 
technical jobs through schools and colleges. For 
adults, let us create a lifelong learning programme 
for continuous reskilling and retraining. 

Policy number 4 is deregulation. Let us get rid of 
the business prevention officers, simplify and fast-
track planning decisions for SMEs and remove 
useless European Union bureaucracy such as the 
general data protection regulation. 

Policy number 5—no more gimmicks and no 
more woke. To the cabinet secretary, I say: please 
just drop the food price cap—they tried it in 
Hungary and the poor went hungry. Let us have no 
more performative debates on Gaza, transgender 
and neverendum—just get it out of the way and 
allow our own creative and innovative Scots to 
build businesses and create jobs. 

What is the objective here? It is simple: to build 
a new, modern Scotland that builds prosperity to 
all through well-paid and meaningful jobs rather 
than through welfare. It is to create a joined-up 
industrial strategy for Scotland based around our 
10—not three—world-class centres of excellence: 
financial services, advanced manufacturing, 
energy, food and drink, tourism and hospitality, 
creative industries, life sciences, agriculture, 
fisheries and marine. It is to get our young people 
streamed into those sectors, primarily through our 
schools, colleges and apprenticeships and, where 
it adds value, our universities. It is to get our adults 
reskilled and retrained, with an objective to grow 
our working population from 2.7 million to 3 million 
by helping 300,000 Scots off welfare into work. It 
is to equip our local authorities with 10-year plans 
to regenerate their town centres with business 
premises for SMEs and with health, housing and 
transport solutions for local workers, which will 
rebuild civic pride, with one single objective: to 
create wealth, which will in turn create health and 
happiness. 

The Laffer curve is never wrong: increase taxes, 
and we will collect less tax; reduce tax rates and 
we will collect more revenue. We can look at 
Sweden 20 years ago. Between 2000 and 2017, 
Sweden reduced its tax ratio from 51 per cent to 
44 per cent of GDP, and it now collects an extra 
£20 billion per annum. 

It is time to drop the mindless ideology: tax the 
rich? Well, the richest 1 per cent of the population 
is already contributing 30 per cent of income tax, 
and the top 10 per cent contributes 50 per cent. 
What happens when they stop striving or retire 
early, or leave? It is pretty simple. Newton’s third 
law says that every action has an equal and 
opposite reaction. Increasing tax rates reduces 
revenue collection; reducing tax rates increases 
revenue collection. Go figure. 

I move amendment S7M-01070.4, to leave out 
from “recognises” to end and insert: 

“believes, however, that successive policies of the 
Scottish Government have done the opposite, with high 
energy costs, high taxes and high welfare preventing 
economic growth; recognises that creating good, secure 
and well-paid jobs is vital for Scots to be able to build their 
own healthy and prosperous lives and that these can only 
be created with economic growth; believes that if Scotland 
wants real economic growth, it needs cheap, abundant, 
reliable energy, which is best delivered by maximising oil 
and gas over the medium-term, and transitioning to nuclear 
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power over the long-term, with renewables playing a 
complementary role rather than a dominant one.” 

15:43 
Patrick Harvie (Glasgow) (Green): There 

might be a little bit of a key change at this point in 
the debate. I begin by acknowledging some aims 
of the Scottish Government and of the UK 
Government that I share, and which I hope they 
share with each other. 

The Scottish Government’s motion talks about 
raising living standards; having a strong and 
sustainable economy; investing in high-quality 
public services; increasing climate resilience; and 
tackling the climate and nature emergencies. Any 
progressive party or Government should share 
those objectives. 

With regard to the UK Government, I am slightly 
surprised that Labour’s opening speech did not 
champion a little bit some of the Prime Minister’s 
remarks in his first speech. Andy Burnham, as 
Prime Minister, promised the biggest changes in 
the past 40 years. He talked about a new 
economic model. He said that the four decades of 
the neoliberalism that began in the 1980s have not 
been kind. He said that, in the 1980s, Britain took 
some 
“wrong turns”. 

He went on to say: 
“Political power was centralised, economic power 

privatised and” 

large parts of  
“the country deindustrialised”,—[Official Report, House of 
Commons, 1 September 2026; Vol 790, c 27.] 

and they have still not recovered. 

That is ambitious rhetoric. It remains to be seen 
whether any of that turns into action on the scale 
that is necessary to meet that challenge. Critically, 
if there is action to follow on the scale of that 
challenge, it must include bringing much economic 
power back under democratic control. 

As well as centralisation, privatisation and 
deindustrialisation, the harms of the neoliberalism 
that began in the 1980s also included the growth 
of extractive industries, exploiting people and 
planet, and hugely growing inequality. We cannot 
simply reverse time, but we can begin to repair the 
damage. 

On privatisation, Scotland never copied the 
doomed experiment of privatising the water 
industry, and it has already taken ScotRail back 
into public ownership. However, there is far more 
that we can do to grow public and community 
ownership in our economy. The current moves 
towards bus franchising should be a first step 

towards fully publicly owned bus services. Public 
stakes in renewable energy and investment in 
publicly owned and operated heat networks can 
also play a significant role. We can begin to 
reverse decades of harmful drift on housing policy, 
when social housing was sold off and new build 
was directed by investors’ interests instead of 
social need. Changing that would take time, but 
routes to bringing private rented housing stock into 
social rental and ensuring that, in future, land use 
is determined by local housing needs would be a 
strong start. 

Daniel Johnson: I was interested by a detail in 
the Green amendment. Does “stock transfer” infer 
that there would be market-level compensation? 
What does Mr Harvie envisage that transfer 
entailing?  

Patrick Harvie: I certainly do not imagine that it 
would be on the scale of the wholesale stock 
transfer away from the social rented sector. 
However, if any landlord believes that, in the face 
of rent controls, they are no longer making enough 
extractive profit from private rents, they should be 
given a route that would ensure that that home 
could move into the social rented sector with the 
tenant in situ. The Government has already started 
exploring other options, and we should build on 
that work. 

On poverty and insecure work, again, good 
intentions in the Scottish Government have been 
the beginnings of important changes in the 
application of fair work principles, but we are held 
back by the devolution settlement. With more 
power to act, we could achieve fair working 
conditions and an end to poverty wages 
throughout the economy. I remind those who are 
angry about social security costs that poverty 
wages are the overriding reason why many 
workers depend on in-work social security 
benefits. 

On union rights, the UK Government has taken 
some good first steps by repealing some of the 
worst of recent anti-union laws, and that agenda 
can go further. Devolution does not let us legislate 
for that, but the Scottish Government could work 
with the trade union movement to drive up 
membership, especially in underunionised sectors 
such as hospitality and the gig economy. Union 
organisation helps to drive up standards. It 
rebalances power in the economy and has been 
shown to cut inequality as well. 

On deregulation, another feature of 1980s 
neoliberalism, the Scottish Government’s better 
regulation framework is not as simplistic as a 
straightforward deregulation agenda, but it too 
often places the interest of business ahead of the 
purpose of serving the public interest. In addition, 
many regulators in Scotland have had legal duties 
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imposed on them to put economic growth ahead of 
the public good, of public health and of protection 
for the environment. Members do not need to 
share the Green scepticism about GDP to 
recognise that regulators should be putting their 
regulatory purpose ahead of boosting GDP. A truly 
successful economy is one that respects those 
priorities while meeting people’s material needs. 

On wage and wealth inequality, we must 
confront the gulf between the highest and lowest 
paid and the extraordinary growth in the social and 
political power of the super-rich to control how we 
live our lives, what ideas we are exposed to and 
how we see the world. This week, yet again, 
Scotland and the UK have seen how profound a 
threat we now face from far-right ideas and racist 
and anti-immigrant conspiracy theories, which 
some of the wealthiest people on this planet are 
propagating. Redistributing power in our economy 
must mean redistributing wealth. Again, Scotland 
has taken initial steps with a fairer tax system, but 
that must be only the beginning, and every level of 
Government must do more to ensure that asset 
wealth is part of the tax base. 

If we do all that, we will achieve not only a more 
equal society but an economy that has the 
resources to invest collectively in the things that 
improve our lives collectively: healthcare, 
education, community facilities, the public realm 
and so much more. 

The economic model that has been dominant for 
decades has caused inequality, allowed 
exploitation and accelerated environmental 
destruction. It has allowed our public services and 
our public realm to be degraded when they should 
have been renewed for the 21st century. 

All that can, and must, change if people are to 
be given a reason to believe that politics is capable 
of improving their lives and their communities, and 
of building a world that we can pass on to the next 
generation with pride. 

I move amendment S7M-01070.2, to leave out 
from first “; welcomes” to end and insert:  

“and to raise living standards, invest in high-quality public 
services, increase climate resilience and tackle the climate 
and nature emergencies; further notes the Prime Minister’s 
stated intention to develop a new economic model and his 
criticism of four decades of neoliberalism; believes that 
significant changes to both UK and Scottish policy will be 
needed to turn this ambition into reality; calls on both 
governments to develop long-term strategies to expand 
public and community ownership in the economy with an 
immediate focus on municipal bus services, public stakes 
in renewable energy and mechanisms for stock transfer 
from the private rented sector to social landlords; urges the 
UK Government to devolve to Scotland the power to 
improve working conditions and union rights; calls on both 
governments to review their regulatory frameworks to 
ensure that public interest tests have primacy and that 
growth duties on regulators never impinge on their 
regulatory purpose, and believes that tax systems at local, 

Scottish and UK levels must all be used to dramatically cut 
inequality as well as to raise sufficient revenue to invest in 
rebuilding public services.” 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): I call Rachael Hamilton to speak to 
and move amendment S7M-01070.3. You have 
six minutes. 

15:50 
Rachael Hamilton (Ettrick, Roxburgh and 

Berwickshire) (Con): Where to start? I will 
attempt to do so by speaking to some of the 
amendments to Stephen Flynn’s motion. The 
Scottish Conservatives agree on some aspects of 
the programme for government around public 
sector reform and procurement modernisation. We 
heard a lot about those this morning in the 
Economy, Tourism and Energy Committee: 
businesses need support to be able to scale up, 
and they need access to public sector 
procurement. That is particularly so in the AI 
sector, in which there seems to be a lack of 
Government guidance. 

Here we are, with Stephen Flynn and John 
Swinney trying to rebrand two decades of 
economic failure as a fresh start. It is not a fresh 
start. They promised an economy fit for the future, 
but Scots are still being punished with high taxes. 
While businesses face rising costs, there is 
sluggish growth, yet the Government wants more 
reviews and consultations to be put on to 
businesses that are just trying to survive. Scotland 
needs action from the SNP; it does not need any 
more dithering. We have seen enough of the 
dithering. We have a high-tax and high-spend 
agenda, and the only way that to ensure that we 
have public services that are fit for purpose is to 
cut taxes. 

I turn to some of the information that we received 
yesterday at the fiscal literacy day. I reiterate that 
I believe that the cabinet secretary should have 
been there, because he would have heard what 
the rest of us—and his SNP back-bench 
colleagues—heard. Scotland has lagged behind 
the rest of the United Kingdom for a decade, at a 
cost of £12 billion. The benefits bill, which Patrick 
Harvie talked about, is nearly £10 billion, and it will 
reach £10 billion by 2030. 

Stephen Flynn: Rachael Hamilton has placed 
on record twice the matter of where I was 
yesterday. Some of us have childcare 
commitments on a Monday. I would not want her 
to get into the space of trying to make a political 
point—which I am sure that she would try to use 
elsewhere—in relation to me without recognising 
that I was not able to be in Edinburgh yesterday 
because, like a lot of people in this Parliament, I 
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have children. I am sure that she will reflect on 
that. 

Rachael Hamilton: Yes, I totally accept that—I 
had three children of a young age when I started 
here in 2016. I had childcare responsibilities as 
well. 

The SNP’s own fiscal watchdog says that weak 
earnings and employment growth are eroding 
Scotland’s tax base. The Scottish Fiscal 
Commission identified an £888 million tax base 
performance gap in 2024-25. That was driven 
primarily by slow aggregate earnings, and 
employment growth that was slower in Scotland 
than in the rest of the United Kingdom. 

The programme for government talks about 
making Scotland 
“the best place to do business”, 

but it also says that businesses should be doing 
more consultation and should have more 
regulation. 

Bob Doris (Glasgow Kelvin and Maryhill) 
(SNP): I, too, was at the event yesterday. We 
heard that, the previous year, Scotland had a 
surplus of more than £600 million, and that one 
issue with the fiscal framework is the volatility from 
one year to the next. That is another reason why 
we need to reform the fiscal framework. Does 
Rachael Hamilton agree? 

Rachael Hamilton: Any budget will have a 
forecast, as Bob Doris will know, and there will 
have to be a reconciliation process, whatever 
happens. However, the fundamental argument 
remains that the tax base has not improved and 
the Government is relying on choices being made 
in the Scottish Parliament that support things that 
it increasingly cannot afford. The public can see 
that. 

Turning to the Greens, I was surprised that 
Patrick Harvie burst out laughing at Malcolm 
Offord’s reference to the Laffer curve, because we 
all know that addressing in-work poverty, which he 
talked about, involves people not turning down pay 
increases in order to keep their child payment, 
making work pay, increasing productivity and 
allowing people to be skilled up and have earning 
power. Allowing people to get on in life is the best 
way to support them. 

On the Green amendment, the figure for the 
percentage of Scots paying the higher rate of tax 
has more than doubled, from 12 per cent in 2016-
17 to a forecasted 26 per cent this year. A million 
taxpayers are expected to be caught by that by 
2030. As we have heard, the tax rises have not 
raised the money that was hoped, with analysis 
suggesting that the 48p top rate of income tax 
might have reduced public revenues by £22 

million—that is £22 million that could have gone to 
essential public services. Scots already pay £1.8 
billion more in tax than they would if they lived 
elsewhere in the United Kingdom. 

I will move on to some of the other amendments. 
I agree with much of the Reform amendment, 
particularly on the impact of high energy costs. I 
agree with the argument that we must increase our 
nuclear capacity, including by building small 
reactors, which would be a simpler solution, and I 
agree that we should support the oil and gas 
industry in the North Sea and all the jobs that that 
creates. 

I see that my time is running out. Did you say 
that I have six minutes or seven minutes, Deputy 
Presiding Officer? 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): Six minutes. 

Rachael Hamilton: Could I take another 
minute, given that I took interventions? 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): You can have some time for taking 
interventions. 

Rachael Hamilton: I will quickly wind up by 
speaking about the Liberal Democrat amendment. 
I am afraid that we cannot support it, because I feel 
that the Liberal Democrats are patting themselves 
on the back for supporting an SNP budget that has 
failed the economy, weakened economic growth 
and failed on the delivery of public services. The 
Liberal Democrats got a very small return from 
their negotiations—I think that the Government 
played them. 

On the Scottish Conservatives’ amendment, we 
need to remove the barriers to growth and remove 
the challenges that small businesses and the rural 
economy face. Stephen Flynn’s comment about 
the small business bonus scheme was really 
uninformed, because he knows perfectly well that 
the assessors’ revaluation, for which the 
Government set the criteria, has increased 
valuations and the bills that small businesses face 
and has resulted in a decrease in the number of 
small businesses that are eligible for the scheme, 
because they have gone over the threshold for 
rates relief. I do not need to declare an interest in 
that regard because, as a shareholder in a small 
business, I do not receive rates relief. 

I move amendment S7M-01070.3, to leave out 
from the first “welcomes” to end and insert: 

“notes that, after almost two decades of Scottish National 
Party administration, Scotland continues to suffer from 
weak growth and an increasingly uncompetitive tax 
environment; further notes that the SNP promised to build 
an economy fit for the future eight years ago, yet now 
acknowledges that economic growth has been too low for 
too long; recognises the Scottish Fiscal Commission’s and 
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the Auditor General’s concerns about the significant fiscal 
pressures facing Scotland and the weakness of its business 
base; considers that further reviews, consultations and 
interventions such as statutory food price controls risk 
adding costs and uncertainty rather than removing barriers 
to growth; regrets that the Programme for Government 
does too little to unlock the potential of Scotland’s rural 
industries or address the infrastructure constraints facing 
rural and island communities, and calls on the Scottish 
Government to cut the burden on workers and businesses 
and to pursue a genuinely pro-growth agenda that delivers 
for Scotland’s urban and rural economies.” 

15:58 
Liam McArthur (Orkney Islands) (LD): I 

welcome, rather belatedly, the cabinet secretary to 
his post and thank him for his engagement on what 
is a pretty vast brief. 

I agreed with much of the cabinet secretary’s 
opening speech and, indeed, I agree with much of 
his motion. My criticism is that his perspective was 
perhaps a little rose tinted, as he elided some of 
the challenges. There are challenges that are 
external and over which we have less control, but 
businesses in Scotland also face challenges as a 
result of things that are very much within our 
control. There is a persistent impression that 
decision making takes longer in Scotland than it 
needs to and longer than it takes elsewhere. 
Collectively, we need to address that. 

I welcome the recognition in last week’s 
programme for government that our islands are 
“productive engines of economic growth”. 

That is reflected in my amendment, which I will 
have the pleasure to move. That statement has the 
benefit of being true. We see that in the energy 
sector, with our transition to net zero; in our fishing, 
agriculture and aquaculture sectors; and in our 
wider world-leading food and drink sector, with 
Scotland’s aspirations resting fairly heavily on our 
islands continuing to punch above our weight. 

Government rhetoric must be matched by 
reality. We can see, 10 years on, that the Islands 
(Scotland) Act 2018 has failed to live up to the 
promises that were made by ministers at the time. 
I have come across no islander who has anything 
good to say about the legislation or who can point 
to so-called island proofing or island impact 
assessments having delivered anything tangible in 
practice. It feels as if that act paid lip service 
against the backdrop of a Government tendency to 
centralise. 

Over the summer, we saw the loss of air 
services on key lifeline routes serving the islands 
and have seen ongoing and widespread disruption 
to ferry services on the west coast. The islands 
resilience fund was slow to be set up and to pay 
out and still ignores many legitimate claims from 
coastal communities. Similarly, the roll-out of the 

digital infrastructure that is essential to levelling the 
playing field for rural and island areas has been 
slow and subject to lengthy delays and currently 
lacks resilience. There is time for legislative 
scrutiny and some much-needed dental work to 
put some more teeth into the islands act.  

Despite those criticisms, Scottish Liberal 
Democrats will continue looking for the areas 
where we can make progress with the Government 
and with other parties, because that is what the 
public would expect. The cabinet secretary was 
right to say that there is frustration and even anger 
out there about politicians overpromising and 
underdelivering. The Government has been in 
power for two decades and must shoulder much of 
the responsibility for that, but the onus is on all of 
us who are elected to this Parliament to find ways 
of getting things done to address the real and 
pressing needs of those who sent us here. 

Our track record as a party, whether on 
legislation or in budget negotiations, has lived up 
to that expectation. Last year, among other things, 
we secured £178 million in a relief package to help 
businesses struggling with eye-watering rates bills 
and I suggest to Ms Hamilton that that was no 
small matter. It provided breathing space, but 
fundamental reform is required. I welcome the fact 
that the Government has embarked on that 
process, but it must keep business at its heart, 
which will not be easy. 

Patrick Harvie: The part of the Liberal 
Democrat amendment that dealt with non-
domestic rates was the only part that I was 
struggling to understand in order to reach to reach 
a decision on how to vote. Is Liam McArthur saying 
that, in future, there should be fundamental reform 
that achieves fairness and predictability while also 
ensuring that those businesses that can pay, do 
pay, or is he actually, as some do, asking for a tax 
cut for business, much of which will be capitalised 
into business rents and would have to be paid for 
either by taxing workers or by making cuts to 
services? 

Liam McArthur: That is a fair question that goes 
to the heart of the dilemma that is faced by the 
Government in particular as it tries to come up with 
something that will command confidence across 
the business community and from the public as a 
whole. Those funds must be raised somehow and 
we have to find a way that feels fair and equitable. 
What we see in the current system are sharp rises 
that seem to come out of nowhere and cause 
viable businesses short-term cash-flow issues that 
can, in some cases, leave that viability in question 
through no fault of their own. 

Patrick Harvie highlights some of the complexity, 
which is why the Government must avoid short-
term fixes and the sorts of gimmicks that have 
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given rise to the proposed food price cap that has 
been roundly condemned as counter-productive. 

On housing, Parliament declared a housing 
emergency two years ago, since when the 
Government’s action in response has not reflected 
the same urgency. I was at a summit yesterday 
looking at Orkney’s future workforce, at which 
housing was identified pretty consistently, across 
the board, as one of the biggest obstacles, if not 
the biggest obstacle, for businesses and third 
sector organisations and to the delivery of key 
public services. I am sure that Orkney is not alone 
in that and that there will be similar stories across 
the country. Long-term investment is needed, as 
are urgent steps in the short term.  

The Scottish Government must also accept that 
the cumulative impact of some of its recent policy 
decisions has created uncertainty and a loss of 
confidence in the sector, which has not helped. If 
the Government truly considers our islands to be 
engines of growth, it cannot afford to maintain a 
one-size-fits-all approach to policy that ignores the 
specific needs of those communities. Better-
tailored support for island resilience, connectivity 
and infrastructure in the short term will have long-
term benefits for Scotland’s economy as a whole. 

I welcome the ambition that is set out in the 
Government motion, but I also recognise the 
substantial work and reform that are needed to 
ensure that that ambition can be realised for every 
part of Scotland. 

I urge colleagues to support the amendment in 
my name. I move amendment S7M-1070.5, to 
insert at end: 

“; recognises that work to ensure Scotland has a strong 
and sustainable economy must address high levels of 
economic inactivity, an inefficient planning system and the 
impact of rising business rates; recalls the £178 million of 
additional rates relief, secured by the Scottish Liberal 
Democrats in the 2026-27 Budget, while acknowledging 
that businesses are still feeling the effects of the 2026 rates 
revaluation with changes required to ensure revaluations 
don’t produce unfair bills that threaten otherwise viable 
businesses; believes that island and rural businesses play 
a key role in helping Scotland’s economy to grow and that 
those businesses rely on good transport connections to 
help move supplies, products and staff; acknowledges that 
where cuts are made to lifeline flights or where there is 
consistent disruption to ferry services, the viability of these 
businesses can be adversely affected, and calls for the 
Island Resilience Fund to offer more funding, and sooner, 
to both island businesses and the coastal communities that 
have been consistently excluded from the scheme.” 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): We move to the open debate. 

