
 

 

 

Wednesday 9 February 2011 
 

MEETING OF THE PARLIAMENT 

Session 3 

 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

© Parliamentary copyright. Scottish Parliamentary Corporate Body 
 

Information on the Scottish Parliament’s copyright policy can be found on the website - 
www.scottish.parliament.uk or by contacting Public Information on 0131 348 5000

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/


 

 

 

  

 

Wednesday 9 February 2011 

CONTENTS 

 Col. 
TIME FOR REFLECTION ............................................................................................................................... 33057 
BUDGET (SCOTLAND) (NO 5) BILL: STAGE 3 .............................................................................................. 33059 
Motion moved—[John Swinney]. 

The Cabinet Secretary for Finance and Sustainable Growth (John Swinney) ..................................... 33059 
Andy Kerr (East Kilbride) (Lab) ............................................................................................................. 33064 
Derek Brownlee (South of Scotland) (Con) .......................................................................................... 33068 
Jeremy Purvis (Tweeddale, Ettrick and Lauderdale) (LD) ................................................................... 33071 
Kenneth Gibson (Cunninghame North) (SNP) ..................................................................................... 33074 
Ms Wendy Alexander (Paisley North) (Lab) ......................................................................................... 33076 
Joe FitzPatrick (Dundee West) (SNP) .................................................................................................. 33078 
Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Lab) .......................................................................................................... 33080 
Margaret Smith (Edinburgh West) (LD) ................................................................................................ 33082 
Stuart McMillan (West of Scotland) (SNP) ........................................................................................... 33085 
Des McNulty (Clydebank and Milngavie) (Lab) .................................................................................... 33087 
Patrick Harvie (Glasgow) (Green) ........................................................................................................ 33089 
Bob Doris (Glasgow) (SNP) .................................................................................................................. 33091 
James Kelly (Glasgow Rutherglen) (Lab) ............................................................................................. 33093 
Margo MacDonald (Lothians) (Ind) ....................................................................................................... 33094 
Linda Fabiani (Central Scotland) (SNP) ............................................................................................... 33096 
Hugh Henry (Paisley South) (Lab) ........................................................................................................ 33098 
Jeremy Purvis ....................................................................................................................................... 33099 
Gavin Brown (Lothians) (Con) .............................................................................................................. 33101 
David Whitton (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (Lab) ................................................................................ 33103 
John Swinney ....................................................................................................................................... 33107 

BUSINESS MOTIONS ................................................................................................................................... 33111 
Motions moved—[Bruce Crawford]—and agreed to. 

The Minister for Parliamentary Business (Bruce Crawford) ................................................................. 33111 
PARLIAMENTARY BUREAU MOTIONS ........................................................................................................... 33114 
Motions moved—[Bruce Crawford]. 
DECISION TIME .......................................................................................................................................... 33115 
SCOTLAND’S SCIENCE CENTRES ................................................................................................................ 33118 
Motion debated—[Joe FitzPatrick]. 

Joe FitzPatrick (Dundee West) (SNP) .................................................................................................. 33118 
Stewart Stevenson (Banff and Buchan) (SNP) .................................................................................... 33120 
Elaine Murray (Dumfries) (Lab) ............................................................................................................ 33121 
Willie Coffey (Kilmarnock and Loudoun) (SNP) ................................................................................... 33123 
Nanette Milne (North East Scotland) (Con) .......................................................................................... 33124 
Sandra White (Glasgow) (SNP) ............................................................................................................ 33126 
Jamie Stone (Caithness, Sutherland and Easter Ross) (LD) ............................................................... 33127 
Bob Doris (Glasgow) (SNP) .................................................................................................................. 33129 
The Minister for Skills and Lifelong Learning (Angela Constance) ...................................................... 33130 
 

  

  

 





33057  9 FEBRUARY 2011  33058 
 

 

Scottish Parliament 

Meeting of the Parliament 

Wednesday 9 February 2011 

[The Presiding Officer opened the meeting at 
14:30] 

Time for Reflection 

The Presiding Officer (Alex Fergusson): 
Good afternoon. Our first item of business is time 
for reflection, and our time for reflection leader 
today is His Eminence Keith Patrick Cardinal 
O’Brien, archbishop of St Andrews and Edinburgh. 

Keith Patrick Cardinal O’Brien (Archbishop 
of St Andrews and Edinburgh): Friends, a few 
weeks ago I was in Haiti visiting projects that are 
supported by SCIAF, the Catholic church’s 
international aid fund. A year ago, an earthquake 
destroyed large parts of the capital, Port-au-
Prince, and killed almost a quarter of a million 
people. One year later, one million people are still 
living under plastic sheeting with limited access to 
clean drinking water or any form of sanitation. 
Cholera stalks the camps and has already claimed 
the lives of hundreds of people. 

Yet among the ruins of that devastated city, 
where collapsed buildings and piles of rubble litter 
the streets and pavements, I saw signs of new life 
rising up. Women were selling all sorts of produce 
from street stalls in the shadow of their ruined 
homes and children were going to school as clean 
as any schoolchildren in Scotland. I met families 
who were rebuilding their homes with help from 
agencies such as SCIAF, which included 
assistance from the Scottish Government. 

Despite the poverty and hardship that so many 
people experience, the human spirit remains 
robust and determined to rise above all that 
attempts to hold it back. The active compassion 
that Scottish Governments past and present have 
shown through their aid budgets and their wider 
concern for international responsibilities is 
something of which we can all be proud. 

I am aware of the leadership that the Parliament 
has shown on climate change, with the passing of 
the most ambitious climate legislation in the world. 
I know of the terrible damage and insecurity that 
the changing climate is bringing to subsistence 
farmers in other parts that I have visited such as 
Ethiopia and India. That is why in 2009, at a 
special meeting convened by the secretary-
general of the United Nations in New York, I was 
again proud to be able to say that the Scottish 
Parliament has been bold and courageous in its 
ambition to reduce carbon emissions. 

Your concern is, of course, a reflection of the 
deep compassion of the people of Scotland, who 
have shown time and again their abiding 
commitment to making our world a fairer place. 
We have helped to bring about changes, which 
are often not easily or quickly accomplished in our 
lives or in this world because they require us to 
change ourselves. We need to ask ourselves: 
what earthquakes do we need in our own lives? 
Which human edifices in our professional and 
personal lives need to be brought down so new life 
can come through? 

The visit to Scotland last September by Pope 
Benedict XVI, which was supported by the 
Scottish Parliament and by so many people in 
Scotland of all faiths and none, gave us a 
reminder that, in the words of the Pope, we might 
be called to be the saints of the next century. Just 
to ask ourselves that question requires courage, 
and to follow it through requires both courage and 
perseverance. 

In that spirit of collaboration, I wish you every 
success in the work that you are called upon to do. 



33059  9 FEBRUARY 2011  33060 
 

 

Budget (Scotland) (No 5) Bill: 
Stage 3 

The Presiding Officer (Alex Fergusson): The 
next item of business is a debate on motion S3M-
7899, in the name of John Swinney, on the Budget 
(Scotland) (No 5) Bill. I advise members that time 
is pretty tight this afternoon—you all know what 
that means. I call John Swinney to speak to and 
move the motion. Cabinet secretary, you have 13 
minutes. 

14:34 

The Cabinet Secretary for Finance and 
Sustainable Growth (John Swinney): Parliament 
approved the general principles of the Budget 
(Scotland) (No 5) Bill in last month’s stage 1 
debate. Since then, I have continued to hold 
extensive discussions with all parties to build 
consensus around our spending proposals. I begin 
by recording my thanks to my counterparts in the 
other parties and to Margo MacDonald for their 
contributions to those discussions. 

Since the stage 1 debate, I have also provided 
an early response to the Finance Committee’s 
report on the draft budget. The committee asked 
me to consider whether more measures could be 
taken to increase the impact of our decisions on 
economic recovery. I have set out to the 
committee the strength of our original proposals, 
but I have also considered what more can be 
done. My comments today will demonstrate that I 
have listened to Parliament. At a time when the 
financial resources available to Scotland are due 
to fall by £1.3 billion next year compared with this 
year, it is incumbent on all parties to work together 
to agree a balanced budget. Only by doing so can 
we provide certainty to public sector partners and 
the people of Scotland about spending in 2011-12. 

As members are aware, the financial context for 
the budget places constraints on my ability to 
support additional expenditure. Parliament’s 
decision to reject the proposed large retail 
supplement has added to those constraints and I 
have had to take steps in order to offset the loss of 
estimated income of around £30 million. In the 
past few days, I have received updated forecasts 
of estimated income from non-domestic rates in 
2011-12. As a result of those forecasts, which take 
account of estimates of losses from revaluation 
appeals and a considered assessment of growth, I 
believe that it is reasonable to assume a net 
increase in non-domestic rates income of £11.5 
million in 2011-12 compared with the forecasts 
that underpinned the draft budget after taking into 
account the loss of projected income from the 
large retail supplement. 

I have advised Parliament previously that my in-
year financial management in 2010-11 would be 
focused on identifying ways of smoothing the 
scale of the reduction in public spending into the 
next financial year. My plan had been to carry over 
£100 million from this year to next year. Due to 
steps that I have taken to reduce expenditure this 
year, I have, in fact, made a carry-over provision 
of £130 million with Her Majesty’s Treasury, as set 
out in the spring budget revision. I have also been 
able to reprofile other spending programmes in 
2010-11 and 2011-12 to free up resources. As a 
consequence of those decisions, I am able to 
support some new priorities today and to fulfil my 
statutory duty to balance our budget. 

I wish to present a number of measures to 
Parliament today. First, I have reflected on the 
representations made by the Transport, 
Infrastructure and Climate Change Committee and 
the road haulage industry about provision for the 
freight facilities grant. I confirm today that I will 
increase by £2 million the funding for the freight 
facilities grant in next year’s budget. That will be 
funded through adjustments to the existing 
Transport Scotland budget for 2011-12. 

One of the issues that has arisen in the local 
government settlement has been a negative 
implication for a limited number of local 
authorities—principally and significantly Argyll and 
Bute Council—arising from an updating of 
indicators agreed with local government that drive 
the distribution of supporting people funding. In 
order to temper the effect of that change, I intend 
to allocate £5 million to tackling the problem and 
have invited the Convention of Scottish Local 
Authorities to match that amount. The distribution 
will be agreed and undertaken in the local 
government finance amendment order in March. 

In 2007, I introduced a capital city supplement 
for the city of Edinburgh. It has not been uprated 
since and I propose to increase the level by 
£400,000. 

Last year, the Liberal Democrats suggested the 
establishment of a post office diversification 
scheme. That was a successful initiative and I 
have agreed to their proposal that we operate in 
2011-12 a further round of that scheme at a cost 
of £1 million. 

I have also reflected on concerns expressed 
about funding for urban regeneration companies. 
The chairman and board of Scottish Enterprise 
have made the fair point to me that their reduced 
budget is under significant pressure to support 
existing commitments and to address the need to 
support new priorities such as investment in the 
renewables industry. I confirm today that, by 
making use of an emerging underspend on the 
regional selective assistance budget this year and 
by Scottish Enterprise making some adjustments 
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to the profiling of other areas of its planned 
expenditure in 2010-11 and 2011-12, we will 
enable Scottish Enterprise to increase its funding 
for the urban regeneration companies to £12.5 
million in 2011-12. That is an increase of around 
£6 million compared with the plans in the draft 
budget. That will increase funding to the Clyde 
Gateway, Riverside Inverclyde, Irvine Bay and 
Clydebank Re-built urban regeneration 
companies. I fully recognise the constraints facing 
Scottish Enterprise and I appreciate the flexibility 
that it has shown.  