16:05 
Bob Doris (Glasgow Kelvin and Maryhill) 

(SNP): I was keen to speak in this afternoon’s 
debate to talk about how the Scottish Government, 

along with key partners, can do all that it can to 
support hugely talented individuals and 
businesses that are innovative and often at the 
cutting edge of their sectors to flourish and remain 
based in Scotland, while having a vibrant 
international reach and achieving success. 

Supporting such businesses is one way in which 
Scotland can continue to maintain and strengthen 
our position as the most attractive place in the UK 
for inward investment outside London and the 
south-east. However, we can both celebrate 
success such as that inward investment track 
record and be clear that we must always strive to 
do much more. We can do that in a cross-party, 
collegiate way. 

Paul Sweeney: I take Mr Doris’s point made 
about inward investment, particularly foreign direct 
investment. However, does he recognise that 
there is no critique of the nature of that 
investment? For example, the takeover by a 
foreign company of a Scottish company is classed 
as foreign direct investment. 

Bob Doris: It is reasonable to analyse individual 
investment opportunities to determine whether 
they meet the test of benefiting the Scottish 
economy and Scotland-based businesses. Mr 
Sweeney makes reasonable points. 

I am sure that we would all welcome the fact that 
Scottish Enterprise supported projects over the 
past five years, up to March 2025, to create or 
safeguard around 90,000 jobs and bring £4.6 
billion of capital investment to Scotland. However, 
by the same token, I suggest that Scottish 
Enterprise can, despite its impressive 
performance, still do better. I am open to 
suggestions in the debate about what more it can 
do. 

I want to use my speech to highlight one of 
Scotland’s success stories. The motion speaks of 
making  
“Scotland the best place to invest and to do business”. 

I will give a Glasgow example. I recently met my 
constituent David Campbell, who, along with his 
business partners, is a co-founder of LumiAIres. 
The meeting was hugely beneficial. I learned that 
LumiAIres is building the world’s most efficient and 
advanced neuromorphic photonic processor chips, 
so that artificial intelligence can run anywhere, in 
every environment, on earth and in orbit, with 
minimal power, no cooling and entirely on-device. 
That world-leading technology is in my city of 
Glasgow. 

LumiAIres is a Scottish company working on 
global problems, and Scotland got it started. 
Scottish EDGE, which is a great example of 
partnership funding, Scottish Enterprise, Space 
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Scotland and Innovate UK have all backed it. It is 
strong partnership funding. 

David Campbell believes that our innovation 
ecosystem is doing its job very well. However, we 
must also ensure that we are equally equipped to 
support scale-ups. That is vital. 

All the key ingredients exist in Scotland to 
support scale-ups. We have the universities, the 
scientists, the engineers and the innovative 
founders of many companies. Expansion and 
scale-up require significant capital. I am confident 
that our successful innovators and businesses will 
secure capital. However, we need to support an 
investment environment that enables that capital 
to be invested right here in Scotland. We also need 
capital investment that expands job numbers here 
in Scotland, rather than seeing investment move 
overseas, with intellectual property and the 
associated tax base going with it. 

The Scottish Government’s programme for 
government indicates that there is to be a new 
major projects office 
“to accelerate progress on … strategically significant 
investment and private capital projects … unlocking private 
investment across strategic sectors including housing and 
energy.” 

On that front, LumiAIres’s neuromorphic photonic 
chips are 90 per cent more efficient than the silicon 
alternatives. With data centres and the energy that 
they use at play, that is strategically important not 
just for Scotland but for the world economy. I 
welcome that, and I hope that companies such as 
LumiAIres and other similar companies can benefit 
from the major projects office initiative. 

It is positive that the Scottish Government will 
also establish a high-growth unit, as we have 
heard, working with senior industry leaders from 
the outset to accelerate support for high-potential 
businesses to scale, anchor themselves and grow 
in Scotland. That is hugely important. 

It would be incredibly beneficial for the cabinet 
secretary to visit LumiAIres and discuss with its 
founders how the Government can continue to 
scale up such groundbreaking and innovative 
businesses. That would be an example of how the 
new high-growth unit could work with businesses 
to create a successful pathway not only for the 
company but for other businesses to continue to 
develop and flourish here in Scotland. I extend that 
invite to the cabinet secretary.  

I was also pleased to hear, in the programme for 
government, about the development of the invest 
in Scotland portal and plans to work with partners 
to deliver a programme of investor events and 
summits, including a scale-up summit in 2027. We 
want to see positive outcomes from that. I also 
note that the Scottish National Investment Bank is 

to launch a Scottish innovation fund to promote 
university spin-outs and to leverage private capital. 

I want to ensure that our fantastic start-ups and 
spin-outs are invested in so that they put down 
deep roots here in Scotland and have an 
international reach. That requires private 
investment, but I am also keen to know what more 
we can do with public sector investment and equity 
stakes so that, when businesses go global, we get 
a significant recoup of finances back in the 
Scottish public purse and we can invest in the next 
generation of business innovation. I support the 
Government’s motion, and I look forward to an 
exciting opportunity for Scottish businesses to go 
global. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): Before I call Ms Gibson, I remind 
everyone who wants to speak in the debate to 
press their request-to-speak button.  

16:11 
Patricia Gibson (Cunninghame South) 

(SNP): As the Government seeks to build a more 
just, fairer and more prosperous Scotland, it is vital 
that it grows Scotland’s economy and ensures that 
Scotland is the best place to do business. We are 
rich in resources and innovation, and in that regard 
we have a history of leading the world. Indeed, 
Scotland has a proud history, having played a 
pioneering and central role in the industrial 
revolution, transforming from a rural society into a 
powerhouse of heavy industry, textiles and 
engineering. Today, it stands at the cutting edge of 
new technologies that are already transforming, 
and will continue to transform, our society. 

I will not detain the chamber by listing the world-
changing innovations that emanated from 
Scotland and that have benefited mankind— 

Rachael Hamilton: I do not mean to put a 
downer on Patricia Gibson’s input, but today we 
have seen Scotland’s programme for international 
student assessment ranking absolutely tanking. In 
Scotland, we used to be world leading in 
education. What happened, and how will that 
impact what she has talked about? 

Patricia Gibson: We have enjoyed seeing the 
greatest number of working-class children go to 
university without tuition; we have a record number 
of passes in exams; and reading, maths and 
science levels are increasing, so it depends on 
which measure we use. I am not surprised that 
Rachael Hamilton chose to use a measure that 
shows Scotland in its poorest light. 

In Scotland, we come from a tradition that, 
because of our long history of free education, has 
led the world in innovation. We must look to the 
future with ambition, as is set out in the motion in 
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the name of the Cabinet Secretary for Economy, 
Tourism and Transport. We must be mindful of the 
potential that is offered by our resources, our 
people and our innovations, and we must use the 
confidence that that provides to build a better 
Scotland for all our people.  

At this juncture, I should say that I do not want 
to put a dampener on the contributions that were 
made by Malcolm Offord and Rachael Hamilton, 
but the uncomfortable truth that flies in the face of 
much of what they said is that, overall, more 
taxpayers continue to move to Scotland from the 
rest of the UK than are leaving. That statistic 
comes from His Majesty’s Revenue and Customs 
data this year. No official economic data shows 
that any businesses are leaving Scotland due to 
the burden of tax, which is a wee uncomfortable 
truth that I shall leave them to grapple with at their 
leisure.  

We need to build a better Scotland, and whether 
we do so depends on how we continue to nurture 
economic growth and fund the public services that 
we all rely on. Economic growth is the canvas on 
which our broader social aims, such as tackling 
poverty, are painted. It is important to remember 
that the Scottish Government’s investment in 
childcare is a driver of economic growth by 
allowing women to make a greater economic 
contribution than might otherwise be the case. 

An important part of having a successful 
economy is attracting inward investment to ensure 
we have high-quality, high-skill jobs so that the 
people of Scotland can utilise their skills and live 
well and upskill. I will not repeat the information 
and statistics that the cabinet secretary set out so 
competently, because I would not do it so well. 
However, driving economic growth is central to our 
commitments to ease the cost of living, reduce 
child poverty and deliver and improve public 
services for all. I am pleased to hear from the 
cabinet secretary that every opportunity will be 
taken to ensure that Scotland continues to have a 
strong and vibrant economy in the years to come, 
with well-paid jobs in every part of Scotland, from 
our cities to our island and rural communities. We 
must continue to make Scotland the most 
attractive place in the UK to invest, create jobs and 
build a more sustainable future. 

That is not in any way to underplay the 
challenging context in which business operates. 
We know that there are challenging global 
circumstances and we know of the structural 
weaknesses of the Westminster economic system; 
the damage caused by Brexit, harming business; 
and the impact of soaring inflation, soaring energy 
costs and the cost of living, which is making the 
landscape much more challenging for business 
than it otherwise would be. However, in Scotland 
we have a Federation of Small Businesses, which 

I am sure sent the same briefing to all of us, telling 
us that its confidence—the confidence of small 
businesses in Scotland—is growing, and it is 
growing well. Again, that may put a wee dampener 
on the doom mongers on the Conservative and 
Reform side of the chamber. We must continue to 
attract investment, and we must continue to 
protect and nurture home-grown businesses and 
markets with the greatest growth potential, 
removing barriers to progress, increasing business 
and investor confidence, and securing growth in 
priority areas. 

Rachael Hamilton: I apologise, but I need to 
correct Patricia Gibson’s assertion that small 
businesses are confident. We all received a 
briefing from the Federation of Small Businesses 
that says: 

“You cannot build an economy fit for the future if the 
businesses that make up 98% of the business base lack 
confidence in the present.” 

Read the brief. It says it there. 

Patricia Gibson: I am actually quoting from the 
brief, and I am in no way downplaying the 
challenges that the Federation of Small 
Businesses has put forward. I am in no way 
attempting to undermine that. However, the key 
line from the briefing is that the confidence of small 
businesses is growing. I know that that is 
uncomfortable for Rachael Hamilton to hear and is 
not nearly as big a black cloud as she would like, 
but there we go. Maybe the member should take 
that up with the Federation of Small Businesses 
and tell it that it has no right to be optimistic or to 
have confidence in the future, because that does 
not suit her party’s agenda. 

The programme for government includes 
important measures to make a more positive 
business environment possible, with the 
advancement of the £1.5 billion Scottish 
Government bond programme, which will help to 
attract new investment into Scotland, and the new 
major projects office, which will unlock private 
investment across strategic sectors such as 
housing and energy. 

I look forward to the driving of innovation in 
health and care through a partnership between 
industry, NHS Scotland and other care providers, 
through innovative procurement and through 
support for an industry-led life sciences cluster, 
which is very important to Ayrshire. There is also 
the £35 million life sciences accommodation 
programme. I welcome the development of AI 
Scotland as a flagship international programme. 
This is what Scotland is good at. It is good at being 
at the cutting edge of new technologies, just as it 
was at the cutting edge of the industrial revolution. 
In that regard, Scotland has not lost her edge. 
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We operate in extremely challenging 
circumstances in that we are shackled by a failing 
Westminster system. However, the outlook for 
Scotland is very positive. We are punching above 
our weight right now. Imagine for a moment what 
more we could do with the normal powers of an 
independent country at our disposal. It is possible 
to build prosperity and deliver a fairer Scotland. 
With the limited powers that we have, we are doing 
just that. 

16:19 
Paul McLennan (East Lothian Coast and 

Lammermuirs) (SNP): I am pleased to contribute 
to this debate on the programme for government—
an economy fit for the future. As the member for 
East Lothian Coast and Lammermuirs, I speak for 
a constituency that combines coastline, productive 
farmland and growing towns and villages and that, 
of course, has a strategic position on the edge of 
the capital.  

East Lothian is one of Scotland’s fastest-
growing areas. Tourism and renewables are key 
sectors and both employ a considerable number of 
people in the area. Tourism employs around 3,000 
to 4,000 people and generates around £200 
million for the local economy. A recent report by 
the Energy and Climate Intelligence Unit and the 
Confederation of British Industry showed that East 
Lothian employs around 1,500 people in the green 
energy sector. With Torness being 
decommissioned in a few years, a transition will be 
key. I have seen the growth in the green energy 
sector in my region. About six months ago, Gillian 
Martin and I visited Had-Fab, which has doubled 
or trebled its workforce and has taken on many 
apprentices. There is huge potential for growth in 
green energy jobs in the area. 

Community benefits and community ownership 
of renewables, as well as the development of heat 
networks, will be a key focus of my work in the next 
five years. The pace of growth in East Lothian 
brings opportunities, but it also brings pressure on 
infrastructure, housing, skills and local services. I 
will touch on that later in my speech. An economy 
that is fit for the future must deliver for places such 
as East Lothian, and it is vital to have flexibility, as 
a one-size-fits-all approach does not work. 

I welcome the clear focus in the five-year 
programme for government on growing the 
economy, eradicating child poverty, tackling the 
climate emergency and sustaining high-quality 
public services. We all agree that those things go 
hand in hand. We need to grow our economy in 
order to tackle child poverty and the climate 
emergency, and we must look to have high-quality 
public services. In particular, I support the 
commitment to deliver economic growth that 
reflects the unique strengths, opportunities and 

ambitions of each part of Scotland. That principle 
is essential because, as I said before, a one-size-
fits-all approach will not work. 

I agree with Daniel Johnson that local economic 
strategies must be at the heart of delivery. In East 
Lothian, we have precisely such a strategy. East 
Lothian Council works closely with its neighbours 
in Edinburgh, Midlothian, West Lothian, Fife and 
the Borders. 

The East Lothian local economic strategy sets 
out a clear vision for a thriving, sustainable and 
inclusive East Lothian. It is built on five key 
principles, with the headings: “Fairness”, 
“Enterprising”, “Thriving & Resilient”, “Community 
Wealth Building”, and “Green & Sustainable”. 
Those are priorities that we can all agree on. They 
align closely with the national priorities in the 
programme for government and with the 
Edinburgh and south-east Scotland city region 
deal and the regional prosperity framework. 

Our strengths are real. Tourism and hospitality 
generate hundreds of millions of pounds for the 
local economy and support thousands of jobs. Our 
food and drink sector has a strong reputation not 
only in East Lothian but across Scotland. As I 
mentioned, we have significant renewable energy 
potential, particularly around the former Cockenzie 
power station site, and there are offshore 
opportunities, as well as strategic development 
sites at Blindwells. Just last week, the Cabinet 
Secretary for Economy, Tourism and Transport, 
Stephen Flynn, visited the Edinburgh Innovation 
Hub near Queen Margaret University. It presents 
opportunities for growth in East Lothian and brings 
prospects for new jobs, housing and commercial 
activity. The reopening of East Linton station has 
improved connectivity, and there is the possibility 
of a station at Blindwells. Further investment in 
sustainable transport is essential not only in East 
Lothian but across Scotland. Transport supports 
both residents and businesses.  

However, growth alone is not enough. We need 
growth that is fair, that retains more wealth in local 
communities and that creates good jobs for local 
people. Community wealth building must be more 
than a phrase; it must mean procurement, land, 
assets and the creation of enterprise support so 
that more of the benefits of investment stay in East 
Lothian. It must mean ensuring that young people 
from our towns and villages can access the skills 
and apprenticeships that are needed for the green 
jobs of the future, whether those are in 
renewables, construction, digital or care—all areas 
of growth in East Lothian. 

Therefore, I welcome the programme for 
government’s emphasis on attracting investment 
and backing home-grown businesses. My 
background is that I worked for 20 years with the 
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Bank of Scotland in commercial banking, so I know 
how businesses grow and what they need to do 
that. I urge the Government to ensure that regional 
economic strategies and local plans are properly 
supported with the funding, flexibility and powers 
that are needed to turn ambition into delivery. As I 
mentioned last week, that would include powers 
coming back to the Scottish Government from the 
UK Government. 

The role of Scottish Enterprise, the Scottish 
Futures Trust and the Scottish National 
Investment Bank need to be flexible to secure 
support where it is needed. I would like to see part 
of that discussion being taken forward by the 
cabinet secretary, if he could mention that in his 
closing response.  

The city region deal has also brought substantial 
investment. That is an example of what the UK and 
Scottish Governments can do by working closely 
together, as we saw at the opening of the 
innovation hub at QMU last week. We need 
continued support for strategic sites, for skilled 
programmes to meet local needs and, of course, 
for infrastructure in areas such as public transport, 
digital and energy. 

Climate action and economic opportunity also 
go hand in hand. East Lothian’s landscape and 
coastline are among our greatest assets. 
Protecting them while developing renewable 
energy, sustainable tourism and nature-based 
solutions is not a contradiction—it is the only 
sensible path. Green jobs must be local jobs. That 
requires the existence of skills pipelines that are 
linked to our colleges, schools and employers. It 
requires planning and consenting systems that 
move at a pace that ensures opportunity without 
sacrificing environmental standards. The Scottish 
and UK Governments also need to look at that. 

Last week, I hosted an event with EDF at which 
we talked about consenting support right across 
Scotland. There are issues in that regard that we 
need to take forward as MSPs. Housing is also an 
economic issue. Without sufficient affordable and 
mid-market homes, we cannot retain or attract the 
workforce that our businesses need. Blindwells 
and other sites have the potential to deliver 
thousands of new homes, alongside other 
employment opportunities. I hope that the 
Government will continue to work closely with East 
Lothian Council and regional partners to unlock 
those possibilities. 

An economy fit for the future is one that works 
for every community in Scotland. It is one that 
recognises the distinctive contribution of places 
such as East Lothian—our enterprise, our national 
assets and our growing population—and equips 
them with the tools to succeed. The programme for 

government sets that national direction; regional 
economic strategies provide the local road map. 

I support the motion and look forward to 
collaborating with ministers, local partners and 
colleagues across the chamber to ensure that East 
Lothian and every part of Scotland can thrive in the 
years ahead. 

16:26 
Donald MacKinnon (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) 

(Lab): I welcome the Scottish Government’s 
aspirations for Scotland’s economy, which the 
cabinet secretary has set out today. The ambitions 
to promote inward investment, create sustainable 
jobs and make the most of our renewable energy 
potential are all laudable aims. I welcome, too, the 
commitment to supporting the rural economy. In 
particular, I look forward to hearing more detail 
around the last provider fund and how it will 
operate. 

Small businesses are the backbone of our rural 
economy. The services that they provide keep 
communities functioning. However, despite the 
warm words in the programme for government, the 
failures of the Government are already holding 
back the economy in my constituency. From public 
services being pushed to breaking point, to the 
lack of affordable housing that Liam McArthur 
mentioned in relation to his constituency, and the 
unavailability of childcare, such failures are 
damaging opportunities for businesses to grow. 

The failure in the transport sector is perhaps the 
biggest threat. Problems across the west coast 
ferry network were well documented in the spring, 
but those on the Sound of Harris have persisted. 
From April to July, 214 sailings on the Sound of 
Harris crossing were cancelled due to technical 
reasons. The ageing MV Loch Portain—the vessel 
that links the Western Isles across the Sound of 
Harris—was out of action for months this spring as 
she was being re-engined. She returned to service 
in mid-May, but by July a vibration issue with her 
gearboxes had been identified and she was 
removed from service again. Now island 
communities are being told that she will not be 
back before the end of the summer timetable in 
October. 

Only one other vessel in the Caledonian 
MacBrayne fleet can operate that route: the MV 
Loch Bhrusda. When she has been required to 
cover other services, no vessel at all has been able 
to service the Sound of Harris. Thankfully, the MV 
Glen Sannox, a welcome addition to the fleet, has 
been able to operate sailings from Lochmaddy in 
North Uist to Tarbert, with a passenger charter 
vessel operating across the sound. However, that 
arrangement has meant that businesses in the 
South Harris port of Leverburgh and the island of 
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Berneray have been completely bypassed by 
vehicle traffic travelling through the islands. The 
start and end of their visitor season has been 
marked by intense periods of ferry disruption. 

To add insult to injury, the £10 million islands 
business resilience fund that the First Minister 
came to the Western Isles to announce during the 
election campaign, which he said would be 
delivered within 20 days of forming a Government, 
turned into a £3 million fund to be delivered within 
100 days, with the rest to be available over the 
next five years. That is not what island businesses 
were promised, and it is not what they need. They 
were promised compensation for the disruption 
that has already happened to their businesses—
not a promise that they should expect more chaos 
in the future, but that it will be okay because there 
is £7 million left to cover it. 

The reputational damage to our islands cannot 
be underestimated. Unreliable ferry services have 
put people off travelling and our visitor economy is 
suffering. As new ferries enter the fleet over the 
coming months, investment needs to be made in 
rebuilding the reputation of our islands as a place 
where visitors can be confident of a holiday free 
from disruption. The Scottish Government needs 
to support the visitor industry in our islands to 
achieve that. It also needs to be supported by 
further investment in new vessels, including 
replacements for the Sound of Barra and the 
Sound of Harris ferries, along with a replacement 
for the MV Lord of the Isles. The recent disruption 
on the Sound of Harris not only affects tourists but 
impacts businesses operating across the island 
chain, impacts public services and makes our 
islands a harder place in which to live and make a 
living. 

If the Scottish Government is serious about 
economic growth across rural Scotland and our 
islands, that means investing in good, reliable 
transport links that communities and visitors can 
rely on. 

16:30 
Katie Hagmann (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon 

Valley) (SNP): Last week, I spoke in the chamber 
about my genuine gratitude that people were at the 
heart of our programme for government: that 
citizens were being placed over structures. When 
it comes to our economy, I take the same stance. 
Our economy must be shaped by the needs of our 
communities, and it is vital that we acknowledge 
the role of secure, well-paid jobs in providing high-
quality public services, which will, in turn, support 
our economy. 

Although other parts of the UK have chosen to 
outsource and commission large parts of their 
public service provisions, I am proud that, here in 

Scotland, we are committed to fair work principles 
and fair pay deals for our workforce. I fully 
acknowledge that we should look at future 
opportunities, which may include working with the 
private sector. However, we need to be clear that, 
when it comes to our public services and building 
our economy, that cannot come at the cost of 
people. Community and fair work principles must 
be protected and promoted as a core tenet. 

I also want to acknowledge the large number of 
incredible businesses in my constituency that are 
powering Scotland’s economy. Although there are 
too many to name, I will draw attention to a few. 
Tucked away in rural spots across Carrick, 
Cumnock and Doon Valley are some key 
businesses that are driving our economy and 
significantly contributing to Scotland’s economic 
successes. The first that I will mention is Grant’s 
distillery in Girvan, which is a vital and essential 
part of our world-class whisky industry that in total 
generates £5.3 billion-worth of economic benefit in 
Scotland. We then go over to Auchinleck, where 
we find the Egger wood panelling manufacturing 
plant that supplies the trade and supports our all-
important housing demands. I must also mention 
that the largest aerospace hub and centre of 
excellence are in my constituency. When we add 
in destinations such as the Robert Burns and 
Robert the Bruce trails, and sites such as Culzean 
castle, the economic benefits of tourism cannot be 
ignored either. 

I truly believe that rural Scotland is the key to our 
economic ambitions and must be fundamental to 
promoting Scotland as a place to invest. Having 
world-class businesses is one thing, but how does 
that translate to our economy and our people? 

I will now mention another brilliant business, 
Land Energy, which is also based in Girvan. It is 
the UK’s largest manufacturer of sustainable wood 
pellets, briquettes, and natural fungi-filled 
fertilisers. It prioritises local suppliers and creates 
local employment. I recently met the team there 
and I was struck by how proud the staff were of 
their business. They supply a range of products to 
individuals, organisations and our national health 
service. They are a living wage employer and 
members of the Ayrshire Chamber of Commerce. 
However, they also ensure that their communities 
share in their success by supporting local clubs 
and events—including the Girvan tattie fest, which 
I was very disappointed not to attend this year. 

Supporting businesses is only one aspect of 
building a strong and sustainable economy. 
Alongside that, we must ensure that development 
and regeneration projects across our communities 
can be delivered, which is also crucial. Although I 
welcome the Scottish Government’s intention to 
reform and modernise the compulsory purchase 
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system, it is vital that progress on compulsory sale 
orders is accelerated as part of that work. 

Across Scotland, vacant and derelict buildings 
that are owned by absentee landlords continue to 
have a detrimental impact on our communities. 
Where there is a willingness from investors, 
community groups or the third sector to redevelop 
and repurpose such properties, local authorities 
must be provided with the appropriate levers to 
facilitate investment, tackle blight and support 
community-led regeneration. 

If we are serious about building a stronger 
economy, we must remember that economic 
success is measured not solely by figures on a 
balance sheet but by the opportunities, security 
and quality of life that are delivered for our people. 
From world-class manufacturers and distilleries to 
community-led regeneration projects, the future of 
Scotland’s economy depends on empowering 
those who invest in our communities and creating 
the conditions for them to thrive. By supporting fair 
work, investing in local enterprise and giving 
councils the tools that they need to tackle 
dereliction and unlock development, we can build 
an economy that not only is prosperous but works 
for everyone in every part of Scotland. 

16:36 
George Adam (Paisley) (SNP): I have listened 

to most of the debate, and some of what I was 
going to say has changed as we have gone along. 
I listened to Liam McArthur make, as always, an 
eloquent speech in which he told us about how 
there are areas on which we can agree. We should 
have more of that when we talk about this issue in 
the future—areas that we can discuss and find 
common ground over. It is too easy for everybody 
to have an absolute rammy all the time in the 
Parliament. I am partly to blame for that, a lot of 
the time, because who does not like a nice wee 
rammy now and again? However, the whole point 
is that we should be focusing on what we can 
agree and work together on. 

On the other hand, there have been some total 
belters of speeches. Malcolm Offord’s opening 
speech mentioned that he remembers the 1980s. 
As Lord Offord’s speech continued, I started to 
think that he might still be in the 1980s, as he 
started going on about his support for extreme 
Thatcherism—along with a wee bit of hatred for 
minority groups, for a bit of extra colour. 

He talked about how the market will deliver. The 
market did not deliver for Scotland in the 1980s. All 
that it created was mass unemployment in many 
industries, and lives were totally destroyed. That is 
not what I want for my community’s future. What I 
want to talk about when it comes to the Scottish 
Government’s motion is the setting out of a 

programme for government that is bold, 
progressive and, above all, ambitious for Scotland. 
It also talks about the most important thing: putting 
people at the heart of it. Members should make no 
mistake: although the doom-and-gloom merchants 
on the Opposition benches want to drag Scotland 
down into a mire of Westminster’s failed economic 
dogma, our Scottish Government is rolling up its 
sleeves and getting on with the job. The Scottish 
Government is building on the economy that works 
for real people—hard-working families and 
communities right across Scotland. 

I will talk about something that gets lost, I think, 
when we talk in the chamber about economic 
growth. For most people, economic growth is not 
a line on a graph. People whom I know—people I 
have grown up with—do not see it in that way. It is 
not a figure on a Treasury spreadsheet. It is about 
whether they have a decent job, whether their 
wages are keeping up with the cost of living and 
whether their son or daughter can get an 
apprenticeship. It is about whether their town 
centre has shops, cafes and businesses and 
whether people are using it. Those are the 
important facts in any debate about our economy. 
It is about people—our people: our friends and our 
communities. 

To look at the facts, GDP per person has grown 
faster under this Scottish Government than in the 
UK as a whole, and Scotland’s productivity growth 
has been double the UK average. For 11 years 
running, Scotland has been, outside London, the 
top UK destination for foreign direct investment. 
Scotland is a global powerhouse in life sciences 
and a leader in digital innovation. 

What does the Scottish programme for 
government do? It doubles down on those 
strengths. It sets out a clear and unwavering 
vision, attaching top-tier investment through a 
Scottish Government £1.5 billion bond 
programme, streamlining planning with a new 
major projects office, and backing Scotland’s 
businesses and laying the foundations for 
industries in the future. 

The programme for government sets out six 
priorities for growth: making Scotland a better 
place to invest and do business; helping 
businesses to start, scale and innovate; 
connecting people to better work; building the right 
infrastructure; enhancing Scotland’s global offer; 
and backing growth in every region. 

That last point matters to me because I 
represent Paisley. I do not want economic growth 
just to be concentrated in Edinburgh, Glasgow or 
elsewhere. I want the benefits of growth to reach 
Paisley, Renfrewshire and communities across 
Scotland. 
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However, there is already a very strong 
economic story developing in Paisley. In Paisley, 
we are not just Scotland’s largest town; we are 
embracing the Scottish Government’s plan for 
growth, and the choices in the programme for 
government are going to help to write the next 
chapter of our town’s history. 

Take manufacturing and economic transition, for 
example. The programme for government 
prioritises advance manufacturing and energy 
transition. Look just down the road at the advanced 
manufacturing innovation district, right beside 
Glasgow airport, in Paisley. Paisley is already 
home to the National Manufacturing Institute 
Scotland and the medicines manufacturing 
innovation centre. The programme for government 
commits to cluster development, high-growth units 
and university spin-out funding, which means 
more high-value, highly skilled jobs coming to 
communities such as mine in Paisley. It secures 
our place on the world stage in those key 
industries. 

Look at the University of the West of Scotland, 
right in the very heart of our historic town. UWS is 
not only educating the workforce for the future; its 
research excellence has been turned into real 
businesses, real products and real jobs. Through 
its research and enterprise work, the university 
brings academics, graduates and entrepreneurs 
together, giving ambitious companies access to 
specialist knowledge, facilities and support, so that 
ideas developed in Paisley can compete across 
the world. I saw that myself when I visited the 
Paisley campus in July and met two outstanding 
UWS spin-out companies. Novosound has taken 
university research and developed flexible high-
resolution ultrasound sensors, for use in industries 
ranging from energy and aerospace to digital 
healthcare. Wellfish Tech is using pioneering non-
lethal blood sampling to transform how 
aquaculture industry monitors fish health. That is 
technology that was developed in my home town 
that is now serving customers at home and 
internationally. That is what economic growth 
looks like in practice—using university research 
excellence to nurture innovation, and businesses 
turning knowledge into future businesses and 
ensuring that we move forward. 

Most important, look at how the programme for 
government supports Paisley’s families. We are 
living through the squeeze of Westminster’s cost 
of living crisis, but the Scottish Government is 
standing by families. The Scottish Government is 
capping bus fares at £2 across the Strathclyde 
Partnership for Transport area. It is delivering a 
transformational expansion of childcare and 
moving towards universal coverage, from nine 
months of age right up to the end of primary 
school, starting with national primary school 

breakfasts. It is boosting Paisley’s local workforce 
and lifting children out of poverty. Those are not 
just words but ways in which Governments can 
make a difference in people’s lives and to families’ 
futures. The Scottish Government is building a 
green, resilient and prosperous future. It is using 
every lever, every penny and every power 
available to it to deliver for Scotland and our 
communities. 

Imagine what it would be like if Scotland could 
do that via this Parliament, not fighting with one 
hand tied behind its back by Westminster’s 
economic mismanagement. Imagine what Paisley 
and Scotland could achieve with the full powers of 
Scottish independence and by rejoining the EU, 
taking control of energy policy and building a 
tailored economy that puts Scotland’s people first. 

This is a programme for government that is 
rooted in ambition and focused on delivery, 
creating good jobs, supporting families and giving 
communities such as mine the confidence to 
thrive. That is the future that I want for my home 
town, and that is what I want for Scotland. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Katy Clark): 
We move to closing speeches, and I call Willie 
Rennie. 

16:43 
Willie Rennie (Fife North East) (LD): There is 

nothing like a good speech from George Adam to 
conclude the afternoon’s debate. We have never 
heard about Paisley so often—and it is a great 
thing to hear. The fungi-filled fertiliser was certainly 
the highlight of the whole debate. What these 
examples show is that many members are very 
proud of the businesses that they represent in their 
constituencies and that they have good 
relationships with those businesses. Bob Doris, 
Donald MacKinnon, Paul McLennan, George 
Adam and Katie Hagmann all talked about the 
businesses that are thriving in their parts of the 
world. 

That fits in with my first point, which is that 
Scotland is a good place to do business. We 
should not talk it down or trash it, because there 
are many people who do great things in this 
country, and we should cherish that. We should 
dismiss those who wish to say that the country is 
broken and that business is broken. 

That is not to say that there are no issues—I will 
come on to those in a second. We should cherish 
the fact that we have really good people who do 
great things in business. They have great skills 
and talents, and they are able to create good 
opportunities and economic growth. 

We have resources in this country, including 
energy—renewable energy, oil and gas—and 



69  8 SEPTEMBER 2026  70 

 

great defence industries that do fantastic work and 
defend our country. We have secure laws, and we 
should not underestimate how important secure 
laws and enforcement are, because not many 
parts of the world have that security. People who 
want to invest in this country want to know that 
their money will be safe and that they will be 
secure in their investments. 

We also have a Government that can make 
decisions to back individual businesses, areas and 
clusters. We should cherish all those things, 
whether they are in the tourism sector, energy, 
defence, universities, finance, sciences or food 
and drink. There are many great things in this 
country, but there are challenges. Brexit has posed 
a significant imposition on this country and has 
created trade barriers with the rest of the countries 
in Europe, which were important traders with this 
country. 

We have great problems with our transport 
system. We are not managing to get the ferries 
operational, which Donald MacKinnon talked 
about, or build the A9, the A96 or the Rest and Be 
Thankful on time. There is a list of transport issues. 

The planning system is clogged up, and it needs 
to be much smoother. We need a system in which 
businesses know that if they invest in developing 
a site, they will get planning permission in good 
time and good order. 

We need to tackle the rates of high economic 
inactivity. We need to make sure that the next 
generation of young people who have additional 
support needs are given the right support, 
because they are the workers of the future. 

We have heard today about the PISA 
performance, but we should not overstate it. John 
Swinney was wrong to highlight all the positive but 
slim pickings from that analysis. We need to 
recognise that we have a challenge in relation to 
the performance of our schools internationally. 

The perception is that this country is also a high-
tax nation, and that tax is out of control, and of 
course, we have seen the figures on people who 
are moving to this country or moving away. We 
should reflect on the often-hidden behavioural 
change, as well as on the impact that it is having 
on economic activity and the £5 billion financial 
deficit that the country will face in just a few years’ 
time. All of those issues mean that we have 
sluggish economic growth, which is epitomised by 
the fact that we have a slow rate of house 
construction. 

What do we do next? I recognise that Stephen 
Flynn struck a different tone in his speech on 
college investment and social security and the fact 
that he emphasised that work is good. On his 
criticism, I think for the first time, of GFG Alliance, 

I welcome his contribution on that and on careful 
regulation. 

However, we need to do an awful lot more to 
support young people at school who have 
additional support needs. We need to drive down 
the rates of economic inactivity, and we need to 
keep doing business simply—sometimes boringly 
and predictably—so that businesses know exactly 
what to expect. That means a smoother planning 
process. 

We also need to invest in skills. That comes 
back to my central point from the beginning. We 
need to invest in the skills and talents of people in 
this country, because if we do not, we will not get 
out of the sluggish growth that we have 
experienced for many years. 

16:48 
Finlay Carson (Galloway and West Dumfries) 

(Con): Rural areas make up around 98 per cent of 
Scotland’s land mass and contribute roughly a 
third of our total gross value added. Agriculture 
alone added £2.5 billion to the economy last year, 
while shooting and conservation, agritourism and 
farm retail each contributed around £300 million 
annually. 

Despite that importance, communities such as 
those in my constituency of Galloway and West 
Dumfries are too often overlooked. Their unique 
challenges are often ignored, and the support that 
they need is often an afterthought. 

In its programme for government, the Scottish 
Government pledges to continue its strong 
investment in agriculture and crofting 
communities. However, the reality, as always, is 
rather different. The agriculture budget was cut by 
£16 million in real terms, and ministers continue to 
fail to provide multi-annual funding that is fit for 
purpose, leaving farmers without the certainty that 
they need to plan, invest in and grow their 
businesses. 

Gillian Martin: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Finlay Carson: Absolutely—that is right on cue. 

Gillian Martin: Right on cue; I thank Mr Carson 
for taking my intervention. 

A total of £660 million has been pledged and will 
be delivered over this session of Parliament, with 
some more reforms to come that will see 
agricultural businesses rewarded for more of their 
activity. Does he not welcome that? 

Finlay Carson: No, I do not, because £660 
million is the figure that has been quoted year on 
year, while, realistically, we are seeing a flatlining, 
and a real-terms reduction, in that budget. 
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However, if the cabinet secretary wants to repeat 
that figure repeatedly, that is fine, because it just 
highlights exactly how the Government has failed 
farmers. 

The programme for government highlights the 
rural support plan that was published in March and 
claims that it provides “clarity and certainty”. 
However, industry responses suggest otherwise. 
Giving evidence at the Rural Affairs Committee 
last week, Professor Davy McCracken of 
Scotland’s Rural College said: 

“what is lacking is an actual pathway and some sense of 
direction with regard to how the schemes will change over 
the next five years.” 

That criticism matters, because the Scottish 
Government intends to reduce support for active 
farming in real terms and redirect funding 
elsewhere, yet active farming remains essential to 
food production and food security in the wider rural 
economy. 

As former NFU Scotland president Martin 
Kennedy told the committee, 
“right now, we are not focusing on active agriculture, and 

that is where the frustration is.”—[Official Report, Rural 
Affairs Committee, 2 September; c 8, 7.]  

The programme for government also 
promises— 

The Minister for Agriculture, Marine and the 
Islands (Jim Fairlie): Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Finlay Carson: I will—that is right on cue. 

Jim Fairlie: It is not right on cue. We rehearse 
this argument over and over again. Scotland is the 
only part of the UK where we continue to provide 
direct support. We have an ongoing rural support 
programme that aims to deliver far more funding to 
the people who are actively farming. What has the 
member got against that? 

Finlay Carson: What I am saying falls on deaf 
ears. Maybe if the minister had listened to the 
committee meeting last week, and to its meeting in 
March 2025, he would understand that he is talking 
in an echo chamber and not listening to what is 
really happening out there. I have already quoted 
the president of NFU Scotland and I have a 
number of other quotes that set out exactly why 
this Government is failing. 

The programme for government does not set out 
how we can promote economic growth in rural 
areas. We have no real indication of what the 
proposed rural renewal bill will actually deliver. Too 
often, it feels as though ministers are reaching for 
another consultation, strategy or piece of 
legislation instead of taking the difficult decisions 
and delivering practical outcomes. Rural Scotland 
needs action, not endless process. 

Indeed, during the previous session of 
Parliament, the Government introduced a range of 
measures that could have proven to be damaging 
to the rural economy. One example was the 
proposal to require larger landholdings to be lotted 
before sale. That completely ignores the reality 
that many farming businesses need to scale up in 
order to remain viable and continue to support jobs 
and investment in rural areas. 

Likewise, rewilding policies, the ongoing debate 
about reducing livestock numbers and meat 
consumption and the Scottish Government’s 
refusal to embrace gene-editing technology all 
create further uncertainty for farmers. 

Gillian Martin: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Finlay Carson: There is another one right on 
cue. 

Gillian Martin: I am not quite sure how many 
times I have had to correct Finlay Carson in the 
previous session of Parliament on the fact that the 
Scottish Government has no policies in place to 
reduce livestock numbers. 

Finlay Carson: Once again, the cabinet 
secretary repeats that the Government has no 
policies to reduce numbers, but it has no policies 
to ensure that livestock numbers are maintained—
no policies whatsoever. 

Jim Fairlie: Will the member take an 
intervention on that point? 

Finlay Carson: No, I will not—I need to make 
progress. 

Jim Fairlie: He knows that he is talking 
nonsense. 

Finlay Carson: I think that there is a 
requirement for members to treat one other with 
respect, and the minister saying that I am talking 
nonsense is certainly not a good example of that. 
Maybe the minister needs to listen a bit more to the 
industry, rather than blindly defending his 
Government’s position.  

The picture is made worse by the cut to capital 
funding in the rural affairs budget—that cannot be 
denied. Farmers need support to invest in modern 
equipment and technology that can improve 
productivity while reducing costs and 
environmental impacts. Food security must be a 
greater priority. Scotland needs more local 
abattoirs, stronger local supply chains and a 
greater focus on promoting Scottish produce 
rather than relying on imports. We should be 
encouraging more people into agriculture, not 
making the industry less attractive through 
uncertainty and a lack of long-term vision. 
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We should also make better use of Scotland’s 
natural resources. Venison is a high-quality, 
nutritious, sustainable product that is available in 
abundance, and we need to pay more attention to 
the great role that public procurement can play in 
that regard, including in our schools. 

Rachael Hamilton: Twenty-three organisations 
across retail, rural and farming have criticised the 
SNP’s plan for a cap on food prices. Does Finlay 
Carson agree that that could have an entirely 
detrimental and severe impact on the rural 
economy? 

Finlay Carson: Absolutely. We have a policy 
here that, once again, was all about making 
announcements. I could say that it was ill thought 
through, but it has not been thought through at all. 
There is very little chance that this policy will be 
delivered, because it was just another giveaway at 
election time. 

Concerns remain about the impact of recent 
legislation on countryside sports and land 
management. Insufficient attention and funding 
have been given to the fishing sector, despite its 
contribution of almost £400 million to the economy 
and the thousands of jobs that it supports. Many of 
those policies may be well intended, but I fear that 
their cumulative impact on the economic viability 
of rural Scotland is not being properly considered. 

Those concerns are shared by others across the 
sector. Donna Smith of the Scottish Crofting 
Federation told the Rural Affairs Committee last 
week that crofters 
“share the frustrations … about the real lack of any kind of 
indication of where we are heading.”—[Official Report, 
Rural Affairs Committee, 2 September 2026; c 6.] 

Too often, the needs of rural Scotland have 
been secondary to the priorities of this 
Government, food production is placed behind 
environmental targets, economic prosperity is 
sacrificed in pursuit of ideological objectives, and 
the realities of living and working in remote and 
rural communities are forgotten. Perhaps that 
explains why rural Scotland continues to face 
depopulation, declining opportunities and growing 
difficulties in accessing essential services. 

If we want thriving rural communities, a strong 
rural economy and greater food security, we need 
a renewed focus on active, sustainable agriculture, 
productive land use and the people who live and 
work in rural Scotland every day. 

16:56 
Mark Ruskell (Mid Scotland and Fife) 

(Green): At the start of the debate, Stephen Flynn 
set out the objective to have well-paid jobs in every 
corner of Scotland. I do not think that anybody 
could disagree with that, but clearly we do not have 

an agreement on how we get there and what 
needs to change to deliver that objective. 

The Prime Minister’s ambitious rhetoric over the 
summer was important, because, for a very long 
time, we have been waiting for a Labour leader to 
talk about neoliberalism and the failures of the past 
40 years. It will be interesting to see whether a new 
Scottish Labour leader is prepared to adopt the 
same analysis and apply some of those fixes as 
well. 

George Adam is right—communities across 
central Scotland were absolutely battered in the 
1980s. Neoliberalism has been a failure in most 
areas of our economy. Communities across 
Scotland feel that, increasingly, they do not have a 
meaningful stake in the economy. They are not 
able to direct the economy or their own futures. 

Liam McArthur talked about island proofing and 
the expectation that the Islands (Scotland) Act 
2018 would bring more of that conversation into 
island communities, but it has not really delivered. 

Daniel Johnson talked about the importance of 
pushing powers down. He did not mention mayors 
in that context, but I would be interested to hear 
more from Labour members about what they 
meaningfully believe pushing powers down will 
deliver. 

Katie Hagmann talked about citizens over 
structures. It is important that people are able to be 
part of the conversations, and I will give members 
an example: this week, I will be meeting 
community councils that have a stake in the future 
of the Mossmorran site in Fife. We will discuss the 
economic future and talk about legacy and skills, 
and the operators that they would like to come and 
invest in the Mossmorran area. I am concerned 
because, at the moment, much of the conversation 
about the future of the economy in Fife and of 
Mossmorran has taken place between Scottish 
Enterprise, the plant operators and potential 
investors, including data centre developers. At this 
point, I do not feel reassured that communities and 
unions have been meaningfully involved in the 
planning for what the future of that part of Fife 
looks like. 

It is clear that we need to see more public 
control, because public control of our services 
works. We have seen that with municipalisation of 
bus services in the Highlands, in Stirling, and, we 
hope, also in Strathclyde in the future. As a result 
of that municipalisation and community control of 
services, there have been improvements in 
services, new services have been started and 
there has been better timetabling and more 
patronage. It is clear that, when it is done right, 
public control and public involvement in the 
delivery of services can work, and there are great 
models across the UK of how that is done. 
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Paul Sweeney: Does that not speak to the wider 
fiscal challenge? Taking into public control equity 
stakes in corporations that generate money for the 
public good grows the revenue base of the 
Scottish Government. 

Mark Ruskell: Absolutely—and that virtuous 
cycle of reinvestment in public services benefits us 
all. If that results in more profitable and successful 
public services that meet the public’s needs, the 
virtuous circle continues. 