I have received a range of calls for additional 
expenditure in the areas of learning, skills, training 
and employment, and I propose to respond in 
several ways. The Scottish Government has 
already put forward a substantial package of 
support for higher and further education and for 
skills and training. The draft budget that was 
published in November provided the resources to 
preserve university and college places while 
upholding our commitment not to raise university 
tuition fees or college charges. It supported the 
continuation of education maintenance allowances 
and it provided funding for 34,500 training places, 
including modern apprenticeships. 

However, I acknowledge that we must create 
new opportunities, particularly for young people. I 
have agreed proposals that have been put to me 
by the Liberal Democrats that will provide for an 
additional 1,500 modern apprenticeships in 2011-
12. We will make available an additional £15 
million across 2010-11 and 2011-12 in funding for 
college bursaries and we will provide a further £8 
million in funding to support an additional 1,200 
college places in 2011-12. That funding covers 
teaching and student support costs. The 
Government will also support the provision of 
7,000 flexible training opportunities in 2011-12—
2,000 more than originally planned in the draft 
budget.  

On the issue of employment creation, the 
Conservatives have been keen to maximise 
initiatives to support employment growth in the 
private sector. I am therefore pleased to announce 
a further £10 million in support for employment 
creation, focused on new starts and on 
encouraging sole traders and small firms to take 
on new employees by assisting with their 
employment and recruitment costs and with 
exporting opportunities.  

More generally, I have considered 
representations made by the Conservatives—and 
others, including the Finance Committee—on the 
economic impact of investment in housing. As I 
have already confirmed in discussions with the 
Conservatives and through the publication last 
Friday of the Government’s strategy and action 
plan for housing in the next decade, we will take 

forward a range of measures to stimulate greater 
private investment in housing development in 
Scotland, including through the £50 million 
investment and innovation fund. 

The Conservatives have proposed that the 
Government provide additional investment in the 
sector, and I can confirm today that we will invest 
a further £16 million in housing programmes in 
2011-12. That will be delivered by expanding the 
open-market shared equity scheme, by introducing 
an infrastructure loans fund to ensure that stalled 
developments can take their course, and by 
developing the new supply shared equity scheme.  

I have also considered what scope exists to 
generate additional efficiency and effectiveness 
across the public sector during the next financial 
year. I set out within the draft budget a package of 
measures including an efficiency target for next 
year of 3 per cent and the setting of a public sector 
pay policy for 2011-12 that will help to sustain 
public services and employment by bearing down 
on pay increases—including a complete freeze on 
pay for chief executives—while seeking also to 
protect the lowest paid.  

However, I confirm today that the Scottish 
Government will examine carefully the 
Conservatives’ proposals for tackling 
absenteeism, to determine what additional 
interventions can be made to add to our work in 
this area. [Interruption.]  

The Presiding Officer: Order. I am sorry, but 
since the cabinet secretary began speaking, I 
have heard an almost non-stop running 
commentary from some members on my right, 
particularly Johann Lamont. I would be grateful if 
that would stop. If members wish to comment, 
they should do so through an intervention. 

John Swinney: I have set out today a package 
of measures that I believe responds effectively to 
the issues that have been raised with me since the 
draft budget was published. They are fully funded, 
without detriment to the substantial package of 
investment that I announced in the draft budget in 
November.  

The budget reaffirms our social contract with the 
people of Scotland by providing the resources to 
continue the council tax freeze and allow for the 
full removal of prescription charges. Those 
measures help households facing pay restraint 
and help to maintain demand in the economy at a 
time when we face increases in VAT and fuel 
prices. 

We are delivering our commitment to pass to 
health spending in Scotland the consequentials 
arising from decisions on health spending in the 
United Kingdom spending review and we are 
continuing provisions for free personal care. 
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We acknowledge and share the Conservative 
party’s concern about continuing to improve 
access to drugs, including cancer drugs. We are 
happy to look at—and to discuss further with the 
Conservatives—how we make even further 
progress in improving access to drugs. 

We have worked closely with COSLA’s 
leadership to agree a settlement for local 
government that maintains its share of the budget, 
to help maintain the delivery of vital local services 
and to maintain core commitments on police 
numbers, school education and adult social care. 

This is a budget that supports new business 
growth, including by continuing the small business 
bonus scheme as part of a package of business 
reliefs worth £2.4 billion over five years. 

We are taking forward strategic infrastructure 
commitments, such as the new Forth crossing, the 
new south Glasgow hospitals project and the 
school building programme, and we are protecting 
local government’s share of the capital budget. 

I have announced a programme of infrastructure 
investment worth £2.5 billion in health, education 
and strategic transport interventions, which will be 
delivered through the non-profit-distributing model 
and will help to maintain construction jobs over the 
medium term despite the severe cuts that have 
been made to our capital budget. Those 
investments will all help economic recovery. 

We will take forward the £70 million renewables 
infrastructure fund and, as the Finance Committee 
recommended, we will continue to make 
representations to the UK Government about the 
early deployment of the fossil fuel levy surplus in 
Scotland. 

We remain committed to improving the energy 
efficiency of Scotland’s housing and to tackling 
fuel poverty, and are providing £48 million in 
support for the home insulation scheme and the 
energy assistance package next year. 

I have two final announcements to make. I 
advise Parliament that I am now in active 
discussions with the voluntary sector about the 
establishment of a new initiative to create 
employment opportunities for those struggling to 
get access to the labour market. I expect to make 
an announcement on the proposal very shortly. 

Finally, as a consequence of the budget 
negotiations with the Liberal Democrats, the 
planned number of modern apprenticeships 
stands at 16,500. Although that represents a 
significant commitment, I do not think that it is all 
that we can do to deliver opportunities for our 
young people. I therefore announce that the 
Scottish Government will increase that total in 
Scotland in 2011-12 to deliver 25,000 modern 
apprenticeships, which is a record number. 

We are doing all these things despite an 
unprecedented cut of £1.3 billion in next year’s 
Scottish budget. That is why I believe that we have 
prepared a budget that best meets the needs of 
the people of Scotland and why I believe that 
Parliament should support the budget bill today. 

The Government has listened to the calls that 
others have made of it and we have responded in 
the spirit of building consensus across the 
chamber. 

Businesses and households across Scotland 
are acting to put their own finances in order at this 
most challenging of times, and it is essential for 
Parliament to do likewise. I commend the budget 
to Parliament. 

I move, 

That the Parliament agrees that the Budget (Scotland) 
(No.5) Bill be passed. 

14:48 

Andy Kerr (East Kilbride) (Lab): Of course, a 
Government’s budget is not only a list of spending 
commitments such as the one that we have just 
heard. Cumulatively, over the years, line by line in 
every budget, the figures add up to a statement of 
the Government’s values. Those values will give 
direction to all parts of Government and public 
services and, with the will of the people, they will 
plot the country’s course. 

It is at that point that we and the Scottish 
National Party Government go our separate ways. 
This budget shows more clearly than ever that this 
Government’s values are not those of a Labour 
Government, and the direction set for the country 
is not one that Labour would set. [Interruption.] I 
am sure that that is not Johann Lamont shouting 
out. 

The Presiding Officer: One moment, Mr Kerr. 
You have made your point. The cabinet secretary 
was heard in relative silence and I ask that Mr Kerr 
receive the same treatment. 

Andy Kerr: I have met Mr Swinney and his 
colleagues on many occasions in the past few 
weeks to discuss matters that are dear to our 
hearts. While we have been having those 
conversations, a lot has happened in our 
economy. Lloyds Banking Group has announced 
200 job losses, mainly in insurance. Forestry 
Commission employees in Scotland fear for their 
jobs. There are threats to teaching and support 
posts at James Watt College. At the Scottish 
Refugee Council, 44 of the 59 staff could lose their 
jobs. Nearly 70 jobs are under threat at Robert 
Wiseman Dairies in Cupar. The list goes on. Each 
entry on the list represents a personal tragedy for 
those involved, who may be unable to provide for 
their families; of course, each also represents a 
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social tragedy for the communities that are 
affected by the loss of jobs and services.  

Rising unemployment is the signal failure of the 
SNP Government. When John Swinney laid out 
his first budget to the Parliament, Scotland had the 
lowest unemployment rate in the UK; at the time of 
this budget—his last—we have the highest rate of 
unemployment in the UK. Under Labour, between 
2002 and 2007, Scotland outgrew the rest of the 
UK; under Mr Swinney, we lag behind the rest of 
the UK.  

John Swinney: Does Mr Kerr acknowledge that 
unemployment in Scotland is falling, while 
unemployment in the rest of the United Kingdom is 
rising, and that the measures that I have 
announced today might help some of the people 
whom he is attempting to make political capital out 
of? 

Andy Kerr: Mr Swinney offers box ticking on 
arrangements around parties. He offers half 
measures while Labour offers full measures. The 
SNP Government has been saved by the very 
coalition parties that seek to wreak havoc in our 
public services and economy in Scotland.  

On four occasions John Swinney has stood up 
in Parliament to outline his budget and on four 
occasions he has been supported by the 
Conservatives. I hope that this is the last time. 
Annabel Goldie says that she wants a coalition 
with the SNP next time around. She already has a 
coalition with the SNP this time around. That is 
without mentioning the Lib Dems, who are on their 
knees in London and on their knees in Scotland to 
the SNP Government.  

We will offer an economic, social, jobs-driven 
vision for Scotland that ensures that we resurrect 
our flagging economy. Mr Swinney did not get it 
right. The SNP manifesto said that the party would 
make Scotland the most competitive part of the 
UK, but he has failed in that process. 
Unemployment is higher now than when he came 
into office and growth is lagging behind that in the 
rest of the UK.  

As Mr Swinney said, the process has been 
difficult. I have been involved in both sides of 
negotiations over the years and I understand the 
difficulty involved in making such decisions. 
Choices were hard during my time in government 
and, given the reckless ideological cuts being 
made by the Tories at Westminster, choices are 
even harder during the SNP’s time in government.  

However, it is our sincere view that the cabinet 
secretary has made the wrong choices. When he 
seeks to meet party-political needs to get his 
budget through, he fails to understand that his half 
measures add up to 0.1 per cent of the available 
budget in Scotland. There is criticism of the budget 
from communities, academics and business 

people. The measures that he is taking are simply 
not good enough.  

Our focus for today, tomorrow and the next day 
must be jobs, jobs and jobs. We do not have that 
in the budget today.  

John Swinney: Will Mr Kerr share with 
Parliament which of the proposals that I have 
announced this afternoon he does not support? 

Andy Kerr: We do not want half measures. 
Labour offers full measures and we will ensure 
that we deliver those in government.  

The budget has moved 0.1 per cent. Let us 
remember what folk—they are not from the Labour 
Party—say about the budget. Peter Wood, director 
of Optimal Economics, said:  

“I fear that the commitment to economic growth is more 
of a slogan than a reality.”—[Official Report, Finance 
Committee, 30 November 2010; c 2864.]  

We heard more of that today.  

Labour’s priority is the economy and jobs. Jo 
Armstrong from the Centre for Public Policy for 
Regions said that 

“it is difficult to see the link between the headline of 
sustainable economic growth and the current budget 
allocations.”—[Official Report, Finance Committee, 30 
November 2010; c 2864.] 

Is the cabinet secretary trying to say that 0.1 per 
cent of movement satisfies those criticisms of his 
budget?  

The cabinet secretary responded to the 
Parliament’s committees, but let us listen to what 
they had to say. They concluded that 

“insufficient priority has been given to sustaining the growth 
of the economy in setting budget priorities.” 