Notwithstanding that, I recognise the pressures. 
Many of us were at the public finances seminar 
yesterday; bits of that were sobering, although I 
was particularly proud of the fact that the changes 
in tax that the Greens brought in through a budget 
deal have resulted in £1.5 billion of extra 
investment in services every year. However, I 
recognise that there is still a gap there and that 
public service reform is inevitable. 

There are other challenges in our economy. AI 
has been talked about positively in the chamber 
this afternoon. It is changing the labour market and 
the opportunities that are available, particularly for 
young people to take their first jobs in industry. 
Then, of course, who can ignore climate change 
and the climate crisis? Unfortunately, most 
speakers have done so, apart from Paul 
McLennan, who gave a very good speech. I point 
to the impact on the economy of climate change. 
The impact in the Cairngorms national park as a 
result of the wildfires this summer is just a hint of 
the economic impact to come because of climate 
change. It is clear that climate impacts harm 
productivity. They contribute to higher inflation and 
put pressure on public finances—climate risks 
slow growth. It is therefore disappointing that the 
PFG is weak on climate. There is not a 
transformative mission at the heart of the PFG—
for example, on home heating—that will create 
jobs, tackle the crisis and lower emissions. 

I was surprised not to hear any speaker talk 
about the wellbeing economy. I thought that that 
was a legacy from Nicola Sturgeon that members 
of the SNP were particularly proud of. Right now, 
we should be doubling down on that vision of a 
wellbeing economy: fair and inclusive work, 
gender equality in our economy, fair taxation, 
investment in communities and an economy that 
operates within the ecological limits of our climate 
and environment. 

We only have to look at the issue of hyperscale 
AI data centres to see that issue. Of course, 
hyperscale AI data centres will deliver GDP 
economic growth—they will deliver growth and 
wealth for speculative developers who are seeking 
planning permissions for the operating companies. 
Bizarrely, even the environmental impacts of those 
data centres will increase GDP. However, where 

are the Government’s wellbeing economy tests? 
Where is the test around the lack of jobs that such 
data centres will deliver? Where is the assessment 
of their failure to reinvest back into the 
communities that host them? The Scottish 
Government needs to get a grip on the growth of 
those data centres, define what is a responsible 
investment in Scotland and, while it is waiting to do 
that, hit the pause button on approving any more 
of them. 

Stephen Flynn said that regulation needs to be 
simple but that it needs to be a last resort. I 
disagree. Regulation can drive innovation while it 
protects people and the planet. AI data centres 
need that appropriate level of regulation and it 
needs to come sooner rather than later. 

Presiding Officer, I am nearing the end of my 
allowed time. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Katy Clark): 
We have got time, so you may finish your speech. 

Mark Ruskell: Thank you very much. 

Does the cabinet secretary want to come in on 
that point? He does not. 

I notice that the cabinet secretary who covers 
the environment and rural affairs is also with us. It 
has been noticeable that we have had few 
reflections on the environment. 

Gillian Martin: Will Mark Ruskell take an 
intervention? 

Mark Ruskell: I know that the cabinet secretary 
is about to give her speech—maybe she will get 
around to that point. 

I circle back to the importance of putting 
communities at the heart of the Government’s 
action on the nature emergency. Over the 
summer, I visited several projects in communities 
that were funded by the nature restoration fund. In 
Strathfillan, the community is involved in large-
scale asset transfer of forestry and woodland. The 
Rural Affairs Committee visited Lochaline, where 
we saw ambitious coastal restoration projects. 
That work is leading the way in Scotland and it is 
creating jobs and opportunities for communities. 
However, the message that we have continually 
been getting is: where is the long-term 
commitment to funding? 

Communities are starting projects involving 
ambitious work that is benefiting the economy, 
their community and the environment, but they do 
not have long-term commitments through the 
nature restoration fund. I ask the cabinet secretary 
to reflect on that and ensure that communities are 
at the heart of our nature recovery work. 

We have the potential for a vibrant and fair future 
economy in Scotland—a real wellbeing economy. 
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It will be interesting to see whether the cabinet 
secretary is prepared to use that language in her 
summing-up speech. Perhaps, as a Sturgeonite, 
she will. However, it is clear that there are big 
challenges that we need to address. We need to 
get right our approach to potential threats such as 
AI, we need to empower communities, and we 
need to put people at the heart of the delivery of 
public services. The Scottish Greens still have 
questions about whether the Government is 
ambitious enough in putting people and planet 
first. 

17:05 
Duncan Massey (North East Scotland) 

(Reform): It has been an interesting debate. There 
have been points of agreement. I welcome the fact 
that we are at least talking about growth, which 
seems to have been missing from debates in the 
Parliament and certainly from the agenda of SNP 
Administrations for a very long time. 

However, I fear that this continuity Scottish 
Government just cannot deliver. It does not 
understand the issues, and it will keep imposing 
high taxes, myriad regulations and Soviet-style 
diktats—food price caps, minimum alcohol pricing 
and centralised control of nearly everything. My 
fear is that, instead of the growth set out in a 
document, what we will actually get will look more 
like 1960s Albania, now complete with bread 
queues. 

Today, Scotland faces stagnant growth, which is 
causing stagnant wages and is resulting in far too 
few opportunities for people, especially young 
people. That is the national failure, and it must be 
addressed by growth, coupled with jobs and 
benefits reform. 

Of course, it is hard to drive growth in jobs when 
we are crushing one of our key industries—our 
North Sea oil and gas industry—through deliberate 
policy choices. I am pleased that the Jackdaw gas 
field looks set to go ahead, but let us be clear: that 
is the bare minimum that is needed to revive our 
industry. The dither and delay from Labour and 
Tory Governments on the consents, along with the 
SNP’s presumption against new oil and gas 
developments, have been hugely damaging to the 
industry. 

Patricia Gibson: Given that everything is so 
awful according to Mr Massey, how does he 
explain why more taxpayers continue to move to 
Scotland from the rest of the UK than leave 
Scotland? Surely that is at odds with the idea that 
everything is just terrible here. 

Duncan Massey: I think that Patricia Gibson will 
find that our tax base is declining, even if the 
number of people is increasing. 

I will continue with the important argument that I 
was making about oil and gas. I want to use this 
opportunity to call on the UK Government to 
urgently approve other projects, including 
Rosebank, and back new exploration, so that we 
can maximise our own resources while reducing 
imports and overall emissions. That will ensure 
that we protect jobs, tax revenues and energy 
security. I call on the SNP Government to back 
that, too. The Scottish Parliament needs to be a 
champion of our oil and gas industry if we want a 
strong industry in the future, and I hope that the 
cabinet secretary agrees. 

Paul McLennan: In my speech, I mentioned 
that the Energy and Climate Intelligence Unit has 
said that there are 1,500 green jobs in East 
Lothian, and that number continues to grow. Does 
Duncan Massey not understand that the rhetoric of 
his party and his colleagues is harming prospects 
in my community? 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Katy Clark): 
We have time in hand, so members can respond 
to interventions. 

Duncan Massey: I disagree with what Paul 
McLennan has said. I am coming to energy. 
[Interruption.] I will answer that. 

Another core reason for the lack of growth is the 
cost of our energy. Despite the Saudi Arabia-style 
rhetoric that we are hearing, we have a failing 
system that is driving an ever more fragile grid that 
is dependent on huge UK Government subsidies 
and features some of the highest energy costs in 
the world, especially for industrial energy. That is 
causing huge cost of living challenges and doing 
huge damage to all our industries and many 
businesses.  

Let us talk about jobs. It seems to me that the 
Government is becoming increasingly desperate 
about the lack of jobs in renewables. That applies 
to job numbers, the location of jobs—which are not 
happening in the north-east—and the pay for 
those jobs, which is much lower than in the 
equivalent industries that are being replaced. 
Figures from the Office for National Statistics say 
that there are around 16,200 direct renewables 
jobs in Scotland. That is great and we support 
having renewables as part of the energy mix, but 
that is compared to around 90,000 jobs in the 
upstream oil and gas industry. We need 
perspective, because renewables are a welcome 
part of the mix but they are not a replacement for 
the current energy industries. 

If we look at wider infrastructure, such as our 
fantastic petrochemical infrastructure at plants 
such as Grangemouth, we see risks to future 
operations because feedstocks will become more 
and more dependent on ethane imported from the 
US. Britain and Scotland need cheap, abundant 
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and reliable energy, which will best be delivered by 
maximising our oil and gas in the medium term 
while transitioning to nuclear power in the longer 
term, with renewables playing a complementary 
role rather than a dominant one. 

As we outlined earlier, it is now time for a reset. 
We need to build a wealth economy instead of a 
welfare economy and must build a new, modern 
Scotland that produces prosperity for all through 
well-paid and meaningful jobs rather than through 
welfare. We must create a joined-up industrial 
strategy for Scotland, based on our 10 natural, 
world-class industries. The five key policy areas 
should be cheaper energy, lower taxes, skills and 
retraining, real deregulation and fewer 
performative gimmicks. 

Ultimately, our goal should be clear. We must 
build a Scotland where young people—whether 
they are pursuing a trade, profession, 
apprenticeship or degree—can secure a good job, 
earn a decent wage, afford a home, take a holiday 
and raise a family. That is the promise of a growing 
economy and that is what Reform seeks to deliver, 
so I ask members to support our amendment. 

17:12 
Paul Sweeney (Glasgow) (Lab): I second the 

amendment in the name of my friend the member 
for Edinburgh Southern. 

We have heard an interesting debate today 
about headline growth and, more interestingly, 
about some of the holistic things that we need to 
do to achieve fair economic growth of the kind that 
builds up local economies, joins education with 
industry and embeds fair work to weather climate 
change. Too often, we pass legislation on issues 
such as land reform or community wealth building, 
or we hear high-minded rhetoric in this legislature, 
only to watch radical ideas being watered down 
into administrative burdens for cash-strapped 
councils.  

Bus franchising, which was mentioned by 
Patrick Harvie, is an obvious example. Glasgow 
has taken far too long over it and is lagging way 
behind other British cities. The introduction of the 
fare cap, although welcome, simply doubles down 
on corporate subsidy instead of taking public 
control in the truest sense. We need to speed up. 

Bob Doris: The member will know that I support 
bus regulation in Strathclyde. Does he have a 
perspective on the fact that the more public money 
that goes into the system, the more we can extract 
on behalf of Strathclyde when we bring in that 
regulation? 

Paul Sweeney: That is a good point, which 
speaks to Mark Ruskell’s point about a virtuous 
cycle. If we can extend public control of the fare 

box in Strathclyde, that will supercharge our ability 
to run subsidised services where routes are not 
profitable or to increase the frequency of bus 
services. The Centre for Cities has said that, if 
Glasgow could catch up with other European cities 
of equivalent size, the entire Scottish economy 
would be around 4 per cent bigger, so there is a 
huge prize to be won if we can get it right. 

That is particularly crucial because, as the 
Government knows, we are facing a £2.6 billion 
resource deficit and a £2.1 billion capital deficit by 
2030. Attempting to manage that fiscal gap 
through consolidation alone risks repeating the 
destructive mistakes made during the austerity 
that we saw from 2012 onwards. 

To grow revenue, we must acknowledge the 
fundamental role that large domestically anchored 
firms play in our economy. Major corporate 
headquarters drive regional supply chains and 
research and development, and they build our tax 
base. Our macroeconomic output is undermined 
and eroded without them. The Scottish 
Government’s figures from just last month expose 
the vulnerability of our economy. Only a fifth of 
Scottish businesses export at all. Because we rely 
so heavily on a shrinking pool of large firms to 
carry that burden, the loss of domestic corporate 
leadership is catastrophic. It is exactly why our 
manufacturing exports have collapsed by 15 per 
cent in real terms since 2018. That is the cost of 
losing half of the headquarters of the major 
independent publicly listed companies in Scotland 
over the past 30 years. Titans such as Scottish 
Power, Scottish & Newcastle and Christian 
Salvesen have been hollowed out by foreign 
takeovers, yet that barely features in the public 
debate. 

Without those domestic anchors, Scotland 
operates increasingly like an extractive enterprise 
for foreign multinationals. In 2021, the gap 
between our gross domestic product and our gross 
national income revealed that £36.5 billion was 
extracted from our economy to overseas 
shareholders. International capital is too often 
favoured over domestic public value, as we 
regularly see through the uncritical citation of 
foreign direct investment statistics such as those 
referred to by the member for Paisley and the 
member for Glasgow Kelvin and Maryhill. 

We need only look at our shipbuilding heritage, 
which was mentioned earlier, to see the historical 
cost of a lack of joined-up industrial planning in 
Scotland. In the 1980s, a senior civil servant 
warned the chairman of the state-owned British 
Shipbuilders Corporation that Margaret Thatcher 
wanted to get rid of shipbuilding. In 1988, that 
crusade culminated in Kenneth Clarke, the 
Minister for Trade and Industry at the time, 
deciding over dinner to turn off state support for the 
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shipbuilding industry, prompting the chairman to 
turn up at a colleague’s door, asking for a bottle of 
whisky to toast the fact that it was all over. As one 
yard director noted at the time, just as British 
Shipbuilders was becoming effective, it was 
terminated. 

Today, other European countries—principally 
France, Germany and Italy—dominate an industry 
in Europe that is worth €92 billion and employs 
more than 350,000 people. Today, Reform’s 
leader peddled that same hands-off dogma, and 
there was not much detail from the cabinet 
secretary about what the Scottish Government 
would do to improve industrial planning. 

When the Wood Group, our Scottish 
engineering champion, was recently faced with a 
foreign takeover, the Scottish minister sat on her 
hands and did nothing about it. This paralysis is 
most absurdly demonstrated by CMAL handing 
half a billion pounds in taxpayer-funded 
shipbuilding contracts to shipyards in Turkey and 
Poland. As my colleague the member for Na h-
Eileanan an Iar mentioned, the recent 
procurement for MV Lord of the Isles excluded 
British shipyards from bidding at all. 

We must look at what other countries are doing 
and benchmark our approach against, and 
contrast it with, Spain’s tax-leasing regime, which 
leverages accelerated depreciation to provide a 20 
per cent subsidy for domestic shipyards. While our 
Government treats procurement as an isolated 
transaction, nations such as Spain are using state-
backed finance to guarantee domestic work. We 
should be using the Scottish National Investment 
Bank to derisk projects for our own shipyards, not 
exporting capital and importing finished ships. 

Where the Scottish Government intervenes, it is 
often half baked and disastrously misjudged. As 
we heard from the member for Fife North East, in 
2015, ministers brokered the sale of the Dalzell 
steelworks in Motherwell to Sanjeev Gupta, with 
an unpaid £7 million loan for an aluminium wheel 
factory in the Highlands that never materialised. 
Dalzell is paralysed by cash shortages and is 
unable to roll 34,000 tonnes of steel plate for the 
new Royal Fleet Auxiliary ships that are being built 
in Belfast. Instead of propping up these dodgy 
magnates and letting them hold these key assets 
hostage, we could be aggressively backing a 
green steel plant there with an electric arc furnace 
to feed our shipyards and our offshore wind sector. 
Perhaps the reform of compulsory purchase 
orders and compulsory sale orders that the 
member for Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley 
mentioned could be deployed in favour of our 
industries as well as our high streets. 

We must reclaim our industrial and municipal 
ambition. In Glasgow, which is a city that is built on 

world-class engineering and bold municipal 
enterprise, we know that true economic strength is 
generated locally and retained publicly. We need 
an industrial strategy that backs our domestic 
engineering base, leverages public procurement 
for local supply chains and ensures that our 
infrastructure serves the public good. 

We cannot settle for a branch plant economy. 
We must build Scotland’s economy in a way that 
retains its wealth for the communities who 
generate it. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Katy Clark): I 
call the cabinet secretary to wind up the debate. 
We would be grateful if you could take us up to just 
before decision time. 

17:19 
The Cabinet Secretary for Climate Action and 

Rural Affairs (Gillian Martin): For the benefit of 
members who have been waiting for the climate 
and rural aspects of the debate—a number of 
members have alluded to the economic growth 
potential in climate action in particular—I will focus 
my remarks largely on those issues. However, I 
will also respond to some of the points that have 
been made during the debate. 

I am really grateful for all the contributions. 
There has been a bit of a philosophical debate 
about what economic growth is. To address Mark 
Ruskell’s point, I am actually not an anything-ite; I 
am just somebody who wants to see a successful 
Scotland for everyone who lives in it. If that is the 
wellbeing economy, that is the wellbeing economy. 

We all know about countries that have high 
GDP, large companies and billionaires who have 
nine yachts or whatever; that is considered a mark 
of economic success, but it is not a mark of 
success if there are still kids going hungry, town 
centres being depleted and people who cannot get 
work or do not have opportunities. If having a 
wellbeing economy tackles that situation, that is 
what I want. That does not make me a character 
from “Doctor Zhivago”. Duncan Massey painted 
our wanting everyone in the country to get the 
fruits and benefits of economic growth as some 
kind of communism, which is absolutely ridiculous. 
At the end of his speech, he described what a 
wellbeing economy actually is by talking about 
what economic growth would mean for ordinary 
families, which I was really pleased to hear. 

Our programme for government sets out the 
clear plan of action that we will take over the next 
five years to achieve sustainable economic 
growth. Such growth will benefit people and will 
provide jobs and opportunities for our young 
people, but it will also progress our climate 
commitments, because, as Paul McLennan said, 
economic growth that benefits communities across 
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Scotland and provides well-paid jobs goes hand in 
hand with a lot of the activities that are associated 
with the just transition. 

Duncan Massey referred to 90,000 jobs being 
associated with oil and gas. My family has very 
much benefited from that industry—many of them 
have worked in it. On the 90,000 jobs figure, the 
peak was in 2014; we know that the trajectory is 
slowing down, so we need to ensure that the jobs 
are in place now, for the transition and into the 
future. We need to ensure that we are less reliant 
on burning fossil fuels for all our civic activities, 
because we have seen in the past year what that 
has meant for my constituents and many people in 
rural areas who have oil-fired and gas heating at 
the back of their houses. Relying on such heating 
means that we are subject to global geopolitical 
situations. 

Paul Sweeney: To address my earlier point 
about firms, does the cabinet secretary not regret 
that the Scottish Government did not do more to 
preserve the independence of Wood Group as an 
independently headquartered large Scottish 
company? 

Gillian Martin: That gives me the opportunity to 
share Mr Flynn’s bewilderment about that point. 
Was Mr Sweeney asking that we nationalise Wood 
Group? I am not quite sure what he wanted us to 
do. 

I will go back to some of the contributions to the 
debate. What I really liked about some of the 
speeches that I heard today was that members 
mentioned other interventions in the programme 
for government that will have an economic impact. 
Patricia Gibson and George Adam made a case 
about the economic potential of childcare. One of 
my favourite stories is about Jens Stoltenberg, the 
former Norwegian Prime Minister, who was asked 
by The Washington Post about the secret to 
Norway’s economic success. The journalist 
expected him to say “oil and gas”, but he did not 
say that. He said that his Government had made 
childcare free, which had increased women’s 
participation in the economy, and that that was the 
secret of the country’s economic success. That 
has always stuck with me, because social and 
educational interventions have an economic 
impact. I was really pleased to hear Patricia 
Gibson and George Adam make that point. 

Katie Hagmann and Patrick Harvie pointed out 
the Scottish Government’s lack of powers in 
employment law and the impact that having those 
powers here would have on fair work. That is really 
important, particularly in relation to the wellbeing 
economy. Insecure work has grown since 2011—
it is not me who is saying that but the Trades Union 
Congress. The jobs associated with such 

insecurity are in care, leisure and hospitality, so it 
disproportionately affects female workers. 

Patrick Harvie: My point was twofold. Yes, 
there are constraints in the devolution settlement 
that do not allow us to take hard measures, but 
there are also things that the Scottish Government 
could do within those limits. Does the cabinet 
secretary agree that the Scottish Government 
ought to work constructively with the trade union 
movement to help drive up union membership in 
underunionised sectors such as hospitality? That 
would be a way to ensure that we bring about a 
change in the power balance in parts of the 
economy where that insecurity hurts people. 

Gillian Martin: I agree with that sentiment. The 
Scottish Government has done an awful lot of work 
with the Scottish Trades Union Congress on that. 

To go back to some of the comments that others 
have made, Bob Doris rightly challenged Rachael 
Hamilton on the need to reform the fiscal 
framework to give the Scottish Government and 
Parliament more scope on fiscal levers. That has 
an impact on the economy in the round. 

Malcolm Offord made some assertions about 
economic growth between the parameters of 
particular dates. Scotland’s economy grew by 68.5 
per cent in real terms between 1990 and 2024, at 
the time when we were setting our net zero targets. 
I think that that tells a story. Scotland’s economy 
grew by 68.5 per cent in real terms at the same 
time as we cut our greenhouse gas emissions by 
more than half. That is a fact. 

That also speaks to the fact that economic 
growth is not just about GDP. 

Duncan Massey: Will the cabinet secretary take 
an intervention on that point? 

Gillian Martin: I will not, Mr Massey. 

We have competitive advantages in key sectors 
in offshore energy and its supply chains and the 
financial and professional services associated with 
them, and huge infrastructure investment in our 
electricity grid and networks that will sustain 
thousands of jobs across Scotland; significant 
investment will be unlocked that will see 
businesses form and grow. If anyone is turning 
their back on any of the actions associated with 
climate action and the drive to net zero, they are 
turning their back on that growth potential. The 
direct financial benefits of delivering all the policies 
in the climate change plan are estimated to be 
more than £42 billion to the Scottish economy over 
the period to 2040. 

Adaptation measures such as infrastructure 
investment in utilities, wildfire prevention and flood 
defences are critical. 
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Finlay Carson: Will the cabinet secretary take 
an intervention? 

Gillian Martin: I will not just now. 

Those measures will provide jobs and, in 
themselves, will contribute between £6 billion and 
£7 billion to the economy over the next year. Mark 
Ruskell made the point that they will save money. 
The wildfire devastation that we have seen not just 
in Scotland but across the UK has had a real 
economic impact on communities. 

Net zero-related industries already support 
£10.2 billion in gross value added in Scotland, 
which is 4.9 per cent of the total economic output, 
and more than 100,000 full-time equivalent jobs 
across Scotland. I was pleased to hear some 
examples from members’ constituencies. Katie 
Hagmann mentioned the organic fertiliser from 
Land Energy in her constituency. That is a 
resilience issue. Manufacturers in Scotland are 
looking at organic fertilisers, which will mean that 
the cost of fertiliser is not impacted by the oil price 
or, indeed, by adventures in the Strait of Hormuz. 
We need to see more of that happening in 
Scotland and we need to make sure that we are 
more resilient in that respect. 