That is the tragedy of the opportunities that faced 
us in the discussions. The greatest resource for 
our country and our businesses is our people, but 
the cabinet secretary has cut education funding 
and done nothing to restore the thousands of 
teachers, the thousand classroom assistants and 
the 1,500 nurses who were lost under the SNP 
Government in the good times, along with the 
2,500 vital national health service staff who have 
also lost their jobs. 

The engine of innovation is our higher education 
and universities sector, but it is being slashed in 
this budget, leaving parents and young people in 
the dark about the future and the prospects for 
accessing a degree. 

Alasdair Allan (Western Isles) (SNP): Will the 
member give way? 

Andy Kerr: In a second, when the member 
might answer my next point. 
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We have been nothing but consistent in our 
view of this Government’s investment in 
infrastructure. It got things badly wrong from the 
outset; it has refused to change its position in four 
years; it emptied the pipeline of projects; it 
dismissed this party’s appeals about the Glasgow 
airport rail link; and it has never dealt with the 
disaster of the Scottish Futures Trust. Perhaps Mr 
Allan might want to justify the existence of that 
organisation. 

Alasdair Allan: Does the fact that the member 
has been unable to identify which of the cabinet 
secretary’s measures he disagrees with explain 
why he failed to lodge any amendments to the 
budget? 

Andy Kerr: From my eight years in government, 
I recall that the SNP lodged only one amendment 
to the budget. I also recall that in the negotiations 
around the SNP Government’s first budget, we put 
forward 20 amendments, one of which—on 
police—was rejected by the SNP, which then went 
round by the back door and did a deal with their 
friends on the Tory benches. That is how the SNP 
acts in government. I thank the member very 
much for his intervention. 

The basic requirements for our economy to 
thrive are infrastructure, the ability to move goods, 
services and people and our connection to the 
outside world. Even as we were having our 
conversations with the cabinet secretary, BMI 
announced the withdrawal of vital routes from 
Glasgow to Heathrow—and what did we hear from 
the Government? Absolutely nothing. That is the 
problem with this Government. 

The SNP is implementing the Tory cuts, with the 
heaviest blows falling on areas such as higher 
education, enterprise and others vital to economic 
recovery, driving growth and creating jobs. The 
fact that the party in government today has been 
saved by the coalition parties tells us everything 
we need to know about its approach. The 
difference between it and us is that we have a 
vision for jobs, which we will set out—[Laughter.] If 
that vision is so bad that it makes members laugh, 
why is the cabinet secretary trying to deliver half of 
our own commitments? The SNP Government is 
copying our own vision. However, although it 
knows that we are right, it will not allocate 
sufficient resources to deliver the full impact of 
those measures. 

It is our duty to say that this is not good enough 
for Scotland. Scotland deserves better and in 12 
weeks’ time the people of Scotland will have a 
choice of a better Government—one that will 
deliver full measures to deal with unemployment 
and jobs. Labour has stood and will always stand 
by the working people of Scotland and their right 
to work and to wages that allow them to provide 
for families, and contribute to their communities 

and which allow the country as a whole to prosper. 
The cabinet secretary has chosen his priorities, 
and the country will soon be able to make its own 
choice. 

The budget is a test of values; it is a test of who 
we are and what we stand for. For the past four 
years, the SNP has shown who it stands with—the 
Tories. It has no credible plan for growth and we 
cannot support it. 

Our pledge is that if we win the election a 
Labour Government in Scotland will improve the 
budget and put our people and their jobs first. 
Among the many measures that we could 
undertake, we will create 10,000 future jobs fund 
opportunities, which will be advertised in our first 
100 days in government. That is what we stand 
for; those are our values; and we will take them 
into government if we are elected by the Scottish 
people. 

14:59 

Derek Brownlee (South of Scotland) (Con): 
Mr Kerr was right in one respect: that was certainly 
a vision, although perhaps not quite the vision that 
he wants to portray to the Scottish people. 

The budget is not a Conservative budget. 
Members will have to wait until 23 March for a 
Conservative budget, although that will, of course, 
be a Liberal-Conservative budget in the best 
progressive tradition of both our parties. 
[Interruption.] 

The Presiding Officer: Order. 

Derek Brownlee: It is obvious that the art of co-
operation learned by the Liberal Democrats in 
supporting and working with us at Westminster 
has rubbed off at Holyrood, and I welcome that. 
The budget is a compromise, and it is the better 
for it. It is obvious that it is not a Labour budget, 
because it balances and does not add another 
£200 billion to our national debt. 

The Government proclaims—as its predecessor 
did—that growing the Scottish economy is its top 
priority, but we did not think that that aim shone 
through the original draft budget. The Economy, 
Energy and Tourism Committee, the Finance 
Committee and many outside observers shared 
that sentiment. Changing the budget to promote 
jobs and growth was therefore vital. When I asked 
a panel of economists at the Finance Committee—
some of whom have already been referred to—
how the budget could be improved to promote 
economic growth and jobs, they were as clear as 
any group of economists could ever be expected 
to be. They said that investment in housing would 
have a quick and significant impact. Today, we 
have achieved significant additional investment in 
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housing to provide additional jobs and help more 
Scottish families to get on the housing ladder. 

The Conservatives have always believed that 
job creation does not come only from large firms; 
small businesses, including sole traders, have a 
part to play. Moving from being a sole trader to 
being an employer can be a big step, but, 
cumulatively, such moves across the Scottish 
economy can have a big economic impact. We all 
know that there is a well-established need to 
increase exports to grow the Scottish economy, so 
the support for exporters, start-ups and small firms 
in today’s announcement is good news for 
Scottish jobs. Together, those measures make a 
meaningful difference to what was in the draft 
budget. 

Mr Kerr was keen to remind members about 
what has happened in this session. Over the 
session, the Conservatives have secured 
significant achievements: 1,000 additional police 
officers; a £60 million town centre regeneration 
fund; the reduction and abolition of business rates 
for tens of thousands of small businesses; 
transparency in Government spending—Scotland 
is the first part of the United Kingdom to have that; 
the Beveridge report, which changed the terms of 
the debate on public spending options in Scotland; 
and the council tax freeze. This year, in building 
on the draft budget, which protected NHS 
spending and froze public sector pay above 
£21,000 to protect jobs—both items were 
delivered by the Conservatives and the Liberal 
Democrats at Westminster—we now have action 
in two crucial areas in the budget in which we 
sought improvement: protecting and creating jobs 
and beginning moves to reform public services. 

The new measures for small business job 
creation will help small businesses throughout 
Scotland to take on additional staff, provide 
additional assistance to those who wish to start up 
in business and give additional help to exporters. 
The additional funding for housing will not only 
allow families to get on the housing ladder, 
although that is crucial; it will provide a timely 
boost to the construction industry and create and 
protect thousands of jobs—more than 5,500, 
according to some estimates. Other housing 
measures that have been announced as a result 
of our discussions will help first-time buyers and 
allow developers to get on with delivering the 
additional housing that Scotland needs. 

In his speech, the cabinet secretary referred to 
the reform of absence management. We believe 
that that has the potential to release multimillion 
pound savings and to provide those who are off 
work through ill health with the help that they need 
to get back to work as soon as possible. A two-day 
reduction in absenteeism across the devolved 

public sector in Scotland would save £138 million 
a year. That issue needs to be tackled. 

We very much welcome the commitment to 
make progress on access to cancer drugs. I 
understand that further meetings will take place on 
that in the near future. 

All of that, of course, is on top of the welcome 
rejection of the additional tax on shops, which 
would have put jobs and investment at risk. We 
have learned today that that tax was entirely 
unnecessary. 

The measures fit against the background of the 
Liberal-Conservative UK Government’s reducing 
corporation tax, lifting the lower paid out of tax, 
reforming the welfare state to make work pay, and 
providing a national insurance holiday for new 
Scottish start-up businesses. That is a platform for 
economic recovery and job creation. The Scottish 
and UK Governments are working together with 
the same aim, which is surely what all of us should 
seek. 

I know that all parties have considered college 
bursaries in the debate on the budget. Today, we 
have a solution for the coming year, which we 
welcome. However, we need a solution for every 
year. Students, whether in further or higher 
education, are rightly wary of promises that 
politicians make before elections. It is obvious to 
everyone that the current funding arrangements 
for further and higher education and student 
support cannot be sustained without reductions in 
student numbers or in the quality of education. We 
need additional sources of income for the FE and 
HE sectors, which is why the Conservatives would 
like to introduce a graduate contribution. Having 
protected the national health service and wishing 
to avoid council tax rises, few options are available 
to reduce spending elsewhere on the scale that is 
required to maintain existing funding models for 
FE and HE. 

Overall, the package of measures that has been 
announced today moves the budget substantially 
in the right direction so, as Mr Kerr correctly 
predicted, the Conservatives will vote for the 
budget today. We have secured significant 
progress on delivering Conservative priorities, 
creating jobs and reforming public services. It 
seems as though the Labour Party does not 
support those. The budget takes effect from April, 
so the decisions that Parliament takes today will 
be implemented largely in the next session of 
Parliament. We hope to be in a position of still 
greater influence in that next session but, for the 
avoidance of doubt, I make it clear that, if a 
Government of any colour seeks to remove what 
we have achieved in the current budget or 
previous ones, there will be a high price to pay. 
Across a range of policy areas, we have delivered 
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substantial achievements and we will vote for the 
budget to deliver more. 

15:06 

Jeremy Purvis (Tweeddale, Ettrick and 
Lauderdale) (LD): Yesterday, I spoke to a major 
employer in my constituency where there are 
major concerns about the future of a number of 
jobs. The company has a heritage that goes back 
well over a century in Galashiels and—the Borders 
being the Borders—I know some of the staff who 
work there very well. It is a profoundly important 
company for the local economy and it works in a 
global marketplace in which decisions around the 
world have an impact locally. That is the back-
cloth to my thoughts this week as we come to the 
final stage of the bill. 

The ramifications of the turmoil of the financial 
crisis, in which Scottish institutions were as 
implicated as any others, will be with us well into 
the future. That is why we on the Liberal Democrat 
benches take the view that the Scottish 
Government’s budget must do more for the 
Scottish economy and that its agencies must 
deliver more and do so better. In that regard, our 
stance at stage 1 was endorsed by the 
Parliament’s Finance Committee. 

At stage 1, we had the inevitable sparring over 
the scale of the reductions in the Scottish budget. 
The SNP takes the view that the reductions are 
too fast and too deep. I fully understand why it 
thinks that, but it has never been straight with 
people and said what the reductions would be if 
they were not too fast or too deep. The First 
Minister had an opportunity to do so last week with 
the Deputy Prime Minister, but he did not take it. 
However, we now know from the cabinet 
secretary’s speech, which has provided welcome 
clarity, that the budget that we are debating at 
stage 3 has £41 million more for next year than 
when it was originally published, with £25 million 
of that for colleges and young people and £16 
million for new housing. Any objective analysis 
would say that that is fair. I welcome the fact that 
the Government has listened to the views of 
others in the Parliament—or most of them. 

There is a degree of denial from the SNP but, 
similarly, Labour now seeks to give the impression 
that there would be no reductions in Scottish 
spending, even though the UK coalition is 
reducing the growth in spending over the next five 
years, whereas Labour proposed to do so over the 
next seven years. Ed Miliband said some 
interesting things in his Fabian Society speech on 
15 January. It sounds as though Mr Kerr and 
Scottish Labour were not listening, so let me help 
them out and remind them what Mr Miliband said. 
He said: 

“Parties don’t suffer defeats like the one we suffered last 
May because of an accumulation of small errors.  

They do so by making serious mistakes, and that’s why I 
have said what I have said on issues like Iraq, failing to 
properly regulate the banks, ignoring concerns about 
economic security and not doing enough to deliver on the 
promise of a new politics.” 