Our £200 billion energy infrastructure pipeline 
represents a long-term flow of capital investment 
across multiple regions, not just in the north-east, 
where I am from, where the energy industry has 
been vibrant for many decades. The investment in 
renewables and in new low-carbon technologies 
will take place across the whole of Scotland; the 
whole of Scotland will benefit from the revolution 
that we will see in low-carbon energies. 

Of course, Scotland’s vast energy wealth must 
benefit the people of Scotland. We have seen 
£400 billion in revenues from the North Sea going 
directly to the UK Treasury coffers. That is why we 
formally requested the devolution of energy 
powers from the UK Government to the Scottish 
Parliament. George Adam went a tad further, of 
course, and rightly said that all powers should be 
brought to the Scottish Government and 
Parliament and that we should have our 
independence. 

Our economy must deliver for every part of 
Scotland. We are investing £1.9 billion over the 
next 10 years in regional growth deals to unlock 
economic potential across the whole of Scotland. I 
want to say a little bit about potential planning 
reforms and how we must treat our rural and island 
businesses and economic growth there differently, 
which Liam McArthur referred to. 

There are different stresses and pressures, as 
well as different opportunities in that space. Those 
are the kinds of conversations that I want to have 
about the rural renewal bill, and I want those to 

feed into planning reforms to see how we can 
make economic growth in our island and rural 
communities surge. 

Liam McArthur: [Made a request to intervene.] 

Finlay Carson: [Made a request to intervene.] 

Gillian Martin: I will take an intervention from 
Liam McArthur, if I have time, Presiding Officer. 

Liam McArthur: I thank the cabinet secretary 
for her comments. This is not a matter for her as a 
Government minister, but I was making the point 
about the need for post-legislative scrutiny of the 
Islands (Scotland) Act 2018 10 years on. Would 
she support the general principle of that? It is clear 
that promises about future legislation will be easier 
to stack up if there is confidence that legislation 
that has already been passed is doing what it says 
on the tin. 

Gillian Martin: Post-legislative scrutiny looks at 
legislation, but there are other things that I am 
keen to do without having to change legislation. 
Those include the rural renewal bill and 
interventions from the rest of Government, such as 
planning reforms that might make things less 
difficult and could bring down some of the barriers 
to economic growth. 

I am determined to deliver climate action in a 
way that supports thriving local communities, 
businesses and households. I am pleased that I 
was asked to wind up the debate that my colleague 
Stephen Flynn opened, because I am convinced 
that climate action is a blueprint for economic 
growth. Some of the contributions have shown that 
and, indeed, the way that we have worked together 
to talk about our economic growth opportunities 
also speaks to our climate ambitions. We have a 
once-in-a-generation opportunity for 
transformation that will not just reduce emissions 
but ensure that our economy prospers. If we do not 
grasp the opportunities, other countries will. We 
will grasp those opportunities with both hands and, 
in 10, 15 or 20 years’ time, we will have a more 
energy-secure and prosperous country that will be 
playing its part in addressing climate change. 

The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): That 
concludes the debate on the programme for 
government—an economy fit for the future. 
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Point of Order 

17:31 
Julie MacDougall (Mid Scotland and Fife) 

(Reform): On a point of order, Presiding Officer. I 
formally apologise to you and to members in the 
chamber. Last Thursday, I opened the debate on 
behalf of Reform and I was not here for the closing 
speeches. It will not happen again. 

The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): 
Thank you. That is appreciated. 

 

Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

17:32 
The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): The 

next item of business is consideration of two 
Parliamentary Bureau motions. I call Jamie 
Hepburn, on behalf of the Parliamentary Bureau, 
to move motions S7M-01097 on committee 
membership and S7M-01098 on substitution on 
committees. 

Motions moved, 
That the Parliament agrees that— 

Ben Macpherson be appointed to replace Alyn Smith as 
a member of the Criminal Justice Committee 

Steven Bonnar be appointed to replace David Linden as 
a member of the Standards, Procedures and Public 
Appointments Committee. 

That the Parliament agrees that Ben Macpherson be 
appointed to replace Steven Bonnar as the Scottish 
National Party substitute on the Equalities, Human Rights 
and Civil Justice Committee. 

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

17:33 
The Presiding Officer (Kenneth Gibson): 

There are seven questions to be put as a result of 
today’s business. 

I remind members that, if the amendment in the 
name of Patrick Harvie is agreed to, the 
amendment in the name of Rachael Hamilton will 
fall. 

The first question is, that amendment S7M-
01070.1, in the name of Daniel Johnson, which 
seeks to amend motion S7M-01070, in the name 
of Stephen Flynn, on the programme for 
government--an economy fit for the future, be 
agreed to. Are we agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

There will be a short suspension to allow 
members to access the digital voting system. 

17:34 
Meeting suspended. 

17:36 
On resuming— 

The Presiding Officer: We come to the vote on 
amendment S7M-01070.1, in the name of Daniel 
Johnson. Members should cast their votes now. 

The vote is closed. 

Katy Clark (West Scotland) (Lab): On a point 
of order, Presiding Officer. I would have voted yes. 

The Presiding Officer: Thank you. Your vote 
has been recorded. 

For 
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adam, Karen (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP) 
Adams, James (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP) 
Ahmed, Irshad (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Anderson, Heather (Dundee City West) (SNP) 
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire West and Levern Valley) 
(SNP) 
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab) 
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Bannerman, Max (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Barratt, David (Cowdenbeath) (SNP) 
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North) (SNP) 
Beresford, Senga (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Black, Dawn (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP) 
Bland, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Bonnar, Steven (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP) 
Bouse, Gary (Falkirk West) (SNP) 

Briggs, Miles (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Con) 
Brown, Alan (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP) 
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP) 
Brown, Siobhian (Ayr) (SNP) 
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con) 
Campbell, Kate (Edinburgh Eastern, Musselburgh and 
Tranent) (SNP) 
Campbell, Michelle (Renfrewshire North and Cardonald) 
(SNP) 
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con) 
Chou Turvey, Yi-pei (North East Scotland) (LD) 
Clark, Katy (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP) 
Currie, Victor (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Day, Martyn (Falkirk East and Linlithgow) (SNP) 
Dijkstra-Downie, Sanne (Edinburgh Northern) (LD) 
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Kelvin and Maryhill) (SNP) 
Dunbar, Jackie (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP) 
Eagle, Tim (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Fagan, Joe (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Fairlie, Jim (Perthshire South and Kinross-shire) (SNP) 
Findlay, Russell (West Scotland) (Con) 
Flynn, Stephen (Aberdeen Deeside and North 
Kincardine) (SNP) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Gallacher, Meghan (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Con) 
Gethins, Stephen (Dundee City East) (SNP) 
Ghani, Zen (Glasgow Cathcart and Pollok) (SNP) 
Gibson, Patricia (Cunninghame South) (SNP) 
Goodlad, Hannah Mary (Shetland Islands) (SNP) 
Gray, Neil (Airdrie) (SNP) 
Green, David (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (LD) 
Griffin, Mark (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 
Hagmann, Katie (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) 
(SNP) 
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) 
(Con) 
Harley, Adam (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (LD) 
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP) 
Hoy, Craig (Dumfriesshire) (Con) 
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab) 
Kerr, Alex (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse) (SNP) 
Kerr, Calum (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and 
Lauderdale) (SNP) 
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Kerr, Thomas (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Kumar, Simita (Edinburgh South Western) (SNP) 
Langan, Jamie (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Lennon, Monica (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Linden, David (Glasgow Baillieston and Shettleston) 
(SNP) 
Lindsay, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Long, Joe (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
MacCallum, Morven-May (Highlands and Islands) (LD) 
MacDougall, Julie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
MacKinnon, Donald (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (Lab) 
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh North Eastern and Leith) 
(SNP) 
Marra, Michael (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP) 
Massey, Duncan (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
McAllan, Màiri (Clydesdale) (SNP) 
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD) 
McDade, Helen (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Easterhouse and Springburn) 
(SNP) 
McLennan, Paul (East Lothian Coast and Lammermuirs) 
(SNP) 
McMillan, Stuart (Inverclyde) (SNP) 
McNair, Marie (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
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McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Melville, Lloyd (Angus South) (SNP) 
Merrick, Colm (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP) 
Middleton, Jack (Aberdeen Central) (SNP) 
Minto, Jenni (Argyll and Bute) (SNP) 
Mitchell, Laura (Moray) (SNP) 
Mochan, Carol (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Offord, Malcolm (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Oswald, Kirsten (Eastwood) (SNP) 
Rennie, Willie (Fife North East) (LD) 
Roddick, Emma (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP) 
Ross, Angela (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Reform) 
Sangster, Katherine (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Schmulian, Kim (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Simpson, Graham (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Simpson, Mark (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
Smith, Alyn (Stirling) (SNP) 
Smith, David (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP) 
Stafford, Pauline (Bathgate) (SNP) 
Stevenson, Collette (East Kilbride) (SNP) 
Sweeney, Paul (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP) 
Thewliss, Alison (Glasgow Central) (SNP) 
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP) 
Young, Jenny (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 
Against 
Bruce, Holly (Glasgow Southside) (Green) 
Burgess, Ariane (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Chapman, Maggie (North East Scotland) (Green) 
Duane, Iris (Glasgow) (Green) 
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Kinross-O’Neill, Kayleigh (Edinburgh and Lothians East) 
(Green) 
Leask, Kristopher (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Mackay, Gillian (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Green) 
Manivannan, Q (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Moodie, Laura (South Scotland) (Green) 
Nevens, Kate (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green) 
Slater, Lorna (Edinburgh Central) (Green) 

 
The Presiding Officer: The result of the division 

on amendment S7M-01070.1, in the name of 
Daniel Johnson, is: For 104, Against 14, 
Abstentions 0. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that amendment S7M-01070.4, in the name of 
Malcolm Offord, which seeks to amend motion 
S7M-01070, in the name of Stephen Flynn, 
programme for government, an economy fit for the 
future, be agreed to. Are we agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

For 
Adams, James (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Bannerman, Max (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Beresford, Senga (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Bland, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 

Briggs, Miles (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Con) 
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con) 
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con) 
Currie, Victor (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Eagle, Tim (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Findlay, Russell (West Scotland) (Con) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Gallacher, Meghan (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Con) 
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) 
(Con) 
Hoy, Craig (Dumfriesshire) (Con) 
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Kerr, Thomas (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Langan, Jamie (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Lindsay, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
MacDougall, Julie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
Massey, Duncan (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
McDade, Helen (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
Offord, Malcolm (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Ross, Angela (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Reform) 
Schmulian, Kim (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Simpson, Graham (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Simpson, Mark (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
Smith, David (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Against 
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adam, Karen (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP) 
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP) 
Ahmed, Irshad (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Anderson, Heather (Dundee City West) (SNP) 
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire West and Levern Valley) 
(SNP) 
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab) 
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Barratt, David (Cowdenbeath) (SNP) 
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North) (SNP) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Black, Dawn (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP) 
Bonnar, Steven (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP) 
Bouse, Gary (Falkirk West) (SNP) 
Brown, Alan (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP) 
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP) 
Brown, Siobhian (Ayr) (SNP) 
Bruce, Holly (Glasgow Southside) (Green) 
Burgess, Ariane (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Campbell, Kate (Edinburgh Eastern, Musselburgh and 
Tranent) (SNP) 
Campbell, Michelle (Renfrewshire North and Cardonald) 
(SNP) 
Chapman, Maggie (North East Scotland) (Green) 
Chou Turvey, Yi-pei (North East Scotland) (LD) 
Clark, Katy (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP) 
Day, Martyn (Falkirk East and Linlithgow) (SNP) 
Dijkstra-Downie, Sanne (Edinburgh Northern) (LD) 
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Kelvin and Maryhill) (SNP) 
Duane, Iris (Glasgow) (Green) 
Dunbar, Jackie (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP) 
Fagan, Joe (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Fairlie, Jim (Perthshire South and Kinross-shire) (SNP) 
Flynn, Stephen (Aberdeen Deeside and North 
Kincardine) (SNP) 
Gethins, Stephen (Dundee City East) (SNP) 
Ghani, Zen (Glasgow Cathcart and Pollok) (SNP) 
Gibson, Patricia (Cunninghame South) (SNP) 
Goodlad, Hannah Mary (Shetland Islands) (SNP) 
Gray, Neil (Airdrie) (SNP) 
Green, David (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (LD) 
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Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green) 
Griffin, Mark (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 
Hagmann, Katie (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) 
(SNP) 
Harley, Adam (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (LD) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP) 
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab) 
Kerr, Alex (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse) (SNP) 
Kerr, Calum (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and 
Lauderdale) (SNP) 
Kinross-O’Neill, Kayleigh (Edinburgh and Lothians East) 
(Green) 
Kumar, Simita (Edinburgh South Western) (SNP) 
Leask, Kristopher (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Lennon, Monica (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Linden, David (Glasgow Baillieston and Shettleston) 
(SNP) 
Long, Joe (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
MacCallum, Morven-May (Highlands and Islands) (LD) 
Mackay, Gillian (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Green) 
MacKinnon, Donald (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (Lab) 
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh North Eastern and Leith) 
(SNP) 
Manivannan, Q (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Marra, Michael (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP) 
McAllan, Màiri (Clydesdale) (SNP) 
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD) 
McKee, Cara (West Scotland) (Green) [Proxy vote cast 
by Lorna Slater] 
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Easterhouse and Springburn) 
(SNP) 
McLennan, Paul (East Lothian Coast and Lammermuirs) 
(SNP) 
McMillan, Stuart (Inverclyde) (SNP) 
McNair, Marie (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Melville, Lloyd (Angus South) (SNP) 
Merrick, Colm (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP) 
Middleton, Jack (Aberdeen Central) (SNP) 
Minto, Jenni (Argyll and Bute) (SNP) 
Mitchell, Laura (Moray) (SNP) 
Mochan, Carol (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Moodie, Laura (South Scotland) (Green) 
Nevens, Kate (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Oswald, Kirsten (Eastwood) (SNP) 
Rennie, Willie (Fife North East) (LD) 
Roddick, Emma (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP) 
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green) 
Sangster, Katherine (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Slater, Lorna (Edinburgh Central) (Green) 
Smith, Alyn (Stirling) (SNP) 
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP) 
Stafford, Pauline (Bathgate) (SNP) 
Stevenson, Collette (East Kilbride) (SNP) 
Sweeney, Paul (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP) 
Thewliss, Alison (Glasgow Central) (SNP) 
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP) 
Young, Jenny (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 

 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the division 
on amendment S7M-01070.4, in the name of 
Malcolm Offord, is: For 27, Against 92, Abstentions 
0. 

Amendment disagreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that amendment S7M-01070.2, in the name of 
Patrick Harvie, which seeks to amend motion 
S7M-01070, in the name of Stephen Flynn, on 
programme for government, an economy fit for the 
future, be agreed to. Are we agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

For 
Bruce, Holly (Glasgow Southside) (Green) 
Burgess, Ariane (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Chapman, Maggie (North East Scotland) (Green) 
Duane, Iris (Glasgow) (Green) 
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Kinross-O’Neill, Kayleigh (Edinburgh and Lothians East) 
(Green) 
Leask, Kristopher (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Mackay, Gillian (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Green) 
Manivannan, Q (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
McKee, Cara (West Scotland) (Green) [Proxy vote cast 
by Lorna Slater] 
Moodie, Laura (South Scotland) (Green) 
Nevens, Kate (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green) 
Slater, Lorna (Edinburgh Central) (Green) 
Against 
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adam, Karen (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP) 
Adams, James (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP) 
Anderson, Heather (Dundee City West) (SNP) 
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire West and Levern Valley) 
(SNP) 
Bannerman, Max (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Barratt, David (Cowdenbeath) (SNP) 
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North) (SNP) 
Beresford, Senga (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Black, Dawn (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP) 
Bland, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Bonnar, Steven (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP) 
Bouse, Gary (Falkirk West) (SNP) 
Briggs, Miles (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Con) 
Brown, Alan (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP) 
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP) 
Brown, Siobhian (Ayr) (SNP) 
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con) 
Campbell, Kate (Edinburgh Eastern, Musselburgh and 
Tranent) (SNP) 
Campbell, Michelle (Renfrewshire North and Cardonald) 
(SNP) 
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con) 
Chou Turvey, Yi-pei (North East Scotland) (LD) 
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP) 
Currie, Victor (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Day, Martyn (Falkirk East and Linlithgow) (SNP) 
Dijkstra-Downie, Sanne (Edinburgh Northern) (LD) 
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Kelvin and Maryhill) (SNP) 
Dunbar, Jackie (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP) 
Eagle, Tim (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Fairlie, Jim (Perthshire South and Kinross-shire) (SNP) 
Findlay, Russell (West Scotland) (Con) 
Flynn, Stephen (Aberdeen Deeside and North 
Kincardine) (SNP) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
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Gallacher, Meghan (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Con) 
Gethins, Stephen (Dundee City East) (SNP) 
Ghani, Zen (Glasgow Cathcart and Pollok) (SNP) 
Gibson, Patricia (Cunninghame South) (SNP) 
Goodlad, Hannah Mary (Shetland Islands) (SNP) 
Gray, Neil (Airdrie) (SNP) 
Green, David (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (LD) 
Hagmann, Katie (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) 
(SNP) 
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) 
(Con) 
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP) 
Hoy, Craig (Dumfriesshire) (Con) 
Kerr, Alex (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse) (SNP) 
Kerr, Calum (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and 
Lauderdale) (SNP) 
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Kerr, Thomas (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Kumar, Simita (Edinburgh South Western) (SNP) 
Langan, Jamie (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Linden, David (Glasgow Baillieston and Shettleston) 
(SNP) 
Lindsay, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
MacCallum, Morven-May (Highlands and Islands) (LD) 
MacDougall, Julie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh North Eastern and Leith) 
(SNP) 
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP) 
Massey, Duncan (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
McAllan, Màiri (Clydesdale) (SNP) 
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD) 
McDade, Helen (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Easterhouse and Springburn) 
(SNP) 
McLennan, Paul (East Lothian Coast and Lammermuirs) 
(SNP) 
McMillan, Stuart (Inverclyde) (SNP) 
McNair, Marie (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
Melville, Lloyd (Angus South) (SNP) 
Merrick, Colm (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP) 
Middleton, Jack (Aberdeen Central) (SNP) 
Minto, Jenni (Argyll and Bute) (SNP) 
Mitchell, Laura (Moray) (SNP) 
Offord, Malcolm (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Oswald, Kirsten (Eastwood) (SNP) 
Rennie, Willie (Fife North East) (LD) 
Roddick, Emma (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP) 
Ross, Angela (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Reform) 
Schmulian, Kim (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Simpson, Graham (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Simpson, Mark (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
Smith, Alyn (Stirling) (SNP) 
Smith, David (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP) 
Stafford, Pauline (Bathgate) (SNP) 
Stevenson, Collette (East Kilbride) (SNP) 
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP) 
Thewliss, Alison (Glasgow Central) (SNP) 
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP) 
Abstentions 
Ahmed, Irshad (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab) 
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Clark, Katy (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Fagan, Joe (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Griffin, Mark (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab) 

Lennon, Monica (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Long, Joe (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
MacKinnon, Donald (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (Lab) 
Marra, Michael (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Mochan, Carol (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Sangster, Katherine (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Sweeney, Paul (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Young, Jenny (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 

 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the division 
on amendment S7M-01070.2, in the name of 
Patrick Harvie, is: For 15, Against 86, Abstentions 
17. 

Amendment disagreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that amendment S7M-01070.3, in the name of 
Rachael Hamilton, which seeks to amend motion 
S7M-01070, in the name of Stephen Flynn, on 
programme for government, an economy fit for the 
future, be agreed to. Are we agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

For 
Adams, James (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Bannerman, Max (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Beresford, Senga (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Bland, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Briggs, Miles (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Con) 
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con) 
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con) 
Currie, Victor (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Eagle, Tim (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Findlay, Russell (West Scotland) (Con) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Gallacher, Meghan (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Con) 
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) 
(Con) 
Hoy, Craig (Dumfriesshire) (Con) 
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Kerr, Thomas (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Langan, Jamie (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Lindsay, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
MacDougall, Julie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
Massey, Duncan (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
McDade, Helen (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
Offord, Malcolm (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Ross, Angela (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Reform) 
Schmulian, Kim (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Simpson, Graham (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Simpson, Mark (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
Smith, David (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Against 
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adam, Karen (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP) 
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP) 
Anderson, Heather (Dundee City West) (SNP) 
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire West and Levern Valley) 
(SNP) 
Barratt, David (Cowdenbeath) (SNP) 
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Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North) (SNP) 
Black, Dawn (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP) 
Bonnar, Steven (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP) 
Bouse, Gary (Falkirk West) (SNP) 
Brown, Alan (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP) 
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP) 
Brown, Siobhian (Ayr) (SNP) 
Bruce, Holly (Glasgow Southside) (Green) 
Burgess, Ariane (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Campbell, Kate (Edinburgh Eastern, Musselburgh and 
Tranent) (SNP) 
Campbell, Michelle (Renfrewshire North and Cardonald) 
(SNP) 
Chapman, Maggie (North East Scotland) (Green) 
Chou Turvey, Yi-pei (North East Scotland) (LD) 
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP) 
Day, Martyn (Falkirk East and Linlithgow) (SNP) 
Dijkstra-Downie, Sanne (Edinburgh Northern) (LD) 
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Kelvin and Maryhill) (SNP) 
Duane, Iris (Glasgow) (Green) 
Dunbar, Jackie (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP) 
Fairlie, Jim (Perthshire South and Kinross-shire) (SNP) 
Flynn, Stephen (Aberdeen Deeside and North 
Kincardine) (SNP) 
Gethins, Stephen (Dundee City East) (SNP) 
Ghani, Zen (Glasgow Cathcart and Pollok) (SNP) 
Gibson, Patricia (Cunninghame South) (SNP) 
Gilruth, Jenny (Mid Fife and Glenrothes) (SNP) 
Goodlad, Hannah Mary (Shetland Islands) (SNP) 
Gray, Neil (Airdrie) (SNP) 
Green, David (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (LD) 
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green) 
Hagmann, Katie (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) 
(SNP) 
Harley, Adam (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (LD) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP) 
Kerr, Alex (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse) (SNP) 
Kerr, Calum (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and 
Lauderdale) (SNP) 
Kinross-O’Neill, Kayleigh (Edinburgh and Lothians East) 
(Green) 
Kumar, Simita (Edinburgh South Western) (SNP) 
Leask, Kristopher (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Linden, David (Glasgow Baillieston and Shettleston) 
(SNP) 
MacCallum, Morven-May (Highlands and Islands) (LD) 
Mackay, Gillian (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Green) 
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh North Eastern and Leith) 
(SNP) 
Manivannan, Q (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP) 
McAllan, Màiri (Clydesdale) (SNP) 
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD) 
McKee, Cara (West Scotland) (Green) [Proxy vote cast 
by Lorna Slater] 
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Easterhouse and Springburn) 
(SNP) 
McLennan, Paul (East Lothian Coast and Lammermuirs) 
(SNP) 
McMillan, Stuart (Inverclyde) (SNP) 
McNair, Marie (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
Melville, Lloyd (Angus South) (SNP) 
Merrick, Colm (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP) 
Middleton, Jack (Aberdeen Central) (SNP) 
Minto, Jenni (Argyll and Bute) (SNP) 
Mitchell, Laura (Moray) (SNP) 
Moodie, Laura (South Scotland) (Green) 
Nevens, Kate (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Oswald, Kirsten (Eastwood) (SNP) 
Rennie, Willie (Fife North East) (LD) 

Roddick, Emma (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP) 
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green) 
Slater, Lorna (Edinburgh Central) (Green) 
Smith, Alyn (Stirling) (SNP) 
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP) 
Stafford, Pauline (Bathgate) (SNP) 
Stevenson, Collette (East Kilbride) (SNP) 
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP) 
Thewliss, Alison (Glasgow Central) (SNP) 
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP) 
Abstentions 
Ahmed, Irshad (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab) 
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Clark, Katy (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Fagan, Joe (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Griffin, Mark (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab) 
Lennon, Monica (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Long, Joe (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
MacKinnon, Donald (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (Lab) 
Marra, Michael (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Mochan, Carol (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Sangster, Katherine (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Sweeney, Paul (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Young, Jenny (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 

 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the division 
on amendment S7M-01070.3, in the name of 
Rachael Hamilton, is: For 27, Against 76, 
Abstentions 17. 

Amendment disagreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that amendment S7M-01070.5, in the name of 
Liam McArthur, which seeks to amend motion 
S7M-01070, in the name of Stephen Flynn, on 
programme for government, an economy fit for the 
future, be agreed to. Are we agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

For 
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adam, Karen (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP) 
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP) 
Ahmed, Irshad (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Anderson, Heather (Dundee City West) (SNP) 
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire West and Levern Valley) 
(SNP) 
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab) 
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Bannerman, Max (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Barratt, David (Cowdenbeath) (SNP) 
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North) (SNP) 
Beresford, Senga (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Black, Dawn (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP) 
Bland, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Bonnar, Steven (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP) 
Bouse, Gary (Falkirk West) (SNP) 
Brown, Alan (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP) 
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP) 
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Brown, Siobhian (Ayr) (SNP) 
Campbell, Kate (Edinburgh Eastern, Musselburgh and 
Tranent) (SNP) 
Campbell, Michelle (Renfrewshire North and Cardonald) 
(SNP) 
Chou Turvey, Yi-pei (North East Scotland) (LD) 
Clark, Katy (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP) 
Currie, Victor (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Day, Martyn (Falkirk East and Linlithgow) (SNP) 
Dijkstra-Downie, Sanne (Edinburgh Northern) (LD) 
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Kelvin and Maryhill) (SNP) 
Dunbar, Jackie (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP) 
Fagan, Joe (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Fairlie, Jim (Perthshire South and Kinross-shire) (SNP) 
Flynn, Stephen (Aberdeen Deeside and North 
Kincardine) (SNP) 
Gethins, Stephen (Dundee City East) (SNP) 
Ghani, Zen (Glasgow Cathcart and Pollok) (SNP) 
Gibson, Patricia (Cunninghame South) (SNP) 
Goodlad, Hannah Mary (Shetland Islands) (SNP) 
Gray, Neil (Airdrie) (SNP) 
Green, David (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (LD) 
Griffin, Mark (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 
Hagmann, Katie (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) 
(SNP) 
Harley, Adam (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (LD) 
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP) 
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab) 
Kerr, Alex (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse) (SNP) 
Kerr, Calum (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and 
Lauderdale) (SNP) 
Kerr, Thomas (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Kumar, Simita (Edinburgh South Western) (SNP) 
Langan, Jamie (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Lennon, Monica (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Linden, David (Glasgow Baillieston and Shettleston) 
(SNP) 
Lindsay, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Long, Joe (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
MacCallum, Morven-May (Highlands and Islands) (LD) 
MacDougall, Julie (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
MacKinnon, Donald (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (Lab) 
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh North Eastern and Leith) 
(SNP) 
Marra, Michael (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP) 
Massey, Duncan (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
McAllan, Màiri (Clydesdale) (SNP) 
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD) 
McDade, Helen (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Easterhouse and Springburn) 
(SNP) 
McLennan, Paul (East Lothian Coast and Lammermuirs) 
(SNP) 
McMillan, Stuart (Inverclyde) (SNP) 
McNair, Marie (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Melville, Lloyd (Angus South) (SNP) 
Merrick, Colm (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP) 
Middleton, Jack (Aberdeen Central) (SNP) 
Minto, Jenni (Argyll and Bute) (SNP) 
Mitchell, Laura (Moray) (SNP) 
Mochan, Carol (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Offord, Malcolm (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Oswald, Kirsten (Eastwood) (SNP) 
Rennie, Willie (Fife North East) (LD) 
Roddick, Emma (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP) 
Ross, Angela (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Reform) 
Sangster, Katherine (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Schmulian, Kim (Glasgow) (Reform) 

Simpson, Graham (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Simpson, Mark (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
Smith, Alyn (Stirling) (SNP) 
Smith, David (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP) 
Stafford, Pauline (Bathgate) (SNP) 
Stevenson, Collette (East Kilbride) (SNP) 
Sweeney, Paul (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP) 
Thewliss, Alison (Glasgow Central) (SNP) 
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP) 
Young, Jenny (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 
Against 
Adams, James (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Briggs, Miles (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Con) 
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con) 
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con) 
Eagle, Tim (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Findlay, Russell (West Scotland) (Con) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Gallacher, Meghan (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Con) 
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) 
(Con) 
Hoy, Craig (Dumfriesshire) (Con) 
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Abstentions 
Bruce, Holly (Glasgow Southside) (Green) 
Burgess, Ariane (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Chapman, Maggie (North East Scotland) (Green) 
Duane, Iris (Glasgow) (Green) 
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Leask, Kristopher (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Mackay, Gillian (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Green) 
Manivannan, Q (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
McKee, Cara (West Scotland) (Green) [Proxy vote cast 
by Lorna Slater] 
Moodie, Laura (South Scotland) (Green) 
Nevens, Kate (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green) 
Slater, Lorna (Edinburgh Central) (Green) 

 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the division 
on amendment S7M-01070.5, in the name of Liam 
McArthur, is: For 93, Against 11, Abstentions 14. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that motion S7M-01070, in the name of Stephen 
Flynn, on programme for government, an 
economy fit for the future, as amended, be agreed 
to. Are we agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

For 
Adam, George (Paisley) (SNP) 
Adam, Karen (Banffshire and Buchan Coast) (SNP) 
Adamson, Clare (Motherwell and Wishaw) (SNP) 
Ahmed, Irshad (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 
Anderson, Heather (Dundee City West) (SNP) 
Arthur, Tom (Renfrewshire West and Levern Valley) 
(SNP) 
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Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab) 
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Barratt, David (Cowdenbeath) (SNP) 
Beattie, Colin (Midlothian North) (SNP) 
Bibby, Neil (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Black, Dawn (Angus North and Mearns) (SNP) 
Bonnar, Steven (Uddingston and Bellshill) (SNP) 
Bouse, Gary (Falkirk West) (SNP) 
Brown, Alan (Kilmarnock and Irvine Valley) (SNP) 
Brown, Keith (Clackmannanshire and Dunblane) (SNP) 
Brown, Siobhian (Ayr) (SNP) 
Campbell, Kate (Edinburgh Eastern, Musselburgh and 
Tranent) (SNP) 
Campbell, Michelle (Renfrewshire North and Cardonald) 
(SNP) 
Chou Turvey, Yi-pei (North East Scotland) (LD) 
Clark, Katy (West Scotland) (Lab) 
Constance, Angela (Almond Valley) (SNP) 
Day, Martyn (Falkirk East and Linlithgow) (SNP) 
Dijkstra-Downie, Sanne (Edinburgh Northern) (LD) 
Doris, Bob (Glasgow Kelvin and Maryhill) (SNP) 
Dunbar, Jackie (Aberdeen Donside) (SNP) 
Fagan, Joe (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Fairlie, Jim (Perthshire South and Kinross-shire) (SNP) 
Flynn, Stephen (Aberdeen Deeside and North 
Kincardine) (SNP) 
Gethins, Stephen (Dundee City East) (SNP) 
Ghani, Zen (Glasgow Cathcart and Pollok) (SNP) 
Gibson, Patricia (Cunninghame South) (SNP) 
Gilruth, Jenny (Mid Fife and Glenrothes) (SNP) 
Goodlad, Hannah Mary (Shetland Islands) (SNP) 
Gray, Neil (Airdrie) (SNP) 
Green, David (Caithness, Sutherland and Ross) (LD) 
Griffin, Mark (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 
Hagmann, Katie (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) 
(SNP) 
Harley, Adam (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (LD) 
Hepburn, Jamie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (SNP) 
Johnson, Daniel (Edinburgh Southern) (Lab) 
Kerr, Alex (Hamilton, Larkhall and Stonehouse) (SNP) 
Kerr, Calum (Midlothian South, Tweeddale and 
Lauderdale) (SNP) 
Kumar, Simita (Edinburgh South Western) (SNP) 
Lennon, Monica (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Linden, David (Glasgow Baillieston and Shettleston) 
(SNP) 
Long, Joe (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
MacCallum, Morven-May (Highlands and Islands) (LD) 
MacKinnon, Donald (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (Lab) 
Macpherson, Ben (Edinburgh North Eastern and Leith) 
(SNP) 
Marra, Michael (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Martin, Gillian (Aberdeenshire East) (SNP) 
McAllan, Màiri (Clydesdale) (SNP) 
McArthur, Liam (Orkney Islands) (LD) 
McKee, Ivan (Glasgow Easterhouse and Springburn) 
(SNP) 
McLennan, Paul (East Lothian Coast and Lammermuirs) 
(SNP) 
McMillan, Stuart (Inverclyde) (SNP) 
McNair, Marie (Clydebank and Milngavie) (SNP) 
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Melville, Lloyd (Angus South) (SNP) 
Merrick, Colm (Glasgow Anniesland) (SNP) 
Middleton, Jack (Aberdeen Central) (SNP) 
Minto, Jenni (Argyll and Bute) (SNP) 
Mitchell, Laura (Moray) (SNP) 
Mochan, Carol (South Scotland) (Lab) 
Oswald, Kirsten (Eastwood) (SNP) 
Rennie, Willie (Fife North East) (LD) 
Roddick, Emma (Inverness and Nairn) (SNP) 
Sangster, Katherine (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Lab) 

Smith, Alyn (Stirling) (SNP) 
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Dunfermline) (SNP) 
Stafford, Pauline (Bathgate) (SNP) 
Stevenson, Collette (East Kilbride) (SNP) 
Sweeney, Paul (Glasgow) (Lab) 
Swinney, John (Perthshire North) (SNP) 
Thewliss, Alison (Glasgow Central) (SNP) 
Torrance, David (Kirkcaldy) (SNP) 
Young, Jenny (Central Scot and Lothians West) (Lab) 
Against 
Adams, James (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Bannerman, Max (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Beresford, Senga (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Bland, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Briggs, Miles (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Con) 
Bruce, Holly (Glasgow Southside) (Green) 
Burgess, Ariane (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Burnett, Alexander (Aberdeenshire West) (Con) 
Carson, Finlay (Galloway and West Dumfries) (Con) 
Chapman, Maggie (North East Scotland) (Green) 
Currie, Victor (Highlands and Islands) (Reform) 
Duane, Iris (Glasgow) (Green) 
Eagle, Tim (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Findlay, Russell (West Scotland) (Con) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Gallacher, Meghan (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Con) 
Greer, Ross (West Scotland) (Green) 
Hamilton, Rachael (Ettrick, Roxburgh and Berwickshire) 
(Con) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Hoy, Craig (Dumfriesshire) (Con) 
Kerr, Liam (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Kerr, Thomas (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Kinross-O’Neill, Kayleigh (Edinburgh and Lothians East) 
(Green) 
Langan, Jamie (South Scotland) (Reform) 
Leask, Kristopher (Highlands and Islands) (Green) 
Lindsay, Amanda (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Mackay, Gillian (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Green) 
Manivannan, Q (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Massey, Duncan (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
McDade, Helen (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Reform) 
McKee, Cara (West Scotland) (Green) [Proxy vote cast 
by Lorna Slater] 
Moodie, Laura (South Scotland) (Green) 
Nevens, Kate (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Green) 
Offord, Malcolm (West Scotland) (Reform) 
Ross, Angela (Edinburgh and Lothians East) (Reform) 
Ruskell, Mark (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Green) 
Schmulian, Kim (Glasgow) (Reform) 
Simpson, Graham (Central Scot and Lothians West) 
(Reform) 
Simpson, Mark (North East Scotland) (Reform) 
Slater, Lorna (Edinburgh Central) (Green) 
Smith, David (West Scotland) (Reform) 

 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the division 
on motion S7M-01070, in the name of Stephen 
Flynn, on programme for government, an 
economy fit for the future, as amended, is: For 78, 
Against 41, Abstentions 0. 

Motion, as amended, agreed to, 
That the Parliament notes the publication of the Scottish 

Government’s Programme for Government, Ambitious for 
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Scotland, and its aims for a strong and sustainable 
economy; welcomes the commitment to deliver economic 
growth and make Scotland the best place to invest and do 
business; recognises that raising living standards through 
supporting the creation of more good, secure and well-paid 
jobs, can help generate the resources needed to invest in 
high-quality public services; believes that the transition to 
low carbon industries, including renewable energy, can 
create economic opportunity and strengthen Scotland’s 
future competitiveness in order to benefit people and 
communities across Scotland; welcomes continued 
investment in infrastructure, connectivity and innovation so 
that more opportunities can be realised in Scotland; 
supports action to increase climate resilience and tackle the 
climate and nature emergencies; recognises that reforms to 
the skills system, including interventions to help those who 
are economically inactive, are required to drive growth and 
allow individuals to realise their potential; understands that 
real partnership between public and private sectors will be 
key to producing better outcomes across the economy; 
calls on the Scottish Government to outline how its plan for 
regional devolution will operate to give regions the tools 
they need to grow local economies and increase prosperity 
in their communities; recognises that work to ensure 
Scotland has a strong and sustainable economy must 
address high levels of economic inactivity, an inefficient 
planning system and the impact of rising business rates; 
recalls the £178 million of additional rates relief, secured by 
the Scottish Liberal Democrats in the 2026-27 Budget, 
while acknowledging that businesses are still feeling the 
effects of the 2026 rates revaluation with changes required 
to ensure revaluations don’t produce unfair bills that 
threaten otherwise viable businesses; believes that island 
and rural businesses play a key role in helping Scotland’s 
economy to grow and that those businesses rely on good 
transport connections to help move supplies, products and 
staff; acknowledges that where cuts are made to lifeline 
flights or where there is consistent disruption to ferry 
services, the viability of these businesses can be adversely 
affected, and calls for the Island Resilience Fund to offer 
more funding, and sooner, to both island businesses and 
the coastal communities that have been consistently 
excluded from the scheme. 

The Presiding Officer: I propose to ask a single 
question on two Parliamentary Bureau motions. 
Does any member object? 

As no member has objected, the final question 
is, that motions S7M-01097, on committee 
membership, and S7M-01098, on substitution on 
committees, in the name of Jamie Hepburn, on 
behalf of the Parliamentary Bureau, be agreed to. 

Motions agreed to, 
That the Parliament agrees that— 

Ben Macpherson be appointed to replace Alyn Smith as 
a member of the Criminal Justice Committee 

Steven Bonnar be appointed to replace David Linden as 
a member of the Standards, Procedures and Public 
Appointments Committee. 

That the Parliament agrees that Ben Macpherson be 
appointed to replace Steven Bonnar as the Scottish 
National Party substitute on the Equalities, Human Rights 
and Civil Justice Committee. 

The Presiding Officer: That concludes 
decision time. I ask members who are not staying 

for members’ business to leave the chamber 
quietly. 
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Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service (Delivery Review) 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): The final item of business is a 
members’ business debate on motion S7M-00707, 
in the name of Katy Clark, on the Scottish Fire and 
Rescue Service’s service delivery review. The 
debate will be concluded without any question 
being put. 

Motion debated, 
That the Parliament expresses its dismay at the decision 

taken by the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service (SFRS) 
Board to proceed with service changes outlined in its 
Service Delivery Review, despite what it believes has been 
significant public opposition, including in the West Scotland 
region; considers that these service changes will result in 
station closures, the withdrawal of fire appliances, reduced 
fire cover and increased response times; understands that 
there has already been a loss of 1,250 jobs and an around 
£74 million per year reduction in real-terms funding of the 
SFRS since 2012-13, and notes the calls for increased and 
sustained investment in the SFRS to ensure that it can keep 
the public safe, improve response times and respond to 
challenges, such as the reported rising number of wildfires. 

17:46 
Katy Clark (West Scotland) (Lab): I thank all 

those members who have signed the motion, 
ensuring that it has cross-party support. I believe 
that that support illustrates the strength of feeling 
among not just MSPs, but the communities that we 
represent, about the future of the Scottish Fire and 
Rescue Service. We are joined today by some of 
Scotland’s firefighters in the public gallery and I 
pay tribute to them and their colleagues for their 
tireless dedication to keeping us safe. 

In this year alone, there have been significant 
fires across Scotland, including at Union Street in 
Glasgow; on Arthur’s seat and Princes Street here 
in Edinburgh; and in the Cairngorms. In the face of 
those fires, our firefighters answered the call, 
putting their own lives at risk to protect the public. 
However, the motion that we are debating is 
necessary because of underfunding of the Scottish 
Fire and Rescue Service. 

For years now, firefighters and the Fire Brigades 
Union have been warning the Scottish 
Government about the impact of over a decade of 
cuts to the service. This year’s SFRS resource 
budget has been cut by £74 million in real terms, 
and that has been happening every single year 
since 2013. 

Patricia Gibson (Cunninghame South) 
(SNP): We can all support and get behind the 
funding of front-line public services, because—as 
the member says—they put themselves in harm’s 
way. However, has the member also considered 
the impact on morale and recruitment in the fire 

service as a result of the constant attacks on their 
pension provision and the recent changes to 
commutation factors? Those changes are so bad 
that members of the police and fire services are 
seeking legal advice because they are so severely 
financially impacted. 

Katy Clark: I agree with Patricia Gibson on the 
importance of the pension scheme. In recent 
years, there have been a number of positive 
changes to the pension scheme, which the 
Criminal Justice Committee has scrutinised and 
voted through. Nonetheless, she is absolutely right 
in what she says, and we need to be alert and 
vigilant with regard to issues with pensions not 
only for the fire service but for all the emergency 
services. I am pleased that she has put that issue 
on the record; perhaps we will have the opportunity 
to consider it in more detail at another time. 

Since the creation of the single service in 2013, 
more than 1,200 firefighter jobs have been cut, 
which is around a sixth of the total workforce. 
Those job losses have disproportionately hit the 
front line, with more than 1,000 operational 
firefighters lost. Ten fire appliances have been 
temporarily withdrawn, and the capital backlog 
now stands at £800 million. For firefighters, the 
result of those cuts has been a less safe working 
environment. Crewing shortages have added to 
the workload of firefighters, and they are working 
in breach of safe crewing and operational levels. 
They often do not have access to appropriate 
personal protective equipment and 
decontamination facilities, and they are working in 
fire stations that are often in a state of disrepair. 

For the public, the result of the cuts has been a 
greater risk to their safety. Average response 
times have risen by more than 20 per cent in a 
decade, even though every single second counts 
when it comes to dealing with a fire. The significant 
fires that have occurred in Scotland this year 
illustrate the real impact of more than a decade of 
cuts. 

As the wildfire in the Cairngorms raged, the 
redeployment of firefighters from across Scotland 
affected fire cover in other communities. Our 
firefighters were left to combat the wildfire without 
specialist PPE and decontamination facilities, 
which potentially exposed them to significant 
health harms. When the Union Street fire began in 
Glasgow, the response time was six minutes—well 
over the national average—and Glasgow’s only 
high-reach appliance was unavailable. Given the 
severe disruption that the Union Street fire caused, 
a properly funded and resourced service may have 
been able to respond more quickly and lessen 
some of the disruption to the public, businesses 
and public transport services. In the wake of those 
fires, the need for the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service to receive a sustained, multiyear real-
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terms increase in its funding could not be clearer, 
yet the service instead faces the most significant 
cuts to the front line in decades because of the 
service delivery review. 

The service delivery review proposes significant 
cuts across the country at up to 30 fire stations. 
That includes firefighter job cuts, and a reduction 
in fire cover as a result. Up to 10 fire appliances 
could be permanently withdrawn, and seven fire 
stations are marked for closure. 

For example, in the West Scotland region that I 
represent, communities such as Greenock, 
Helensburgh and Milngavie are set to be hit by the 
service delivery review cuts. A cut of 15 firefighter 
jobs and the permanent withdrawal of an 
appliance will hit Greenock, and there will be 
changes to fire cover at both Helensburgh and 
Milngavie. All those cuts have the potential to 
increase response times and risk public safety. 
They could also force our firefighters to work in 
conditions that are even less safe than those in 
which they currently work. 

The cuts proposed in the service delivery review 
were strongly opposed in the public consultation 
process last year. Local communities, firefighters, 
the FBU and politicians came together to say no to 
cuts that would leave firefighters and the public 
unsafe. However, despite that significant 
opposition, the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service 
board approved most of the service delivery review 
proposals. When I raised that with the First 
Minister at First Minister’s Questions back in June, 
he said that he was “satisfied” with the way in 
which the board had conducted the service 
delivery review process. I am certainly not 
satisfied, and nor, I suspect, are most of the public 
or the firefighters, who have made clear that they 
oppose the cuts. 