That was Ed Miliband talking about the Labour 
Party, and it was in stark contrast to Mr Kerr’s 
comments. Iraq, failing to secure regulation of the 
banks, ignoring concerns about economic 
security—those were full measures for which we 
are now getting a half-hearted apology from the 
Labour Opposition benches. 

Derek Brownlee: I think the member forgot to 
say that they also wrecked the public finances. 

Jeremy Purvis: Well, indeed, but I had not 
finished quoting Mr Miliband’s Fabian Society 
speech. If Labour— 

Andy Kerr: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Jeremy Purvis: I will in a moment, because I 
am sure that Mr Kerr will wish to reply to Mr 
Miliband, so I will give him the opportunity to do 
so. 

If Mr Kerr’s vision has been unimpaired, I 
wonder whether he read Mr Miliband’s speech. Let 
me quote what he said about the Labour Party: 

“We need to be honest: over 13 years in government we 
forfeited the right in too many people’s minds to be the 
natural standard-bearers for this progressive majority in 
Britain.” 

Andy Kerr: I refer the member to my earlier 
speech. We stand for the progressive majority in 
Scotland, but on the point—[Interruption.]  

The Presiding Officer: Order. 

Andy Kerr: What would he say to his UK 
coalition partners—the Lib Dems have made the 
biggest mistake in UK politics for a long time—
about regulation? They advocated to Gordon 
Brown a reduction in regulation to create more 
avenues for the banks to make money, and their 
view was shared by our First Minister. 

Jeremy Purvis: If Mr Miliband’s statement was 
a flip, that was definitely a flop, Mr Kerr. 

When Scotland’s Colleges made a public 
statement that it was concerned that the 
reductions in funding over the coming years were 
“potentially disastrous”, we took note. Similarly, 
when the shortfall and planned reductions in 
bursary funding for some of the poorest students 
were laid bare by the National Union of Students 
and others, we took note. College student 
associations from across Scotland have worked 
hard on their campaign, and today shows that it 
has paid dividends. [Interruption.] 
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The Presiding Officer: Order. There is still too 
much background noise on a continual basis from 
members right across the chamber. Let us hear 
one speech at a time. 

Jeremy Purvis: It is not just a political gain for 
the Liberal Democrats or any other political party; 
it is a gain for students, such as the students at 
Borders College whom I met to discuss the issue 
last Friday. For one student, the planned reduction 
to their bursary under the draft budget would have 
meant that they would not be able to afford the 
rent on their flat. Another would not have been 
able to buy equipment to help them to secure a 
course. Another would not have been able to 
afford transport, and another told me that they 
might have had to quit their course altogether. 

At Borders College alone, some 800 students 
are in receipt of bursary support. For those 800 
learners, and thousands upon thousands more 
across Scotland, I am pleased that the Scottish 
budget has been improved at this final stage. The 
examples that I have given are reflected across 
Scotland. 

Johann Lamont (Glasgow Pollok) (Lab): Will 
the member take an intervention? 

Jeremy Purvis: I am afraid that I do not have 
time. 

Although I cannot say that the pressure has 
been removed, I can say that the fact that the 
Scottish Government has accepted the case that 
we presented to it is testimony to what can be 
done. With the additional college places and the 
security that many will now have to finish their 
studies and gain skills, the economy will gain as 
well as the country overall. As the cabinet 
secretary said, we have also secured funding for 
additional modern apprenticeships, and that will 
also create welcome training opportunities. 

We are also pleased that for a second year we 
have secured funding for the post office 
diversification fund, which was our idea. Post 
offices are often the glue that binds local 
communities together, and that is positive. 

It is most certainly not a perfect budget bill that 
the Parliament will pass today, but it is a better 
one. It is better for young people who want the 
skills that they and we need for the economy, 
better for the colleges that will be able to provide 
more opportunities, and better for the businesses 
that will have more opportunities to take on 
apprentices. It is better because of Liberal 
Democrat involvement. 

The Presiding Officer: We come to the open 
debate. Speeches should be of six minutes, 
please, and no longer. 

15:13 

Kenneth Gibson (Cunninghame North) 
(SNP): The SNP Government’s budget is geared 
towards economic recovery and protecting jobs. 
We listened carefully to the ideas that Opposition 
parties put forward and approached them 
constructively. It is a sign of maturity and shows a 
spirit of consensus that some of the Opposition 
parties have given time and thought to the budget 
instead of simply dismissing it out of hand. I hope 
that the spirit of consensus and compromise will 
continue and we will reach agreement on a budget 
that will deliver the absolute best for Scotland 
during these difficult times. 

Let there be no mistake: these are indeed very 
difficult times, with an unprecedented Westminster 
cut of £1.856 billion in real terms to the Scottish 
budget, rising inflation, an increase in VAT, an 
increase in national insurance and an increase in 
the already extortionate fuel duty. All of that 
increases the burden on public services and 
impacts on their delivery while simultaneously 
squeezing the budgets of Scots families and 
individuals as they struggle to cope with the 
greatest real-terms cut in their wages since the 
1920s. It is our duty as members of this 
Parliament to do all that we can to help to cushion 
the blow and ensure that we invest in projects and 
initiatives that will protect and create jobs and help 
our economy to grow. 

By the very nature of politics, we all have 
different ideas on how all that can be achieved. On 
the SNP side of the chamber, we say that 
Scotland should be in charge of her own 
resources and economy, as that would allow us to 
invest properly in infrastructure, energy projects, 
jobs and education, but that is a debate for 
another day. The depressing reality is that we 
have a limited pot of money, and we must agree 
on the most prudent way of spending it. 

Although we all have our pet projects that we 
would happily advance at the expense of others, 
we are, I believe, broadly agreed on some of the 
main issues: protecting our NHS; providing world-
class education that is affordable to everyone; 
maintaining record police numbers; and creating 
more jobs and training opportunities for our young 
people. I therefore hope that we can iron out our 
relatively minor differences so that we can pass 
the budget today. 

I maintain what I said in the stage 1 debate: this 
is an outstanding budget, considering the extreme 
challenges that the cabinet secretary has faced. 
Local government spending has been reduced by 
only a fraction of the amount that many prophets 
of doom had warned that it would be and in 
comparison with the reductions down south. 
Concessionary bus travel has been not only 
protected but extended to injured service 
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personnel. Free university education has been 
maintained, and the council tax has been frozen 
once again. Those are but a few commitments in 
the budget that will make very real differences to 
the everyday lives of Scottish people. 

This Government, as is reflected in the budget, 
is truly committed to providing the best services for 
Scotland. That includes an absolute commitment 
to protect NHS budgets, in conjunction with the 
previous commitment to pass on any Barnett 
consequentials from the increased health 
spending in England to the health service in 
Scotland. The budget also includes an £8 million 
increase in funding to tackle hospital-acquired 
infections to ensure that our hospitals are as clean 
and safe as they can be. That funding comes on 
top of the £54 million that has already been 
committed to tackling the issue. 

Further to our commitment to protect services, 
the budget puts in place measures that will boost 
our economy and create jobs. The additional £6 
million for regeneration is particularly welcome. 
Perhaps the most successful of the measures that 
the Government has taken over the past few years 
has been the introduction of the small business 
bonus scheme, which has removed the rates 
burden from more than 63,000 properties, thereby 
allowing businesses to reinvest, employ more 
people and grow into the successful and dynamic 
businesses on which this country prides itself. In 
case anyone thinks that that is simply rhetoric, we 
should remember that Colin Borland told the 
Finance Committee that one in eight of Scotland’s 
small businesses would have gone bust during 
Labour’s recession had it not been for the small 
business bonus scheme. In maintaining that 
valuable scheme into next year, the budget will 
help tens of thousands of Scotland’s businesses 
during these tough times. 

As we have heard, the budget will provide an 
additional 1,200 college places at a cost of £8 
million, and an additional £15 million has been 
provided for college bursaries. That is £1 million 
more than the NUS asked for in its recent 
campaign. In addition, an amendment has been 
made to include a £10 million fund to support job 
creation in small businesses, which I know that the 
Conservative party was extremely keen to see 
happen. Most members will welcome that. 

We have also made provision to increase the 
number of apprenticeship places by 25 per cent 
next year to a record 25,000. It must be said that 
there would be no demand or requirement for such 
a vast quantity of young tradespeople without the 
budget’s investment of £3.3 billion in the 
construction sector. 

The SNP has listened to and acted on the 
various suggestions of Opposition parties, and it is 
disappointing that at least one and possibly two of 

those parties do not seem to be as enthusiastic for 
the budget as they should be. I believe that the 
cabinet secretary has bent over backwards to 
accommodate as many different perspectives and 
points of view as possible in an effort to help the 
people of Scotland and the Scottish economy. I 
therefore ask all members of the Parliament to 
support the budget today. 

15:18 

Ms Wendy Alexander (Paisley North) (Lab): I 
welcome a number of the individual measures that 
have been announced today, but the way in which 
our final budget has emerged—following deals in 
what in the old days would have been smoke-filled 
but which these day are smokeless rooms—
means that it is easy to lose sight of the longer-
term trends. The last-minute deals on what are 
fairly small sums of money miss the longer-term 
trends in budget setting, and it is those longer-
term trends that I want to focus on. 

Over the past 12 years in Scotland, we have 
increasingly developed a treasury function. As this 
session of Parliament draws to a close, I want to 
look back at the budgetary progress that we have 
made over the past four years. At this stage four 
years ago, there was no shortage of promises, 
particularly from the current party of Government. 
Its success in keeping those spending promises is 
a matter of record, and I will not be tempted to 
revisit that. 

Four years ago, the SNP made not just big 
spending promises but big budget promises. It 
promised to develop the treasury function as well 
as the spending function. First among the 
budgetary promises was the promise to abolish 
the council tax and replace it with a local income 
tax. Members will recall that the Scottish 
Government dropped those plans on the fair basis 
that it thought that they could not command a 
majority in this place. That might have been true, 
but the key issue is that the plans were never 
published. 

We approach another election at which the SNP 
will offer plans for a local income tax, but with no 
figures, modelling or detail. Four years on—and 
despite all the resources of the Scottish finance 
directorate and the office of the chief economic 
adviser—the SNP still has no plans for a Scottish 
local income tax and no discussion document, 
green paper or white paper. 

The second big budgetary commitment in 2007 
was a promise to write off student debt. Again, 
four years on—despite all the resources of 
Government—the SNP has produced no 
discussion document, green paper or white paper, 
no detail and no modelling. 
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The third big budget promise of 2007 was to 
abolish public-private partnerships and replace 
them with not-for-profit trusts and bonds. Again, 
we have no discussion document, green paper or 
white paper. 

The observant parliamentarian will spot the 
pattern. The Government came to power with 
three really ambitious budgetary promises: to 
introduce a local income tax, abolish student debt 
and replace PPP. On every one of those big three 
financial promises, it did not get as far even as 
laying out the detail. The truth is that the treasury 
role in Scotland that developed in the first eight 
years of devolution has been allowed to atrophy 
and not to progress under the current 
Government. 

Given that record on budgetary promises in the 
past four years, what are the challenges for all of 
us in the next four years? The first is higher 
education finance. How will we in Scotland 
respond to the new system of higher education 
funding in the rest of the United Kingdom? The 
truth is that the future of our universities and 
colleges hangs in the balance. Arguably, that will 
be the biggest decision that we will face in the next 
four years. However, with weeks to go to the 
election, the SNP has produced no modelling, 
numbers or detail—members will get the picture. 