These are the most significant cuts to the front 
line in decades— 

The Cabinet Secretary for Justice (Neil 
Gray): Will the member give way? 

Katy Clark: Yes, of course. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): The member is in her last minute. 

Neil Gray: I thank Katy Clark for giving way in 
her last minute. She has repeatedly referred to 
cuts. Does she recognise that not a penny of 
savings comes to the overall Scottish Fire and 
Rescue Service’s overall budget, nor is there a 
reduction in firefighter numbers, as a result of the 
service delivery review? 

Katy Clark: I do not—I have referred to some of 
that in my speech. 

It is very clear that there are threats to jobs, 
stations and appliances. I am asking the Scottish 

Government to hold a debate and a vote on the 
service delivery review, in Government time, so 
that we can explore some of the issues that the 
cabinet secretary has raised. If we are to have a 
Scottish Fire and Rescue Service that is fit for 
future challenges such as climate change, it has to 
be properly funded and resourced. We cannot 
continue to see increases in response times. I 
hope that the Cabinet Secretary for Justice will 
today outline how the Scottish Government will 
respond to the issues that I have raised, which will, 
I suspect, be raised by many other members in the 
debate. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): We move to contributions from other 
members—four minutes per speech, please. 

17:55 
Ben Macpherson (Edinburgh North Eastern 

and Leith) (SNP): First, I will touch briefly on the 
wider issues that the member has brought to the 
chamber in this important debate. Scotland 
established the first municipal fire service in the 
world, and that service, and the remarkable 
bravery and contribution of those in it, is as 
important today as it has ever been. Indeed, it is 
important that we prepare for and adapt to the 
challenges of climate change coming at us—
which, in an international context, we have limited 
capacity to change—and our fire service is a key 
part of that. I note the welcome commitment in the 
programme for government to expand the role of 
the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service; I know that 
the FBU and the service have wanted to do that for 
some time, and it is great that those proposals are 
progressing constructively. 

Secondly, I will speak to a specific issue that is 
local to my constituency. I know that there are 
members in the chamber today, and others 
beyond, who are disappointed in the outcome of 
the service delivery review. For my constituency of 
Edinburgh North Eastern and Leith, however, 
there is some positive news, in that Marionville fire 
station was not recommended for closure in the 
end. I raise that point because, as has been said, 
there were unfortunately more fires on Arthur’s 
Seat this summer. During my time as a 
constituency MSP for the north-eastern side of the 
city and Leith, Marionville fire station has, 
importantly, saved lives and stopped damage on 
several occasions. 

The response time that Marionville delivers to an 
extremely highly populated and growing part of our 
capital city cannot be underestimated. That is why 
there was a strong and persuasive campaign to 
the SFRS board from community councils; local 
politicians, including myself; and members of the 
public to save Marionville fire station. We know 
that response times matter, and that this city is 
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growing more than anywhere else in the country. 
Although we know that the Marionville building 
contains reinforced autoclaved aerated concrete—
that is a reality—and that there is welcome 
investment in other stations in the capital city, 
including the spades-in-the-ground work that 
recently began on building a new Liberton fire 
station, a refurbished McDonald Road fire station, 
and potentially additional capacity to fill at 
Newcraighall, Marionville fire station is an 
important asset for the constituents whom I 
represent and for our growing and thriving capital 
city. 

As we move forward to consider the proposals 
in the service delivery review and beyond, 
therefore, I would like to use this opportunity 
constructively to ask the cabinet secretary if I can, 
in due course, meet him to discuss Marionville fire 
station and the fact that, while there is RAAC there 
that needs to be dealt with, the station is a public 
sector asset and a key part of our capital city that 
needs to be maintained. The fire station must be 
preserved so that if there is, unfortunately, another 
fire on Arthur’s Seat, or if one of the tower blocks 
or the other residential or commercial properties at 
the dock goes on fire, Marionville firefighters can 
continue to do what they have done so well for so 
long, which is to be there for public safety and to 
save lives. 

18:00 
Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Lab): I begin by 

thanking Katy Clark for bringing the debate to 
Parliament, particularly while the issue of fires is 
fresh in our minds. We need only walk 100 yards 
to Arthur’s Seat to see that wildfires are a reality 
for many. “Dismay” is absolutely the right word to 
describe the reaction to the decision taken by the 
Scottish Fire and Rescue Service board. 

Between 2014 and 2020 there were 101 
wildfires greater than 30 hectares. That is an 
average of 14 per year in the years up to 2020. In 
2025, there were 241 wildfires over 30 hectares in 
size. So far this year, there have been 72. While 
the total number for this year may be down, the 
severity is much worse. The Cairngorms wildfire 
raged for weeks in July and August 2026, and it 
required the evacuation of Nethy Bridge, exposing 
a service that has been hollowed out by a decade 
of underfunding. Just prior to that wildfire, the 
Scottish Fire and Rescue Service board ratified a 
package of service reductions—let us call them 
cuts—including fire station closures and reduced 
overnight and weekend coverage. The scale of the 
Cairngorms disaster reinforces arguments that 
reducing the number of appliances and coverage 
of areas leaves the country vulnerable during 
major climate emergencies. 

We undoubtedly need to fund efforts to combat 
wildfires. That is a reality of the world that we live 
in. However, it is not an excuse to steal from Peter 
to pay Paul.  

Turning to my constituency, in response to a 
parliamentary question, the Scottish Government 
confirmed a cut of £626,000 to Helensburgh fire 
station, resulting in a move from 24/7 cover for a 
population of 15,000 people to a day shift for 
weekdays and an on-call service at evenings and 
weekends. For most of the week, local firefighters 
need to rush from their homes or workplaces to 
their station, and only then to incidents, when 
emergency calls come in. Average response times 
have risen from 6 minutes 50 seconds to 8 minutes 
20 seconds—a 20 per cent increase in a decade. 
The recent changes will make matters worse. We 
are moving in the wrong direction, against the 
wishes of firefighters and those who responded to 
the consultation. The Scottish National Party 
pressed on anyway—but, surprise, surprise, not 
until after the election. 

Overstretched resources have already caused 
average response times across Scotland to 
increase. Adding new statutory tasks such as 
flooding and water rescue, fire safety training and 
data gathering to the duties of fewer crews means 
that they are less available to respond to traditional 
life-saving fire and rescue emergencies. Because 
core funding is being squeezed, the SFRS has had 
to cut front-line fire engines, reduce high-reach 
capabilities and approve a series of fire station 
closures and service downgrades. 

Neil Gray: There are a number of points in 
Jackie Baillie’s comments that need to be 
addressed. The first is that, as I pointed out to Katy 
Clark, the service delivery review has not delivered 
a penny of savings, nor a reduction in service. It 
will actually increase capacity, with an additional 
appliance across the country. 

Does Jackie Baillie also recognise that the 
average number of call-outs at Helensburgh was 
one per day, and that having the service as it is 
configured and as it has been set out—not by the 
SNP but by the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service—is therefore appropriate to meet the 
demands that are being placed on the 
Helensburgh service? 

Jackie Baillie: That was a bit like a speech, 
rather than an intervention, but let me just say to 
the cabinet secretary that no growth in numbers, 
more demands and flat cash is a cut in anybody’s 
book. Simply describing call-outs as happening 
once per day makes no attempt to assess the risk 
that is clearly there. 

I will finish by talking about the overstretched 
resources, because core funding is being 
squeezed. The Government has tried to argue that 
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the review is not a cut. Is money being reinvested 
into new climate change-related problems such as 
wildfires and floods? Very few people would argue 
against that need for investment but, for the people 
of Helensburgh and 10 more towns and cities like 
it, that is a cut—a cut that will be dangerous for 
families and that will leave homes and businesses 
vulnerable. The Government should be ready to 
get in behind firefighters to help them do their job 
and adapt to the changing landscape of increased 
threats through increased investment—and not at 
the expense of others. 

The cuts are short-sighted and are driven by a 
desire to save money, when the priority should be 
the safety of residents. 

I ask the Cabinet Secretary to break the habit of 
a lifetime and trust front-line firefighters and local 
people, and ensure that local services such as 
those in Helensburgh are adequately resourced. 
Support must be scaled up to tackle wildfires and 
floods as we battle with the impact of climate 
change. The Government must reverse its cuts. 

18:05 
David Smith (West Scotland) (Reform): I 

thank Katy Clark for bringing this debate to the 
Parliament. Her motion uses the word “dismay”. I 
agree with the sentiment of the term, but on this 
occasion I do not think that that is the right one. 
“Dismay” implies that we should be shocked, but I 
do not think that we should be shocked by the hard 
decisions that the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service has had to take. I think that we should all 
be alarmed. The decisions that the service has had 
to take were inevitable due to consecutive real-
terms funding cuts over a period of 14 years by the 
Scottish Government. 

The cuts to the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service have already been raised in the 
Parliament during this session. In response, the 
Government has simply shrugged its shoulders 
and said that the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service 
is responsible for operational decisions and has 
turned the blame back on the service. However, 
this Parliament cannot and should not blame the 
Scottish Fire and Rescue Service. These are not 
operational decisions; they are purely financial 
decisions that are driven by financial cuts. The 
blame for the situation must lie with the Scottish 
Government. 

Neil Gray: I have to challenge that gross 
inaccuracy. The service delivery review is, by its 
nature, an operational matter. It is led by the 
Scottish Fire and Rescue Service, and it is based 
on operational demands, not on making savings. 

David Smith: I disagree. The record will show 
that, when this issue was raised previously, the 
minister said that these were operational decisions 

that were taken by the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service. To me, that is pushing the blame on to 
somebody else, and it is just not right. 

On 20 August last year, I attended a public 
meeting at the Victoria halls. Jackie Baillie was 
there, too, and I would like to take a moment to 
thank her for her hard work supporting the 
campaign to retain Helensburgh fire station as a 
24/7 service. 

The presentation from the Scottish Fire and 
Rescue Service on 20 August laid bare the 
financial difficulties that it faces. It was impressed 
upon everyone in the room just how much the 
range of services being delivered by the service 
has expanded, with little or no additional funding. 
It was also impressed upon us just how difficult it 
is to provide a full range of coverage across the 
West Scotland region, especially when there are 
multiple emergencies. The motion is right to 
highlight the real-terms cuts that have occurred 
since 2012. 

In 2022, the Scottish Government introduced 
the expanded fire alarm standard, which is 
welcome. We should also take into account other 
mitigations, such as fewer people smoking indoors 
and a lot fewer people using deep-fat fryers. Those 
are mitigations that reduce the likelihood of 
household fires. However, on the flip side, we also 
have new increases in risk through the use of 
hybrid and electric vehicles on our roads, which 
cause new challenges to the Scottish Fire and 
Rescue Service. We also seem to be inundated by 
cheap electrical items, such as mobile phone 
chargers and battery packs purchased online, 
which are increasingly becoming responsible for 
starting fires. 

We should also take note that, across Scotland, 
we are experiencing a housing emergency, with 
many of our homes becoming overcrowded, 
meaning that the amount of risk activity within each 
property is also increasing. Coupled with that, we 
are also seeing increased congestion in built-up 
areas and a seemingly never-ending series of 
roadworks, which are creating significant problems 
in terms of the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service’s 
ability to get to incidents. 

When the union representative from the Scottish 
Fire and Rescue Service addressed the meeting in 
Helensburgh last August, his message was not a 
simple series of statements of fact; it was an 
emotional appeal for help. The Scottish Fire and 
Rescue Service has a long and proud tradition. 
Our firefighters are among the most trusted public 
service workers in our society, but they will only 
ever be able to do the tasks that they are funded 
to do. The Scottish Fire and Rescue Service will 
always do its very best for everyone in our society, 
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and I believe that it is essential that everyone in 
this Parliament does their very best for it in return. 

18:10 
Maggie Chapman (North East Scotland) 

(Green): I am grateful to Katy Clark for securing 
this debate. 

I begin by again expressing on the record my 
solidarity with the firefighters and control staff in 
the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service. I thank them 
for everything that they do to keep all of our 
communities safe. 

Nearly three years ago, I was proud to host the 
launch of the FBU’s “Firestorm” report, which 
exposed not a service with too many resources, 
but a service that was being asked to do more and 
more with less and less. Since 2013, more than 
1,250 firefighter jobs have been lost. Response 
times have increased, appliances have been taken 
off the run, training and equipment have come 
under pressure and firefighters themselves have 
been telling us that cuts are affecting operational 
safety. In the survey for the report, more than 85 
per cent of firefighters said that reductions in 
resources or crewing had adversely affected 
operational performance. Now, we are being 
asked to accept another round of reductions as 
being somehow inevitable. 

The SFRS board has decided to downgrade the 
station in Balmossie, in my region, remove the 
whole-time appliance from the station and retain 
just one on-call appliance while reinstating the 
second whole-time appliance at the Kingsway 
East fire station in Dundee. SFRS describes this 
as matching resources to risk and demand. 
However, its own assessment admits that the 
change will mean increased first-appliance 
response times within the local area. That matters, 
because when somebody is trapped in a burning 
building, an extra minute is not an accounting 
abstraction; it can be the difference between 
rescue and tragedy. 

We know that, because of severe staffing gaps 
and recruitment challenges, safe staffing levels 
cannot always be guaranteed. Three firefighters 
cannot perform safely the full range of tasks that 
require to be performed at a serious incident. They 
cannot simply compensate for the missing fourth 
or fifth firefighter by working harder. 

A three-person crew means one driver, one 
officer overseeing operations, and one firefighter. 
The FBU is crystal clear that that arrangement is 
hazardous for firefighters and dangerous for the 
public, because crews trained to operate as larger 
teams cannot safely undertake lifesaving 
interventions without sufficient numbers. 

The “Firestorm” report makes the broader point 
clear, and the FBU has called for the agreed safe 
crewing model to be enforced. I therefore ask the 
cabinet secretary and the SFRS board to commit, 
clearly and always, to a safe crewing model. 
Further, I ask for this Parliament to be given an 
assurance that no firefighter will be sent into a 
dangerous incident with an unsafe number of 
colleagues simply because the service cannot 
afford to crew the appliance properly. 

We also need to remember that the SFRS is an 
all-hazards service. We know that the climate 
emergency means more extreme weather, 
flooding and wildfires. The “Firestorm” report 
warned that the SFRS was already inadequately 
equipped to respond to the climate emergency and 
called for investment in wildfire equipment, PPE 
and training. We have seen some of the evidence 
of that need just recently. 

We cannot respond to these growing risks by 
shrinking the service. The answer is not to ask 
firefighters to carry more risk; it is to invest in them. 
That means proper staffing, safe crewing, decent 
stations with decontamination facilities, modern 
equipment, regular training and sufficient 
appliances being available when people call 999. 

The FBU’s demands are straightforward: no 
further cuts to firefighter numbers; no reduction in 
fire cover; no reduction in crewing levels; safety for 
crews; investment in stations; and sustained real-
terms investment in the service from the Scottish 
Government. Those demands are not extravagant. 
They are not outrageous. They represent the 
minimum that we should expect from a 
Government that takes public safety seriously. 
That is why this debate matters. 

The Scottish Government must listen to 
firefighters and communities and reverse this race 
to the bottom. Public safety should never be 
balanced against a spreadsheet. Cuts to fire cover 
are not efficiencies. They are risks being 
transferred on to firefighters and on to our 
communities. We cannot accept that. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): Due to the number of members who 
wish to speak in this debate, I am minded to accept 
a motion without notice under rule 8.14.3 to extend 
the debate by up to 30 minutes. 

Motion moved, 
That, under Rule 8.14.3, the debate be extended by up 

to 30 minutes.—[Katy Clark] 

Motion agreed to. 
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18:15 
Meghan Gallacher (Central Scotland and 

Lothians West) (Con): I also acknowledge the 
work that Katy Clark has undertaken in this area. 

As many members across the chamber have 
outlined, I am deeply concerned about the 
decision that has been taken by the Scottish Fire 
and Rescue Service to proceed with the service 
changes, despite significant opposition from 
members of the public and concerns raised by the 
communities that we represent. 

Cumbernauld fire station is crewed by two 
whole-time appliances, both of which are staffed 
24 hours a day, seven days a week. The 
conclusion of the review means that the second 
appliance at Cumbernauld fire station will instead 
operate on an on-call basis during evenings and 
weekends, with crews available remotely via a 
pager service. The proposed changes could 
lengthen the response times of the first and 
second appliances. I think that we can all agree 
that, in an emergency, every second matters. Any 
increase in response times could limit the ability of 
firefighters to reach incidents quickly, tackle fires 
effectively and carry out rescues in an incident. I 
believe that the changes have the potential to have 
a real impact on safety, not to mention on the 
firefighters, who are understandably concerned 
about their future as emergency responders. 

There is currently a petition regarding the 
proposed changes at Cumbernauld fire station, 
which has already gathered 3,739 signatures. That 
demonstrates the strength of feeling within the 
community. However, Cumbernauld fire station 
does not solely service Cumbernauld. The station 
also provides cover for Moodiesburn, Chryston, 
Muirhead, Stepps and Kilsyth, all of which would 
have to be covered by just one appliance under the 
proposed changes. 

The impact does not stop there. The Cabinet 
Secretary for Justice’s area would also be 
impacted. Last week, an appliance from 
Cumbernauld responded to a fire at a local 
business in Airdrie, alongside an appliance from 
Coatbridge. It is entirely foreseeable that, if the 
proposals go ahead, the uncertainty around the 
availability of on-call crews, combined with the 
possibility of other incidents taking place at the 
same time, might mean that appliances that could 
otherwise be deployed to incidents in Airdrie or 
elsewhere are simply not available. If that 
happens, response times will increase. That could 
lead to worse outcomes and, in the most serious 
circumstances, devastating consequences. I do 
not think that any one of us wants to be in a 
position where we have to come to the chamber 
with a question for the Scottish Government about 
something that has happened in spite of the fact 

that we already raised it in the chamber as a 
possibility. 

We keep hearing from the Scottish Government 
that these are simply operational decisions for the 
Scottish Fire and Rescue Service, but surely we 
have now reached the point where Scottish 
ministers must intervene. When decisions about 
the availability of emergency responders have the 
potential to impact public safety, the Scottish 
Government cannot shirk responsibility. 

The Fire Brigades Union has been clear about 
its concerns that cuts to the fire service will mean 
a loss of emergency responders and a loss of 
equipment. When the chief fire officer tells us that 
there has been a real-terms reduction of around 18 
per cent in the resource budget since 2013, we 
must ask whether those decisions can genuinely 
be viewed as purely operational matters. 

We understand the issues that have been raised 
so far. Ben Macpherson was right to raise the 
issue of RAAC, which we all understand and want 
to be dealt with. However, there is a need for the 
Scottish Government to accept responsibility. 

At the end of the day, the question that we need 
to ask ourselves as a Parliament is very simple: 
are we genuinely confident that the changes will 
maintain the level of fire and rescue service cover 
that our communities deserve? If the answer is no, 
the Scottish Government must use this opportunity 
and act now. 

18:20 
Yi-pei Chou Turvey (North East Scotland) 

(LD): Like my colleagues before me, I thank the 
Scottish Fire and Rescue Service for all that it does 
for the lives of residents. 

The Scottish Liberal Democrats have been 
consistent in our call for properly funded front-line 
services. The residents of North East Scotland 
have concerns about the future of our local fire 
stations. Between the closure of the dormant 
Nethy Bridge fire station on our doorstep just 
before the summer’s wildfire and the fact that 
Dundee’s Balmossie fire station is being 
downgraded, while two new fire stations will be 
built in East Lothian and Glasgow, it makes them 
wonder whether decisions are again being made 
that affect the north-east while the central belt is 
always the priority and the focus. These are 
decisions that affect residents, businesses and our 
natural environment. 

The climate crisis will keep adding to the 
pressure on, and the risk to, the Scottish Fire and 
Rescue Service. There is the wildfire risk due to 
dry summers; the autumn and winter flooding; and 
the lack of funding to our local government to help 
with snow clearing and the improvement of our 
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vast road and bridge network. That sadly 
increases the rate of traffic collisions and extends 
the travel time for emergency response vehicles, 
hindering accessibility for the SFRS in helping our 
residents in North East Scotland. 

Katy Clark’s motion mentions 1,250 job losses. 
What are we doing in real life to help with 
recruitment? We have really keen young people—
girls and lads—who have the calling to serve, but 
for those who live in the north-east of Scotland, 
having to go all the way to Glasgow to start their 
training journey takes up time and impacts on the 
possibility of achieving their dream. 

Our local fire stations are trying their best to 
recruit on-call firefighters to help with the loss of 
those jobs, but in a large rural region, the 
possibility of recruiting those people is highly 
impacted by their work or home location and the 
distance to the fire station. We need to work 
alongside the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service to 
create a safe proposal for strong partnership 
working with the community, to increase the use of 
targeted prevention and collect data to help with 
the recruitment of permanent and on-call 
firefighters, supporting the resilience of our local 
government and communities to prepare for the 
future. 

18:22 
Carol Mochan (South Scotland) (Lab): I thank 

my colleague, Katy Clark, for securing the debate, 
and I welcome all the contributions from other 
members. I was unable to get into the debate last 
week on wildfires, but I want members to know that 
I found many of the points that were raised in that 
debate extremely important. We must continue to 
take climate change seriously and understand not 
only the role of the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service in managing the dangers to our 
communities, but its valuable role in understanding 
climate change. 

The Scottish Fire and Rescue Service is a 
cornerstone of every community across the 
country. The public respect its efforts and wants to 
see its role supported and sustained, yet it seems 
that, every year, the service is met with more cuts 
coming down the pipeline. Since the Scottish Fire 
and Rescue Service was formed in 2013, as we 
heard from other members, we have seen £900 
million of cuts and the loss of more than 1,200 
firefighters. The public are probably not fully aware 
of that—in fact, I think that they would be appalled 
to know the true scale of the damage that has been 
done to our firefighting capabilities in their 
communities. 

The service delivery review clearly shows that 
many stations and facilities require serious 
upgrading and that more money is needed, as we 

know, for assets to fight fires and for equipment for 
firefighters. As the motion sets out clearly, we need 
sustained investment to ensure that the service 
can operate fully and—importantly, as other 
members have said—keep the public safe. 

The Scottish Fire and Rescue Service is a 
unionised workforce of members who stand up for 
themselves, and that is incredibly important. The 
Fire Brigades Union is relentless in its support not 
only for firefighters, but for communities and 
businesses across Scotland. The Government 
would do well to include the FBU in decision 
making and planning, because that would ensure 
that the service meets the modern-day demands 
of our communities. 