The second challenge is building infrastructure. 
Four years ago, the Scottish Government’s 
website would have shown that dozens of projects 
were reaching financial close. I suggest that 
members who want an investment-led recovery go 
to that website today. It shows one project for 
which tenders have been advertised and four 
“potential” projects. Not a single project is in the 
pipeline. The Scottish Government has left an 
inheritance of nothing in the pipeline for whomever 
tries to stimulate an investment-led recovery. 

The third big challenge that faces an incoming 
Government is the future of our public services. 
What progress has been made in the past four 
years on better delivery, improving effectiveness 
and service redesign? The SNP began well in 
2007, when it published the Howat report, but 
nothing happened. In 2009, we had the Beveridge 
review. It reported in 2010, but nothing happened. 
Now, in 2011, we have the Christie commission 
and an invitation to wait and see until after the 
election. 

Whatever small sums of money are reallocated 
today, the truth is that we have made anything but 
progress in budgetary terms in the past four years. 
The next Parliament needs to rise to the challenge 
that the Government has neglected, so that the 
spending machine starts to become the treasury 
function that we were promised, that the country 
needs and which the Scotland Bill will start to 
deliver. 

15:25 

Joe FitzPatrick (Dundee West) (SNP): Today, 
we find ourselves in a similar position to that of 
previous years: last-minute alterations are the 
norm as this minority Government tries to get its 
budget passed. The cabinet secretary has worked 
to build consensus across the chamber. Reaching 
consensus has been particularly difficult for him 
this year, given a budget that has, for the first time, 
been reduced in cash terms. Let us remember that 
two thirds of those cuts were planned prior to the 
Liberal and Tory parties coming into power at 
Westminster—they are cuts that Alistair Darling 
said would be deeper and harsher than those 
under Margaret Thatcher.  

The proximity of the election in May has done 
nothing to make the process of negotiations any 
easier. However, despite the biggest ever cut to 
the Scottish block grant, this budget will deliver for 
the people of Scotland. We have the continuation 
of the council tax freeze and the small business 
bonus, funding to retain the extra 1,000 police 
officers and an end to the tax on ill health with the 
introduction of free prescriptions. All that is 
contained in the budget that is before the 
Parliament. The cabinet secretary attempted to 
take on board the contributions of Opposition 
parties, and the different ways in which they 
responded to his offers were plain to see in the 
opening speeches. In spite of the negativity 
coming from the Labour benches, I hope that, at 
decision time, Labour will do what is best for the 
people of Scotland by supporting the budget.  

In past debates, Mr Gray and Mr Kerr professed 
great concern about a favourite couple of theirs: 
the fireman and the nurse. That couple and 
millions more across Scotland will be given 
support by this budget through the council tax 
freeze, yet Labour suggests that it may not 
support the budget. How times have changed. Will 
Labour really oppose its favourite couple getting 
free prescriptions that are part of the free health 
care that is one of many traditional Labour 
policies? Will it really propose a continuation of 
that tax on ill health? Is Labour really saying that it 
will oppose the Government’s protection of the 
health budget? It is clear that the fireman and the 
nurse have been dumped by Labour. 

Last week, Labour had a new couple: the 
playboy and the chief executive officer. It told the 
chamber that the largest businesses, such as 
Tesco and Sainsbury’s, could not possibly have an 
increase in their business rates, yet it seems that it 
is just fine and dandy for Labour that couples 
across the country—pensioners, firemen and 
nurses—pay extra in council tax. 

Andy Kerr: Will the member inform the 
chamber of the weekly savings that a band D 
household in Dundee will make from the council 



33079  9 FEBRUARY 2011  33080 
 

 

tax freeze? When it came to the retail levy, we 
listened to the views of the Union of Shop, 
Distributive and Allied Workers—the workers’ 
representatives. 

Joe FitzPatrick: I have spoken to a number of 
workers who are USDAW members and who were 
surprised at the union’s stance. It would be 
particularly interesting to find out what consultation 
Mr Kerr and his colleagues in the Parliament had 
with Labour Party members across Scotland, 
many of whom are appalled by the Labour Party’s 
stance in supporting Tesco. 

In Dundee, the average saving this year will be 
£150. Of course, that has to be added to the 
savings that council tax payers had last year, the 
year before and the year before that. That might 
not be a lot of money for Andy Kerr, Iain Gray or 
David Whitton, but it is a lot of money to my 
constituents who are suffering because of the 
economic mess in which Mr Kerr’s Government in 
Westminster left this country. It is for those on the 
Labour benches to explain why they opposed the 
retailer tax and why they will not support the 
council tax freeze—a measure that supports hard-
working households across Scotland. The reality is 
this: Labour has no answers. Its finance 
spokesperson spoke for, I think, 10 minutes. He 
talked of a vision, but we heard nothing—not one 
single idea.  

At the core of this budget is a commitment to 
support Scotland’s economic recovery by 
increasing employment, strengthening education 
and promoting new business growth. A sign of the 
efforts to which the cabinet secretary went is that 
he listened to contributions from all parts of the 
chamber, including the Labour Party, and 
strengthened the budget on the areas that they 
raised in spite of the difficult economic pressures 
that we face. 

As a Dundee MSP, one important commitment 
in the budget for me is the commitment to funding 
for the Victoria and Albert museum project at 
Dundee. That project will, in itself, help to achieve 
the aims of economic growth and increased 
employment. Let us be perfectly clear: the future 
of the V and A at Dundee project would be less 
certain without the commitment that the Scottish 
Government has made in the budget. Voting 
against that commitment would make the project 
less certain. The project will provide a major boost 
economically as well as culturally to Dundee. 
Inward investment is already being generated for 
the city because of it, with a positive uplift for the 
local economy that will continue to grow as we 
move towards the planned opening in 2014. 

We have heard from the cabinet secretary that 
the budget will create 25,000 new-start 
apprenticeships—more than have ever been 
created before. I have mentioned the funding for 

the game-changing V and A at Dundee and the 
continuation of the council tax freeze, but there is 
also the new fund to protect jobs and services in 
the voluntary sector. Are we really to believe that 
the Labour Party is against all those initiatives? 

This is the right budget for Scotland. It will 
protect jobs and front-line services and support 
economic recovery. The Government is taking the 
steps that it can, within the Parliament’s limited 
powers, to protect jobs and to offer new 
opportunities in the coming years. I urge all 
members to support the budget this evening. 

15:31 

Jackie Baillie (Dumbarton) (Lab): I am grateful 
for the opportunity to contribute to the budget 
debate. Although I want to focus on health, I want 
first to take issue with the cabinet secretary’s 
comment about Argyll and Bute Council. 

Let us be clear—councils across Scotland have 
lost supporting people funding. Argyll and Bute 
Council has suffered worst, followed swiftly by 
West Dunbartonshire Council. The cabinet 
secretary’s announcement fails to close the gap in 
the allocation. Mr Swinney knows that the COSLA 
leaders’ meeting of 19 November agreed the 
formula for distribution, which is very different from 
what has subsequently emerged from the Scottish 
Government. Under that formula, Argyll and Bute 
Council expected to receive £6 million more. As I 
understand it, the cabinet secretary is giving back 
£1 million to the council, but where is the missing 
£5 million? 

Dick Walsh, the leader of Argyll and Bute 
Council, wrote to me: 

“it is clearly disappointing that my Council is now in a 
position of having to make cuts to services that it would not 
have had to make.” 

Argyll and Bute is represented by an SNP MSP 
who is a minister. There is an aspirant SNP 
candidate who is a cabinet secretary. Surely they 
could have convinced the Cabinet Secretary for 
Finance and Sustainable Growth. If the position 
does not improve, they will be accused of being 
responsible for wholly unnecessary cuts to 
services for some of the most vulnerable people in 
Argyll and Bute. This is entirely a debate between 
COSLA and the Scottish Government about the 
formula that was agreed on 19 November; it sits 
separately from the wider debate on the budget. I 
look forward to the cabinet secretary resolving the 
matter. 

Of course, the SNP already has form in this 
regard. What about social care? The true scandal 
of the SNP term of office is exposed when we 
consider what it has done with social care. When 
the SNP came into office, it inherited a social care 
budget of £3.2 billion. However, in a few short 
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years that budget was cut to £2.8 billion—£400 
million less. [Interruption.] I am disappointed that 
the cabinet secretary is sighing about the issue, 
because we are talking about £400 million that has 
been taken from the most vulnerable in our 
community. 

John Swinney: I am sighing because Jackie 
Baillie continues to produce duff numbers in the 
Parliament. 

Jackie Baillie: I look forward to the cabinet 
secretary’s apology, because the numbers come 
from Audit Scotland. It is not for me to cite duff 
numbers—that is more the province of the 
Government. 

The Minister for Public Health and Sport 
(Shona Robison): Will the member give way on 
that point? 

Jackie Baillie: I have already given way. 

Although the Scottish Government has 
introduced a £70 million change fund, the strong 
view on the ground is that that will simply 
substitute for the cuts. There will be cuts to 
community and voluntary organisations on the 
ground and to care-and-repair projects. Funding 
for pensioners lunch clubs will be halved. Mental 
health services have changed so dramatically that 
workers are now on zero-hours contracts. New 
charges will be placed on services for people with 
learning disabilities. All those measures will have a 
negative impact on people in our communities, 
driving them into the formal care system more 
quickly than would otherwise have been the case. 
That is the consequence of passing the budget 
today. 

There will be no protection for older people who 
require care, those with learning disabilities and 
those who require support due to mental illness. 

What about the much-vaunted protection for 
health? In the previous budget debate I challenged 
the accuracy of the SNP’s promise, which was 
made by the First Minister on the day of the party’s 
election launch. He told us that he would spend £1 
billion extra over the next parliamentary session. 

The Cabinet Secretary for Finance and 
Sustainable Growth is always keen to intervene 
when I get something wrong—he is always keen 
to correct me. I see from the Official Report of the 
previous debate that, remarkably, he did not take 
the opportunity to do so on that occasion. Let me 
give him that opportunity again. 

The First Minister said: 

“We’ve protected the health service in real-terms ... and 
we’re now extending that commitment to the next four 
years.” 

That is just not accurate. I will tell members the 
facts. The SNP’s health budget will drop by £8.6 

million in real terms. That is a real-terms cut, not 
an increase and not protection. Here is another 
fact: the SNP’s 1.6 per cent cash increase for the 
NHS in this budget equates to a 0.3 per cent cut in 
real terms, so there is a reduction of £33.9 million 
this year—a cut, not an increase. 

John Swinney: Jackie Baillie is establishing an 
excellent parliamentary tradition of continually 
providing duff numbers to Parliament. What she 
has said is not the case. 

Jackie Baillie: I love the cabinet secretary’s 
assertion, but do I prefer to believe his rhetoric or 
the independent information from the Scottish 
Parliament information centre? There is no 
contest: SPICe every time. 

The pledge that the SNP made on the very day 
of its election launch now lies in tatters. It is just 
not accurate. The present settlement is the lowest 
for the NHS since devolution. If the budget was set 
to rise, as the SNP claims, the Scottish 
Government would not be implementing plans to 
cut thousands of nurses and other front-line staff. 
Four thousand staff are gone from the NHS—
1,500 of them nurses—this year alone, and that is 
before the budget bill is passed. That is in the 
good times, before the UK coalition’s budget cuts 
have begun to bite, and the cuts are entirely down 
to the SNP. Shame on you. 

15:37 

Margaret Smith (Edinburgh West) (LD): This 
is not the budget that we would have chosen to 
put before the Scottish people had we been in 
government, but the duty of a reasonable, 
responsible Opposition at this time, of all times, is 
to work with Government to try and deliver an 
improved budget that we can support. That is what 
the Liberal Democrats—and, indeed, the 
Conservatives—have sought to do. 