Like the Fire Brigades Union, I welcome the 
Government’s manifesto commitment to progress 
role expansion for Scotland’s firefighters, with 
additional funding, but that must be delivered 
swiftly and with the full participation of the FBU. 

We must also, however, demand increased 
funding to the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service to 
reverse more than a decade of real-terms cuts in 
order to ensure that the service is fully resourced 
and equipped and that firefighters are trained. 
Other members have mentioned the 
Government’s poor response on the upgrading of 
equipment and the poor infrastructure and facilities 
that firefighters have. We know that firefighters 
are, at times, put in danger as a result of their work, 
and they do not always have the facilities to make 
sure that they retain their health. That cannot go 
on. 

I urge the cabinet secretary to support the Fire 
Brigades Union’s calls for a national conversation 
on Scotland’s wildfire preparedness. If I had been 
able to speak in the wildfire debate last week, I 
would have asked the cabinet secretary what 
attempts he had made to work across portfolios. 
This issue is about community preparation, water 
availability and land management. With an 
unsettled future for our climate and the related 
emergencies that could come from that, as we 
know, we must work across portfolios. That is the 
only way to increase our understanding and 
delivery. The Fire Brigades Union has been clear 
that it is happy to work with the Government on 
that. It is important that the cabinet secretary takes 
these issues seriously, and I hope that he will work 
with the men and women of the service to make 
sure that they can continue to save lives, as they 
have done for so long. 

18:27 
Rachael Hamilton (Ettrick, Roxburgh and 

Berwickshire) (Con): I thank Katy Clark for 
bringing this important debate to the chamber, and 
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I thank the firefighters who have joined us in the 
public gallery. 

I was surprised by the outcome of the service 
delivery review, and the worst fears of my 
constituents in Hawick were confirmed. They had 
put together huge opposition and a petition against 
the decision that was made about Hawick—for 
many reasons, which I will explain as I make 
progress. Their concerns were clear from the start, 
and I joined them. We were as one during the 
whole process, and we supported the firefighters. 
There have been many cross-party events inside 
and outside this place. 

In response to a point that Katy Clark made, it 
seems that the level of opposition was almost 
disproportionate to the outcome of the review, and 
the people who fought against these decisions felt 
powerless. I watched the decisions being made 
online, when the SFRS was discussing every 
single fire station, and I honestly thought that it 
would not make the decision that it did about 
Hawick, for many reasons, which I will explain to 
the cabinet secretary. 

The first reason is that we are the first area in 
Scotland to have a Center Parcs facility. That is a 
huge investment—it is just outside Hawick. The 
cover at the fire station is now going to be 
downgraded from full-time 24-hour cover to 
daytime-only provision, just as many of my 
colleagues have described today. All the people 
going to Center Parcs will be arriving and leaving 
in cars because there is no train station in Hawick; 
that went with the Beeching cuts in the 1960s. 
They will be arriving along the A7 and down the 
A68 across from Dumfries and Galloway—neither 
of those roads are particularly great, and the 
firefighters also respond to road traffic accidents. 

We also have huge concerns about battery 
storage. Recently, planning applications for 
battery storage in our area have been approved. 
Again, that is a new development to meet the 
Government’s net zero commitments, and local 
people are very concerned about it. It seems to be 
following a pattern of hollowing out public services, 
in particular in rural areas like the Borders. 

Ben Macpherson: Similarly to the remarks that 
I made around Marionville station in my 
constituency, does Rachael Hamilton agree that, 
collectively, we have to give careful consideration 
not only to what the needs may be in a decade’s 
time but also beyond that: that we need to 
preserve public assets to the greatest extent and 
consider future demand? 

Rachael Hamilton: Ben Macpherson makes an 
important point. The Scottish Government energy 
strategy will not be published in full until 2027. We 
are getting all of these renewables and 
developments in place, and everyone is crying out 

for economic growth and infrastructure 
investment, and we need to retain public services, 
even if they need to be improved because of 
issues with RAAC. I am listening to you, Ben 
Macpherson. The decision to overturn the closure 
at Marionville was great for your constituency, but 
many of us have been left in really detrimental 
situations. 

I was grateful to David Farries, who is the 
assistant chief officer at the SFRS, for meeting me, 
councillors and my colleague John Lamont MP at 
the Hawick fire station. However, all that we could 
agree on is that there would be a review—because 
there was not one—about how the outcomes 
would work in practice. We agreed that that needs 
to be looked at, and that the service must not be 
detrimentally affected by these changes. 

I echo a lot of what has been said today. I read 
the briefing from the Fire Brigades Union and the 
Government cannot hide from the fact that 1,200 
firefighter jobs have been lost since 2012-13 and 
that response times are up 20 per cent. In this 
financial year alone, a £74 million reduction in real 
terms in SFRS funding has been enacted. Those 
cuts are the most significant of all front-line service 
cuts in the entire time of the reductions. I just hope 
that the person who is responsible for making 
these decisions does not have to be responsible 
for any fatalities that happen on the back of this. 

18:32 
Victor Currie (Highlands and Islands) 

(Reform): I thank Katy Clark for bringing this 
debate to the chamber, especially given the recent 
events that have been mentioned, which have so 
badly affected families and businesses, not only in 
my own region but across the whole of Scotland. 

I pay tribute to the personnel of the Scottish Fire 
and Rescue Service who risk their lives and 
dedicate their expertise to our nation’s emergency 
response capacity, and in particular to the 
firefighter who tragically lost his life fighting the fire 
at the Jenners fire in Edinburgh in 2023. 

As I rise to make my speech, I am reminded of 
when I was a young officer in the Royal Navy 
visiting a Vanguard-class submarine: a vessel that 
makes an irreplaceable contribution to our 
strategic nuclear deterrent. During that visit, one of 
my fellow guests asked: “We spend billions of 
pounds on the construction and maintenance of 
these weapons, but they are, thankfully, never 
used. Could that money not be better spent 
elsewhere? What are they supposed to do, other 
than sitting there doing nothing?” The captain 
replied: “What they are supposed to do is exactly 
what they are doing right now: doing nothing.” 

I know that an increased number of fire stations 
or equipment will not, in and of themselves, deter 
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or prevent a fire from starting and spreading. 
However, it is a question of capacity to deal with 
the ultimate emergency, should it ever happen. As 
we have heard, it is indisputable that, over a 10-
year period from 2012, personnel numbers 
decreased by 15 per cent. However, have we seen 
a corresponding decrease in the risk of fire 
emergencies? 

Globally, instances of wildfires have decreased 
to record lows, sitting at around 50 per cent of the 
levels seen in the year 2000. Regionally, however, 
in our area of operations, we have seen a steady 
increase in the instances of wildfires. And yet, in 
the face of this, in the Highlands, we have seen 
station closures formalised at Nethy Bridge, 
Ratagan and Isle of Muck, and at Fetlar in 
Shetland. 

I do not presume to know the Government’s 
position, but I predict that mitigation will be 
furnished in the form of increased efficiencies, 
wider safety awareness initiatives and the 
centralisation of services. However, in remote and 
rural areas, 100 miles is still 100 miles, and that 
cannot be overcome by efficiencies, especially in 
the face of ongoing transport problems and trunk 
road upgrades, and when a team reaches an area, 
a fire engine cannot be in two places at once if 
there is another incident. 

As Ben Macpherson and Rachael Hamilton 
touched on, there are wider risks that relate to 
battery storage sites, proposed artificial 
intelligence hyperscale data centres and the fact 
that the review did not seem to take into account 
ongoing and future increases in regional 
infrastructure, such as major leisure resorts and 
residential developments, which will increase local 
demand.  

I am offering members a short summary of the 
increased burden and risk of potential fires. Under 
this Government, there is not only a staffing and 
infrastructure level that does not increase 
correspondingly with the risk, but a centralisation 
of capacity away from remote areas, which is 
compounding more than a decade of previous 
cuts. The safety of the Scottish people should 
never be at the mercy of budgeting pressures, and 
I urge a rethink and a new plan that ensures that 
communities across not only the Highlands and 
Islands but the whole of Scotland are safe and 
have a well-resourced, well-staffed fire and rescue 
service that is fit for the 21st century. 

18:36 
Tim Eagle (Highlands and Islands) (Con): I 

thank Katy Clark for bringing an excellent 
members’ business debate to the Parliament, 
which follows on the back of Andrew Baxter’s 
members’ business debate on wildfires last week. 

I do not get the opportunity to make decisions in 
this Parliament. However, all of us in the 
Opposition can represent our constituents as best 
we can. For an issue such as wildfires, I feel that I 
need to come in on every single debate that I 
possibly can. 

Ben Macpherson: I will make just one 
correction, having fairly recently rejoined the back 
benches from the Government. I urge Tim Eagle 
to take on board the responsibility—as I know that 
he does and probably meant to—that we make 
decisions as a Parliament. Yes, the executive has 
much decision-making power, but it is us 
collectively, as the legislature, that make the 
decisions. 

Tim Eagle: I would love to have a debate in the 
Parliament on that, because I am not sure that I 
agree; I do not think that we have the ability to 
make decisions. We might be able to try to get 
amendments through, but having spent two years 
sat here trying to get reasonable amendments 
agreed to, I do not think that we make decisions as 
a Parliament. Frankly, the SNP makes decisions 
and it just imposes them on the rest of us. 
However, I will move on, and I agree with the point 
that we should try to be consensual where we can. 

Last week, I tried to be consensual in Andrew 
Baxter’s debate. I genuinely wanted to impress 
upon the Government that there is a problem and 
that we did not learn enough from the wildfires last 
year, which led to a major blaze in the Cairngorms 
this year. We simply cannot allow that to happen 
again next year. 

This debate is about the fire service in full, but I 
want to make a couple of local points. Lots of 
members have raised points today about risk, and 
the fire service has amended its plan according to 
risk. However, I am worried. I agree with Victor 
Currie that there are worries that, although the fire 
service has taken account of historical data, it has 
not thought about the future, which includes the 
emerging risk of wildfires, future energy 
infrastructure and growing communities. We need 
to have the ability to cover large areas with 
potentially multiple fires as quickly as possible, and 
I am not satisfied that the service review will 
enable the fire service to do that. 

There are two specific points that I will raise on 
behalf of my community, one of which is about 
Aviemore fire station. We can all agree that 
Aviemore is right at the heart of the Cairngorms 
national park and an incredibly busy location 
during the tourist season, and that the area has 
just had the largest ever wildfire in the United 
Kingdom. Yet, Aviemore fire station is a tier 2 fire 
station for wildfires. That is out of four tiers, if 
anybody knows the system—tier 1 is basically 
nothing, while tier 4 has a wildfire tactical advisor. 



123  8 SEPTEMBER 2026  124 

 

I would have thought that the major fire station 
in the heart of the Cairngorms national park should 
be at least tier 3, which under the tiered system 
would mean having a Ford Ranger, with a Polaris 
all-terrain vehicle with a fogging lance unit on a 
trailer. I am not sure that I know what all that 
means, but good equipment would be in place. 
However, the fire service has the fire station at tier 
2. I tried to ask in the community, “Why is that? 
That is a bit odd.” Apparently, it is because the fire 
service does not have the storage to put that 
equipment in. The cabinet secretary needs to step 
in, because this is a dangerous area. The fire 
station should be at least tier 3, if not tier 4. 

I turn now to the second thing that members of 
the fire service came to me about. There was a fire 
in June in Fearn, which is close to Balintore fire 
station. It has a community response unit, a 
vehicle and volunteers ready to go, but the fire 
service would not let them. A shed caught fire, 
causing a huge blaze, but the volunteers were 
stood down. They were told that they could not 
take action, despite the fact that the community 
and a significant local employer were pleading with 
them to take action. It took much longer for the fire 
service to come in. The volunteers contacted me, 
saying, “Isn’t this crazy? We are fully trained. We 
have a vehicle ready to go, yet we cannot get 
involved in this fire.” They faced criticism from the 
local community after that incident. Firefighters 
should not be put in that position. 

I ask the cabinet secretary to look into incidents 
such as that, so that, if there is a trained crew—
and they were a trained crew—with the 
appropriate equipment in place who are willing to 
tackle such fires, they should be allowed to do so. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): The final speech in the open debate is 
from Paul Sweeney. 

18:40 
Paul Sweeney (Glasgow) (Lab): I thank my 

friend Ms Clark, a member for West Scotland, for 
lodging the motion, which I was happy to sign. I 
welcome firefighters from across the country to the 
public gallery. 

The recent decisions by the Scottish Fire and 
Rescue Service board represent some of the most 
profound front-line cuts to my city of Glasgow in 
decades, under the guise of a service delivery 
review. Glasgow is being subjected to a managed 
decline of its essential emergency infrastructure. 
The closure of Yorkhill fire station in the west end 
removes a strategically vital asset. The station 
covers complex residential profiles, major 
universities and the Scottish Event Campus, as 
well as river safety along the north bank of the 
River Clyde. Indeed, when the station was opened 

in 1971 it was originally known as West Marine fire 
station.  

On the south bank of the river, in Govan, a 
community with a proud industrial heritage, where 
I worked at the shipyard, the permanent removal 
of the second appliance strips away vital resilience 
in an area with the country’s largest hospital and 
heavy industry. For Springburn, a community 
already suffering from systemic underinvestment, 
losing a dedicated full-time appliance is another 
blow and is very worrying for public safety.  

The Fire Brigades Union has been crystal clear 
on the matter. Removing the appliances from three 
stations across the city of Glasgow will increase 
response times, reduce city-wide resilience and 
leave Glaswegians less safe—and it is happening 
in the wake of one of the most disastrous fires in 
the history of the city, at Union Street earlier this 
year. We are repeatedly told by the cabinet 
secretary and the service board that there is no 
capital budget available to maintain or modernise 
the facilities, yet they are sitting on prime urban 
real estate across Glasgow. As we have seen with 
the proposed redevelopment of Cowcaddens fire 
station, the concept should be expanded to other 
sites in urban locations. The member for 
Edinburgh North Eastern and Leith raised an 
important example in Edinburgh about what could 
be done with the real estate there. 

Instead of retreating and abandoning these 
municipal buildings, we should be showing real 
financial imagination by adopting a mixed-use 
model. By utilising air rights and building high-
density residential flats directly above modernised 
appliance bays, we can capture local land value to 
cross-subsidise our emergency services. That co-
location approach is already well developed in 
major North American cities, and it would allow us 
to rebuild standalone 1980s facilities such as that 
at Springburn, alongside the adjacent ambulance 
station, as well as retaining vital urban sites such 
as Yorkhill, without draining the capital budget. 
That would turn our fire stations into dual-purpose 
assets that actively tackle the housing emergency 
amid a major shortage of sites. 

We should consider broadening our horizon 
more generally in what we can use a modern fire 
station for, in the interests of wider public safety 
and health. Across the United States, in places 
such as Providence, which I visited over the 
summer, fire stations have pioneered the safe 
stations model, transforming 24-hour civic 
buildings into immediate, non-judgmental access 
points for individuals seeking recovery from 
addiction.  

In a city such as Glasgow, which is currently 
fighting a devastating drug deaths crisis, our fire 
stations could be repurposed as holistic 
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community safety hubs, offering low-barrier harm 
reduction and addiction pathway support 
alongside operational firefighting, rather than just 
being boarded up or scaled back. We could also 
utilise new technologies such as drones, which 
would dramatically improve incident command and 
situational awareness, as well as considering how 
to improve water and river safety at sites near 
major rivers such as the River Clyde. 

We cannot accept an estate strategy that 
hollows out our city, nor can we allow a lack of 
imagination to mean a further dismantling of front-
line resilience. I urge the cabinet secretary to 
intervene and halt those damaging cuts, and to 
direct the fire service to explore innovative new 
ways of developing its estates with new funding, 
using air rights and expanding community health 
roles across the fire brigade estate. 

18:44 
The Cabinet Secretary for Justice (Neil 

Gray): I thank Katy Clark for leading the debate, 
and I begin at the outset by profoundly agreeing 
with her over our thanks to firefighters and SFRS 
staff. In that vein, I put on record my thanks to all 
who work in the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service 
for all that they do to protect our communities. 
Their work as a front-line service is hugely 
appreciated. We all know from the summer 
wildfires how important their work is, and I am 
immensely grateful to them. 

The service delivery review was a safety-
focused modernisation programme that was 
designed to ensure that Scotland has a fire and 
rescue service that is adaptable and fit for the 
future. Based on the evidence, we should all agree 
with that. 

As we have seen this summer, the types of fire 
risk that we face as a nation continue to change. 
As an illustration, dwelling fires have reduced by 
more than 20 per cent since 2013 and, between 
2009-10 and 2024-25, there was a 33 per cent 
reduction in non-fatal fire casualties and a 32 per 
cent reduction in fatal fire casualties. Although 
those are meaningful reductions, which reflect the 
incredibly focused efforts of our fire service and the 
extremely important prevention work that it does in 
our communities, our changing climate means that 
the risks of both wildfires and flooding are growing. 
It is essential that the SFRS adapts to face those 
changes and challenges. 

Katy Clark: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Neil Gray: I will if I get a chance in due course. 

The recommendations that are informed by the 
review will deliver the changes that are needed to 
protect communities and ensure that the Scottish 

Fire and Rescue Service adapts to the changing 
demands and risks. The review concluded that 
some stations and appliances are not in the right 
places to meet current and future risk and 
demands. Towns, cities, rural areas and 
community demand have changed in many 
places, so it is right that the service supports those 
communities and that community needs are 
aligned with demand. Changing the crewing model 
will match resources to local risk and demand. 

Although some of the options naturally achieve 
savings, others will lead to new investment—
contrary to what Katy Clark set out. Any savings 
will be reinvested by the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service to ensure that resources are in the right 
areas. There will be no reduction in the Scottish 
Fire and Rescue Service budget, nor in firefighters, 
as a result of the service delivery review. Overall, 
delivering the review will lead to an additional fire 
appliance for Scotland and will liberate 69 posts 
that can be redistributed to support emerging 
priorities, including firefighter and community 
safety and other preventive measures that are 
needed to continue to support the downward trend 
in dwelling fires and the increase in climate-related 
emergencies. 

Katy Clark: The cabinet secretary’s contention 
seems to be that there will not be cuts. Across the 
chamber, we have heard many examples of cuts. 
To use an example from my region, at Greenock, 
15 firefighter roles will be lost, and a whole-time 
second appliance, which had been temporarily 
withdrawn for a period, will be permanently 
removed. That is expected to save £426,000 and, 
according to the fire service, will lead to a 
moderate increase in response times. Surely the 
examples that the cabinet secretary has been 
given are cuts to jobs, appliances and the service. 

Neil Gray: No. I reiterate that there will be no 
reduction in the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service 
budget, nor in firefighters, as a result of the service 
delivery review. Indeed, overall, the review will 
lead to an additional fire appliance being created 
and will ensure that the 69 posts that I have talked 
about being moved can be redistributed to support 
emergent priorities, including firefighter and 
community safety. 

I recognise that challenges are faced in 
individual areas but, overall, this is about ensuring 
that we have investment in the right areas, based 
on the challenges that are being faced. I gave the 
example of Helensburgh, which, under the service 
delivery review, still has two appliances. It also has 
the lowest operational demand of all such stations 
in Scotland. It has an average of one call-out a 
day. It still has two appliances available. 

Jackie Baillie: The revised model relies on 
retained firefighters. There are already difficulties 
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in recruiting to the existing retained firefighter 
posts across Helensburgh and Lomond. Where 
will the cabinet secretary magic them up from? 

Neil Gray: The model already exists in other fire 
stations in the country. I point to Livingston, which 
is one example. 

We must have resources in place that meet the 
demand and need of those local areas, and those 
needs are changing. We have to accept that, 
which is why the operational response has been 
taken forward by the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service. [Interruption.]  

I have given way twice, and I need to make 
progress in order to keep within time. 

The current SFRS estate has 356 fire stations. 
As part of the public consultation, the SFRS took 
on feedback, which included not recommending 
the closure of Lochgelly in Fife and Marionville in 
Edinburgh, as Ben Macpherson set out, and 
highlighted the rigour with which the Scottish Fire 
and Rescue Service undertook its work. I am, of 
course, always happy to meet Ben Macpherson, 
although I note that some of the points that he has 
raised might be more appropriate for the SFRS to 
address from an operational perspective, but 
perhaps we could meet jointly. 

The SFRS has also assessed that the increased 
population in East Lothian would be better served 
by a new purpose-built station in Tranent, with the 
whole-time crew currently at Musselburgh being 
stationed there. 

Paul Sweeney referenced the plan for Glasgow. 
The population of Glasgow will be better protected 
by a new purpose-built fire station adjacent to the 
current Cowcaddens site. Those are two new fire 
stations, backed by capital investment of more 
than £21 million. 

 

I am very aware of how important an increase in 
sustained funding to the SFRS is to allow 
firefighters to do their job and keep the public safe. 
In the 2026-27 budget, the SFRS was provided 
with a £23.8 million uplift, bringing its total budget 
to £435.96 million. That is an above-inflation 
increase of 5.7 per cent. That is contrary to the 
motion and to the statements of Katy Clark, Jackie 
Baillie, Rachael Hamilton and David Smith. 

That settlement also included £48.4 million in 
capital—a 3 per cent increase on the previous 
year—to improve facilities for firefighters and 
invest in their estate, the fleet and operational 
equipment. It also means that the annual capital 
budget for the Scottish Fire and Rescue Service is 
now £16.2 million more than it was in 2024-25. 

There was also a suggestion that the SFRS did 
not have the capacity to respond to the 
Cairngorms wildfire. The chief fire officer directly 
contradicts that. When the Scottish Government 
resilience room was activated, on the weekend of 
24 July, on average, 10 to 15 appliances were 
deployed to the Cairngorms by the SFRS. The 
service also had an average of 330 front-line 
pumping fire appliances available across 
Scotland. That is the benefit of having a Scottish 
national service that is able to respond to needs 
and has the capacity to do so across the country. 

The demands of the Scottish Fire and Rescue 
Service have changed. The review, alongside the 
above-inflation funding that we are providing, will 
ensure that we have a fire service that is fit and 
ready for the future and is able to meet new, 
changing demands and, importantly, to continue to 
protect our homes, our businesses, our 
communities and our natural environment. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Clare 
Adamson): Thank you. That concludes our 
debate. 

Meeting closed at 18:53.
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