As we emerge from recession, we need an able 
and skilled workforce that is ready for the new 
industries and challenges of the future. Delivering 
that able, skilled workforce should be a 
fundamental component of this year’s budget. 
Instead, the Scottish Government’s budget 
delivers concerning cuts in both higher and further 
education, with a real-terms cut of 7 per cent for 
colleges. 

The contribution that Scotland’s colleges have 
made in helping the country to turn the corner and 
to exit recession must not be underestimated. In 
many areas across the country, colleges have 
responded quickly and effectively to local demand 
for courses, whether from school leavers or from 
individuals seeking retraining to enter new 
vocations following redundancy. Our colleges 
have consistently met the demand for training and 
upskilling when unemployment has hit, and they 
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have been at the heart of the partnership action for 
continuing employment initiative. Their flexibility 
and the fact that they are rooted in our 
communities are real strengths, which is why 
Liberal Democrats feel that they are uniquely 
placed to play a leading role in Scotland’s push 
against youth unemployment and in our economic 
recovery. 

We welcome the agreement of Scotland’s 
colleges to keep student numbers at current levels 
despite the cuts that are being imposed on them, 
although we understand how difficult it is to deliver 
that request from the Government in reality. Last 
year, the Liberal Democrats fought for more 
college places in the budget and secured 7,500 
additional places. In this year’s budget 
negotiations, too, we have sought to support 
Scotland’s colleges, students and those who seek 
to undertake modern apprenticeships and other 
training. I am delighted that the cabinet secretary 
has agreed to our proposals that there should be 
an additional £15 million for FE bursaries over two 
years including this year, to provide additional 
support to existing students, as well as £8 million 
of additional funding in 2011-12 to provide an 
additional 1,200 college places with appropriate 
support. That represents a substantial boost to the 
college sector. 

Our colleges have an excellent track record of 
attracting poorer students and older students with 
family commitments into further and higher 
education. Twenty-nine per cent of college 
teaching takes place in Scotland’s most deprived 
postcode areas, so it is essential that those who 
struggle the most financially to access FE and HE 
are given the support that they need. That is why 
we made the issue of student support and college 
bursaries central to our discussions with the 
Cabinet Secretary for Finance and Sustainable 
Growth. We share the concern of NUS Scotland 
and Scotland’s Colleges that the draft budget 
proposed a cash-terms freeze in bursary funding, 
which meant that more than 40,000 of the poorest 
college students faced the prospect of real-terms 
cuts to vital living costs support, at a time when 
living costs are going up and part-time job 
prospects are going down. 

Patrick Harvie (Glasgow) (Green): Will 
Margaret Smith give way? 

Margaret Smith: No. 

Bursary funding is not a new problem. There 
have been problems for many years and there 
have been understandable calls for a new, 
guaranteed approach to bursary funding, so that 
students and potential students can have certainty 
about the funds that they will receive to get them 
through the academic year and their course. NUS 
Scotland said that we face a £14 million shortfall in 
bursary funds and colleges will be unable to 

support all the students whom they are asked to 
take on. Liberal Democrats do not think that that is 
acceptable for our students, our colleges or our 
country as we try to climb our way out of 
recession. 

Twenty-three out of 39 colleges reported this 
year that they would be unable to meet their 
student targets given their initial bursary allocation. 
They said that without additional bursary funding 
they would be unable to afford to take on enough 
students. Many colleges have dipped into core 
funding to subsidise bursaries in the past and we 
hope that the extra bursary funding that Mr 
Swinney announced on the back of the 
negotiations that we undertook will protect core 
funding for college learning. 

If we are to grow our way out of the current 
economic situation, it is important that we lead the 
way in training individuals in growth areas such as 
renewable energy. I am delighted that 500 of the 
1,500 new modern apprenticeships that will be 
delivered as part of our successful negotiations 
with the Government will be in the renewables 
sector. I am pleased that the Scottish Government 
has gone further, to deliver more modern 
apprenticeships, which is good news for business 
and individuals. I also welcome the additional 
2,000 flexible training opportunities that have been 
announced following our discussions. 

Training and employability should be at the 
heart of the budget. I encourage the cabinet 
secretary and the Minister for Housing and 
Communities to reconsider their decision on the 
capital city partnership in Edinburgh. 
Unemployment in Edinburgh is at its highest level 
in more than a decade, and job seekers from 
areas such as Muirhouse, in my constituency, are 
feeling the effects of the recession particularly 
hard. Edinburgh has the worst level of positive 
destinations for school leavers, so young people 
are experiencing difficulties in finding work. The 
CCP has been praised by the Government as an 
excellent example of joined-up working, which has 
attracted a great deal of matched funding. It helps 
thousands of people every year and focuses on 
people who have employability issues. I 
appreciate that we need to simplify and streamline 
the training landscape, so partnership working 
makes sense. We are in difficult economic times, 
but it makes sense to consider supporting an 
initiative that is working successfully. 

The Scottish Liberal Democrats are serious 
about education and skills. That is why we put 
record resources into higher and further education 
when we were in government, and it is why in 
opposition we have signalled our willingness to 
work with the Government, other parties in the 
Parliament and people outside the Parliament, to 
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provide proper support for Scotland’s colleges, 
universities, training providers and students. 

By accepting the Scottish Liberal Democrats’ 
proposals, which reflected concerns that were 
expressed by NUS Scotland and others in the 
education and training sectors, the Scottish 
Government has improved the budget. I hope that 
the Parliament will support it. 

15:43 

Stuart McMillan (West of Scotland) (SNP): I 
welcome the opportunity to speak in the budget 
debate. 

Given the £1.3 billion reduction in the Scottish 
Government budget for next year, which follows 
the £500 million reduction this year, I am sure that 
all members acknowledge that the cabinet 
secretary faced a massive financial challenge. 
John Swinney deserves every credit for producing 
a balanced budget in these straitened times. 

Today’s announcements include an increase in 
apprenticeship places to 25,000, an additional £10 
million for the supported jobs fund in the voluntary 
sector, an additional £15 million for college 
bursaries, the £1 million post office diversification 
scheme, and the additional £2 million for freight 
facilities grants. 

My favourite announcement was about the 
reintroduction of moneys for urban regeneration 
companies in Scotland. The population of 
Inverclyde and Ayrshire will be happy to learn that 
the SNP Government appreciates URCs and, in 
particular, the excellent work of Riverside 
Inverclyde, which will continue. Alf Young, the 
chairman of Riverside Inverclyde, said in the 
Greenock Telegraph on 24 January: 

“I have always been told by the politicians and their 
officials this was a 10-year mission to take 20-odd years of 
dereliction and do something about it, and that they would 
back us”. 

Today, John Swinney continues that progress and 
the work of turning around 20-odd years of 
dereliction in Inverclyde, as Alf Young highlighted. 

The cabinet secretary knows of my genuine 
interest in safeguarding Riverside Inverclyde. I 
raised the issue with him in the Economy, Energy 
and Tourism Committee last week and met him 
last Thursday afternoon. In addition to that, I wrote 
to him and Alex Neil about it and raised it in the 
committee when Scottish Enterprise officials gave 
evidence on 19 January. 

The future of Inverclyde’s economic success 
depends on our regeneration. Other parties and 
individuals have made representations on the 
URCs and Riverside Inverclyde in particular. 
However, I am content that John Swinney and the 
SNP Government have listened to the arguments. 

On a different matter, I whole-heartedly 
welcome the increase in apprenticeship places to 
25,000 for next year. That record number will 
provide new opportunities for our population. 
Those new modern apprenticeship starts will be 
welcomed throughout the west of Scotland and 
Scotland as a whole. 

Other beneficial aspects of the budget include 
the freezing of the council tax for the fourth year in 
a row, as already mentioned, and the 
maintenance—indeed, the extension—of the 
concessionary travel scheme. I know many people 
who value the travel scheme, which not only helps 
people to get out and about in their communities 
but helps the tourism industry in Scotland. 

Another welcome element concerns the health 
budget. Ensuring that the Barnett consequentials 
on health go to the NHS is a welcome addition to 
the budget. Many of my constituents warmly 
welcome it as they fully value the NHS and the 
services that it provides. 

During the Economy, Energy and Tourism 
Committee’s budget scrutiny last year, I asked the 
panel of witnesses, which included Professor 
Brian Ashcroft and Alf Young: 

“What one thing would you recommend be changed in 
the budget? Obviously, there would be knock-on effects, 
but if the Government was to change one thing, what 
should it be?” 

Professor Ashcroft answered: 

“Can I get in first? The Government should not ring fence 
spending on health.” 

Alf Young’s response was: 

“I would choose the same thing.”—[Official Report, 
Economy, Energy and Tourism Committee, 24 November 
2010; c 4367.]  

There is much to welcome in the budget. I am 
sure that John Swinney would have preferred to 
have the additional £500 million, £1.3 billion and 
even the £30 million from the retail levy. Think how 
much more John Swinney could deliver for 
Scotland if he had that money. If he had more, I 
am sure that it would be invested wisely. 

The £30 million retail levy was contentious in the 
Parliament. In recent weeks, I spoke to many 
people in the small business sector. They were 
disappointed with how the Parliament voted last 
week, but they realise who is on the side of the 
small business sector in Scotland. 

John Swinney has proposed this Scottish 
budget to the Parliament in financially straitened 
times. However, I am sure that the Parliament can 
rise to the occasion and not only agree to the 
budget unanimously this evening but ensure that 
the Scottish people appreciate that it is a budget 
for Scotland in financially challenging times. I am 
sure that they will appreciate the hard work and 
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effort that John Swinney has put into the budget. I 
hope that the Parliament will rise to the occasion 
and back the budget to ensure that Scotland and 
its economy can move forward. 

15:49 

Des McNulty (Clydebank and Milngavie) 
(Lab): I welcome the revisions to the budgets for 
the urban regeneration companies. I lobbied Mr 
Neil on that matter on behalf of all the 
regeneration companies—in particular, Clydebank 
Re-built—and will be interested to know the detail 
of the additional money that Mr Swinney has made 
available. 

The revisions to the bursary funding that the 
cabinet secretary announced are welcome for 
people who will complete courses in the current 
academic year and those who will undertake 
courses next year. However, in the context of a 
10.4 per cent reduction in college funding and a 
similar reduction in university funding, it is hard to 
argue that the budget is good for further and 
higher education or for students. 

My welcome for something for which Labour 
consistently argued is therefore a bit muted. Unlike 
the Liberal Democrats, I see it not as a great 
victory, but as a pragmatic step that will bring 
benefits to thousands of individual students who 
should never have been denied bursary support 
as they were in the original SNP budget. However, 
thousands more students will encounter fewer 
lecturers, poorer facilities and less support 
because hundreds of millions of pounds have 
been cut from college and university budgets. 

In colleges throughout Scotland, lecturing and 
support jobs are being lost, mostly through 
voluntary redundancy, although some are going 
through compulsory redundancy. In universities, 
as we saw in the announcement from the 
University of Glasgow yesterday, departments are 
being closed, specialisms are being dropped and 
students are losing out. 

College and university principals were told 
before Christmas to adhere to the line that the cuts 
were only 5 per cent and that that was a good 
settlement for further and higher education. They 
did not rock the boat, but the truth has now 
dawned on them. The percentage cuts in higher 
and further education in Scotland are higher than 
those that the Tory-Lib Dem coalition has imposed 
in England. 

Margaret Smith: Will the member take an 
intervention? 

Des McNulty: The facts are undeniable: the 
further and higher education sectors in Scotland 
have been particularly badly bruised by this SNP 
budget. While the Liberal Democrats claim a great 

victory—as I am sure Margaret Smith is keen to 
do—which they hope will offset the anger at their 
betrayal on tuition fees south of the border, closer 
examination reveals their support for another 
betrayal, this time of students and staff here in 
Scotland. 

By signing up to this project, the Lib Dems have 
put their names to the worst settlement anywhere 
in Britain for students and the further and higher 
education sectors. If anyone wants proof of that, 
they should speak to the representatives of 
students or staff at their local college or university. 

Margaret Smith: I will ask Des McNulty a clear 
question: did the Labour Party make any 
representations to the Government to ask for any 
improved funding for bursary support students? 
Did it, or did it not? 

Des McNulty: We absolutely did, and if 
Margaret Smith was in the debate two weeks ago, 
she will have heard me make that point. 

In colleges, people know what the real financial 
situation is and what the settlement means. In 
Clydebank College, the grant is being reduced 
from £11.5 million to £10.3 million. It is happening 
across Scotland: in James Watt College in 
Greenock, in Banff and Buchan College in 
Aberdeenshire, and in the University of Stirling 
and the University of Abertay Dundee. 

In future, because of the SNP Government’s 
decisions, we will end up with fewer places for 
more applications. All the strong-arm tactics that 
Mr Russell employed to buttress his claim that the 
cuts will be no more than 5 per cent will not hide 
the pain that the budget will bring for the sector. 

I turn to the school sector. When this 
Government came in, it announced the end of ring 
fencing for local government. All the funded 
programmes in the national priorities action fund 
were to be rolled up into the local government 
general grant, which was then held back to force 
councils to accept the Government’s council tax 
freeze. 

A series of policies was to be supported by 
budgets, such as increasing the number of 
teachers; reducing class sizes; implementing the 
Education (Additional Support for Learning) 
(Scotland) Act 2004; introducing initiatives such as 
better behaviour and hungry for success; 
implementing the Scottish Schools (Parental 
Involvement) Act 2006; and ensuring continuing 
professional development. 

On top of that, the SNP promised a raft of 
additional commitments, including a reduction in 
class sizes to 18 in primaries 1 to 3, the 
maintenance of teacher numbers, the abolition of 
student debt, additional hours of nursery education 
and so on. When we look at what has happened to 
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those budgets, we see that they have 
disappeared. The £56 million that was supposed 
to support keeping teacher numbers at 53,000, 
and keeping down class sizes in English and 
maths, has simply gone. We have 3,000 fewer 
teachers, and most local authorities are 
abandoning the secondary class size pledge 
because the resources to deliver it have been 
taken away. 

There was £25 million in the budget to support 
improvements for pupils with low attainment, with 
a focus on social inclusion and equality. On 
speaking to anyone in the authorities that have 
those types of schools with those types of pupils, 
one finds that that money is away too. 

Money was supposed to be set aside to 
implement the Education (Additional Support for 
Learning) (Scotland) Act 2004, but the 
Government has not implemented the act. There 
was £13.5 million to help with the continuing 
professional development that was needed to 
support curriculum for excellence; many teachers 
are wondering where that has gone. There was 
£17 million to increase the number of support staff 
in schools, but in Aberdeen, for example, those 
staff are all apparently to be sacked by the SNP-
Lib Dem council. 

A total of £250 million, rolled up into local 
government budgets, has been taken away and 
has disappeared. It has been stripped away from 
education in Scotland, and that is only part of what 
has gone; we know that the mainstream budgets, 
too, have been stripped to the bone. That is the 
reality of the budget under the SNP, and that is 
why the Labour Party will not support it. 

15:55 

Patrick Harvie (Glasgow) (Green): John 
Swinney began by saying that he had sought 
consensus with all political parties in the chamber 
on the budget. Even when I disagree with Mr 
Swinney—in fact, especially when I disagree with 
him—I try to give credit where it is due, so I will go 
as far as to say that he has always been pretty 
straightforward with other political parties during 
budget negotiations. But consensual? Not this 
time. The reality is that John Swinney does not 
need a consensus to get a budget through; he 
needs 65 votes. That is what he has sought to get, 
and it appears that he will get past that mark 
today. We do not, though, have consensus and we 
never have had it on the right response for 
Scotland to the Tory cuts down south. 

I have made the Green position clear repeatedly 
and I will run through it one more time in case 
anyone is unclear about it. The cuts agenda that 
the UK Government is pursuing is not only 
economic vandalism but social vandalism, and it is 

unnecessary. There are also wrong priorities 
within the Scottish budget, with some cuts being 
more harmful than others. John Swinney has 
protected the road building programme with 
enough enthusiasm to make Jeremy Clarkson 
proud, but he has brought us a £94 million cut to 
the housing budget. For him to come to the 
chamber today and talk about a £16 million 
addition to that budget, as though it is some great 
stimulus measure that will blind us to the fact that 
there has been a £94 million cut to that budget, is 
simply not credible. 

Beyond that, revenue raising is necessary to 
protect public services and the investment in a 
low-carbon Scotland that we need. I believe that 
that revenue raising can be done within existing 
powers fairly and progressively if we are prepared 
to be creative, as we have sought to be. We have 
produced proposals on bringing empty properties 
into non-domestic rates and on bringing urban 
vacant land—land banks—into business rates, 
which could generate income. We have talked 
about an additional way of using a large business 
supplement that would have got over some of the 
arguments that we heard last year from the other 
Opposition parties against the retail levy. We have 
talked about progressive ways to raise revenue 
and about some of the unnecessary priorities that 
the Government is pursuing. Just delaying the 
pursuit of the replacement Forth road bridge by a 
year or so, until we hear the results of the 
engineering work on the existing bridge, would 
allow us to know whether that spending was 
necessary and we might be able to reverse a huge 
number of the cuts that are being made to the 
higher and further education budgets and to the 
housing budget, as well as plug the £30 million 
gap and commit to a full-scale home insulation 
programme. However, the SNP has rejected those 
proposals, not out of necessity but out of political 
choice. 

I am sure that Mr Swinney will be happy to see 
his budget passed, but is he happy with the new 
political alignment that he has fostered to achieve 
that? Around the turn of the year, I wrote to John 
Swinney urging him to take a stronger stance 
against the UK Government’s cuts agenda. I told 
him that if he was not willing to take that stance, 
he should look for support for his budget not to us, 
but to the parties behind that ideological cuts 
agenda. That seems to be exactly what he has 
done. 

The Tory position is consistent—it is deeply 
harmful, but it is consistent. However, the Lib 
Dems’ position on the budget is every bit as two-
faced as their 2010 election campaign was. 
Desperate to rehabilitate themselves with the 
generation of students whom they have just 
betrayed, they come here and tell us about the 
importance that they place on bursaries—
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something that they know full well not a single 
party in the chamber would oppose, but they are 
using it as a pretext to vote for a budget that 
slashes the overall funding for higher and further 
education. Again, that is utterly not credible. 

Last week, I read an interesting article in The 
Herald. It said: 

“The SNP at Westminster is to ... make greater use of 
the phrase ‘Conservative-led government’ in describing the 
Tory-LibDem Coalition. The nationalists will limit their use 
of the term ‘coalition’, believing that it fails to suggest 
sufficient responsibility for swingeing public spending cuts.” 

The article ends: 

“A senior SNP source said: ‘It is definitely language that 
you will see used more often.’” 

I think that we can start using it today because, if 
this budget is passed—a budget that implements 
Tory cuts that Scotland never voted for—it will not 
much matter whether the cabinet secretary who 
proposed that budget is a blue Tory, a yellow Tory 
or a tartan Tory; he will not deserve to be forgiven 
for offering Scotland a Tory-led budget. There will 
be countless voters—many of whom voted SNP 
for the first time in 2007—who hoped for much 
better and who are being badly let down by the 
Scottish Government today. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Alasdair 
Morgan): From now on, I will restrict members to 
five minutes, which is one minute more than they 
might have been expecting. 

16:01 

Bob Doris (Glasgow) (SNP): The budget that 
is before us today is £1.3 billion less than the 
budget that was passed in 2010. I believe that the 
2011 Scottish budget cuts are a product of 
Labour’s disastrous handling of the UK economy 
and of the Conservatives in London cutting too 
quick and too deep. However, we are where we 
are, and political parties in Scotland need to move 
beyond the blame game and towards fixing the 
problems that we face. That is what the Scottish 
public expect. 

As a minority Government, the SNP must, as a 
matter of political reality, seek consensus and 
compromise. That is how we seek to govern, and 
always have done. The fact that Labour appears 
to have done all that it can to block a budget that 
is in Scotland’s national interest tells me that it is 
not fit to govern after May this year. 

I never wanted £1.3 billion-worth of cuts, but 
there is still £30 billion to be spent, and we should 
never forget that. Despite that, what we hear from 
Labour is constant negativity. Andy Kerr made it 
crystal clear that Labour lacks vision and has no 
ideas. I would like to speak about how we are 
using some of that £30 billion, which is a 

significant amount of cash. Before I do so, I note 
that Labour cannot even suggest how it would 
transfer even one single penny of it. 

I am proud to see the SNP Government 
delivering a record number of apprenticeships for 
2011-12. Those 25,000 apprenticeships will give 
our young people vital training opportunities, which 
will be welcome in Glasgow and across Scotland. 
The SNP has a strong track record in the area. 
Through the four budgets that we have had 
passed, we will have delivered 76,000 new 
apprenticeships. I note that that contrasts rather 
favourably with Labour’s last four years as the 
Scottish Executive, during which it delivered 
73,000 apprenticeships. We should remember that 
the Labour Party delivered fewer apprenticeships 
during a time when the budget was rising 
significantly, and that we are delivering more 
apprenticeships during a time when the budget is 
shrinking drastically. The facts speak for 
themselves. 

I genuinely urge Labour to support the 
Government’s budget. Do Labour members really 
want to vote against a record number of 
apprenticeships? That is the question that is being 
asked this afternoon.  

Cathie Craigie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) 
(Lab): We want more. 

Bob Doris: I hear a Labour member saying 
from a sedentary position that they want more 
apprenticeships. I ask her why Labour delivered 
fewer apprenticeships when it was in government 
and had more money than is available to the SNP 
Government, which is delivering record levels of 
new apprenticeships with less money. 

Do Labour members want to vote against a 
council tax freeze that will support under-pressure 
pensioners and hard-working families? Do they 
want to vote against Scottish students from poor 
backgrounds and attempt to deny them access to 
an additional £15 million and 1,200 extra student 
places? I hope not, although we will find out at 
decision time this evening. 

I praise the NUS for organising the hundreds of 
FE students in Glasgow who have contacted me 
with concerns about bursaries, and I look forward 
to telling those students that the SNP has worked 
across party lines to address their concerns and to 
deliver for them. 

Patrick Harvie: Will the member give way?  

Bob Doris: I do not have much time. I am sorry. 

I want in the time that I have left to talk about 
the large retail supplement. This budget does not 
include everything that I wanted, as an SNP 
politician, because I wanted it to include an 
additional £30 million. I suspect that Labour did 
not, because it cannot say how it would spend one 
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penny. I ask the cabinet secretary to say whether, 
if the SNP is re-elected in May this year, the 
Government will continue to progress the idea of 
having a large retail supplement. I certainly have 
ideas about that, including about finding ways of 
allowing large cities to retain more of that levy, and 
I am happy to work with the Christie commission, 
my own party and across parties to flesh out those 
ideas. 

We are standing up for small businesses in this 
budget, so I am delighted that the Conservatives 
have belatedly come on board in relation to that. I 
thank them for their constructive work on the 
£10 million fund to support small and medium-
sized enterprises and employability. The budget 
and the help that 74,000 small businesses get 
through the small business bonus will be received 
with enthusiasm in the streets of Glasgow, in 
places across the city such as Maryhill Road, 
Springburn Way, Dumbarton Road and Victoria 
Road, where we are standing up for small 
businesses and not kneeling before the large 
corporations, as Labour would have us do. 

16:05 

James Kelly (Glasgow Rutherglen) (Lab): I 
welcome the opportunity to contribute to the 
budget debate. 

There is no doubt that this is a flawed budget, 
which delivers £1.3 billion of cuts. It will be backed 
by a triple Tory alliance of the Tories, the tartan 
Tories and the new Tories in the form of the 
Liberal Democrats. The budget is flawed both in 
policy terms and in relation to its process. 

Stuart McMillan: Will the member give way? 

James Kelly: Let me develop my theme. 

Consider the budget’s political priorities: it does 
not prioritise economic growth and it will not do 
enough to create jobs in our communities and 
protect them from the cuts. Stuart McMillan 
mentioned economic regeneration in his speech, 
and the cabinet secretary said that he is 
committing an additional £6 million to the 
regeneration companies. Let me tell members that 
Clyde Gateway, in the area that I represent, is 
already having to make £22 million of cuts next 
year, so £6 million across the regeneration 
companies will not be enough—[Interruption.] It 
will not be enough—I say to Mr Doris—to stop the 
cuts at Clyde Gateway, which are a threat to the 
legacy of the Commonwealth games. 

This budget is also flawed in terms of process. 
The cabinet secretary told us that there will be 3 
per cent efficiency savings. That amounts to about 
£1 billion, but nowhere in the budget document 
can I see where the efficiency savings will fall and 
what changes will result in budget lines, which 

means that there is a £1 billion black hole in 
relation to efficiency savings alone. 

The report last week from Audit Scotland on 
capital infrastructure revealed how the 
Government budgets, and the point was reinforced 
by the cabinet secretary in his speech. An 
overallocation of £100 million has taken place. 
That is not only not prudent and effective 
budgeting but is, in effect, a £100 million Swinney 
slush fund, which he can use to buy off political 
parties during stage 3 of the budget process. 

Anne McLaughlin (Glasgow) (SNP): I was at 
the same Public Audit Committee meeting, when 
we spoke to the Auditor General for Scotland 
about the £100 million. Does James Kelly recall 
that the Auditor General agreed that that is a 
normal accounting tool that is used widely, that it 
is a sensible way to use it and that it does not 
mean that £100 million is just floating around 
waiting to be used? 

James Kelly: The Auditor General for Scotland 
said that it would not be possible to specify which 
projects the £100 million was allocated to, 
therefore there is a lack of transparency. I repeat 
my point that that money represents a £100 million 
Swinney slush fund, which has been used to buy 
off the other political parties. 

When we follow the process on to the justice 
budget, we can see that it is flawed. The SNP tells 
us that it will maintain police numbers. Even if it 
maintains police officer numbers, there will be 
fewer police on the beat because—as we were 
told at the Justice Committee—there will be a cut 
of up to 1,200 support staff, which means that 
police officers will be taken off the beat to backfill 
the work of the support staff. We heard earlier in 
the week that complaints about antisocial 
behaviour have rocketed to half a million. We want 
police on our streets fighting crime, not manning 
the filing cabinets. 

The approach of SNP members on so many 
issues has been to sit on the sidelines. They are 
spectators—not participants. The budget fails on 
policies, on priorities and on process. It is not fit for 
purpose for Scotland in 2011 and I urge 
Parliament to vote it down at 5 o’clock this 
evening. 

16:11 

Margo MacDonald (Lothians) (Ind): I will not 
pretend that I like every last jot and tittle in Mr 
Swinney’s budget. However, had it not been for 
our ban on fox hunting, I would have been sure 
that the start of the Labour Party’s contribution to 
the debate sounded like foxes being shot. In later 
speeches, though, I realised that there was 
something more to what Labour had to say. 
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In an echo of something that Wendy Alexander 
alluded to, we could start by calling the budget by 
its correct name. It is not a budget, so why do we 
not settle for a name that does not flatter to 
deceive? How about the Scottish Government’s 
spending programme or cap-in-hand day? I would 
even suggest kidology day, because that is what 
just about every member has been doing, with the 
honourable exception of Patrick Harvie.  

However, the minister is to be congratulated on 
his sense of fairness in doling out the local 
authority share of his spending money, especially 
following the unprecedented weather that has 
probably left every council in Scotland with a 
bigger roads repair bill than it might have 
anticipated. One of my personal tests of Mr 
Swinney’s performance was how he met a 
genuine dilemma on how best to use whatever 
amount of the block grant he allocates to 
Scotland’s cities. It is almost impossible to 
calculate a share of the money that is available to 
the minister that everyone would agree is fair, 
when our local authorities have such different 
locations, needs and other factors.  

The cabinet secretary knows the case that I 
have made for an enhancement of the capital city 
supplement, given the extra effort that is required 
to address the damage to the capital city’s 
appearance and infrastructure that has been 
caused by the severe winter weather. I thank him 
for the extra money that he has levered in via the 
capital city supplement. There are quite a few 
weeks left, so he might find that there is a bit more 
left in the kitty. I am willing to share with Margaret 
Smith, who made an excellent case for the city 
partnership. I know that other members from the 
Lothians region agree. 

However, I am mindful of the fact that members 
have a duty to contribute to policies that impact on 
areas outwith their constituencies and regions. It 
was a happy coincidence that Dalry baths was 
there to provide an excellent case study for 
Campbell Christie’s commission’s consideration of 
ways in which we might better deliver public 
services and keep services in the public sector. I 
thank the cabinet secretary, because he smoothed 
the way towards my having a meeting with the 
commission last week, and we are well on the way 
to using Dalry baths as a template. 

On the subject of the responsibility of members 
to contribute to wider interests, I have asked the 
minister to instigate a review of private finance 
initiative and PPP contracts. I am extremely 
serious about the issue, and I am certain that 
people outwith Parliament think that it is ridiculous 
that some companies are making profits while 
other people’s contracts—whether commercial or 
personal employment contracts—are having to be 
renegotiated. I have not given up on that. 

Andy Kerr: If the cabinet secretary carries out 
such a review, will the member also ask him for a 
forward look on his adoption of PPP for the 
building of major road projects? 

Margo MacDonald: The short answer is yes. 
The public sector and the public are being ripped 
off and—we are told—it is going to be 10 years 
before we get back to the economic circumstances 
that we had in 2007. It is just too long to be taken 
for doolies. 

That said, I am almost entirely persuaded to 
support the spending programme, especially the 
move towards the colleges that I and others 
approve of and which Jeremy Purvis—to give him 
his due—has pursued. My views in that respect 
are sympathetic and positive. However, he has 
been lucky; it looks as though we have the best of 
the Liberal Democrats north of the border. It is just 
a pity that their colleagues south of the border do 
not take their example from them. I also thank, 
and am grateful to, the cabinet secretary for 
levering a bit of money into the Midlothian ski 
centre, through sportscotland. 

In the end, I did not do all that much swithering. 
I have swithered in the past about voting for the 
plans that have been set out by Labour and the 
SNP, but this time, at least, the SNP put figures to 
its proposals. Labour did not and I suggest that its 
members listen to Douglas Alexander’s comment 
that they might well be a Government in waiting, 
so they should not only be oppositionist but offer 
alternatives. They did not do that in this debate. 

16:16 

Linda Fabiani (Central Scotland) (SNP): 
There are not many occasions when it is so 
important for members to take their time and 
consider carefully the issue that is before them. A 
particular set of circumstances has led us here—
the formation of a minority Government, the 
collapse of the UK economy, a change of 
Government at Westminster, and the ensuing 
large and rapid cuts—so we must, as a result, take 
today’s voting decision with extra care, thought 
and some humility. 

My colleagues on the SNP group and the 
cabinet secretary, John Swinney, have come here 
today will all that in mind. It was quite clear to me 
that Mr Swinney had listened and, against the 
background of the cuts, had balanced as far as 
possible a reasonable and good budget for 
Scotland that, as he said, will give people 
certainty. It has also happened despite the 
opposition to the supermarket levy. I have to say 
that I still cannot understand why the Lib Dems 
and Labour oppose that move but, as I think Bob 
Doris also said, we are where we are. 
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The Tories, the Lib Dems and, of course, Margo 
MacDonald have been very reasonable in thinking 
about the way forward. Derek Brownlee is always 
fairly reasonable and Jeremy Purvis was as 
reasonable as it gets, which is always a bonus. 
What did we get from Labour? It was all so 
predictable. We got the usual negativity, a lot of 
bluster, no real substance and certainly no ideas. 
Andy Kerr might well get up and talk about the “full 
measures” that Labour want, but his glass is half 
empty. I hope that when David Whitton speaks he 
will be a bit more reasonable, considered and 
thoughtful and, indeed, show some humility in 
what he puts forward. 

We also keep hearing an awful lot from Labour 
about what it would not do, but what would it do? 
What is its policy? Perhaps its policy is to shut 
accident and emergency units to pay for GARL. I 
do not know, but I certainly think that people 
should be told. 

We have heard all that despite the fact that John 
Swinney has come to the chamber with some 
really important initiatives and compromises. He 
has listened. I am delighted, for example, to hear 
about the voluntary sector initiative, which will be 
really important. There is also money for the 
freight facilities grant and urban regeneration 
companies. All of those measures have been 
taken against the background of the maintaining of 
the council tax freeze and pledges on prescription 
charges. Such moves constitute a crucial social 
contract with the people of Scotland. After all, it is 
important that people have confidence in the way 
that their Government acts in moving forward: I 
certainly think that people have confidence in this 
Government. 

The other big issues include apprenticeships. 
The increase in the number of apprenticeships 
from 20,000 this year to 25,000 next year is really 
good news. That is against the background of 
having exceeded last year’s target of 18,500 
modern apprenticeships: more than 20,000 were 
delivered. 

Many members have said that we have had a 
lot of lobbying from students who have been 
concerned about bursary cuts. We are all in the 
same boat. Again, the cabinet secretary has 
listened, and I am pleased about that. There will 
be an additional 1,200 college places at a cost of 
£8 million and, of course, the bursary bill has been 
raised to give confidence to young people who are 
pursuing further education in our colleges. 

Patrick Harvie: Will the member give way? 

Linda Fabiani: No, thank you. 

The Scottish Government has also chosen to 
continue the education maintenance allowance. In 
East Kilbride, where I live, that fund increased by 
6.3 per cent in 2009-10; the number of people who 

received the allowance went up from 585 to 620. 
That is all good news. The budget also contains 
small business bonus funding, which has been 
important over the past few years and is one of the 
reasons why business start-up figures in Scotland 
have been maintained. 

There is much in the budget that will benefit 
Scotland, and advances that we have seen in the 
past few years that should be protected are being 
protected. A balancing act has had to be 
performed by responsible politicians putting aside 
partisanship for the sake of the country and how 
we will move forward. Scotland expects that every 
MSP will do their duty, so I ask that they do so. 

16:21 

Hugh Henry (Paisley South) (Lab): I well 
understand Patrick Harvie’s frustration and anger 
about what he has heard today—about the lack of 
aspiration and clear intention in dealing with 
disadvantage throughout Scotland. I am sure that 
his anger has been made even worse by the fact 
that he helped to put the Government in place, 
and it is now badly letting down him and the 
people whom he represents. 

Like Wendy Alexander, I could not argue 
against many of the cabinet secretary’s proposals. 
I welcome the £2 million for the freight facilities 
grant, the additional supporting people funding 
and the £400,000 for the capital city fund. 
Previously, the First Minister and the permanent 
secretary refused Edinburgh capital city fund 
money to help creditors who were affected by the 
gathering 2009. That money might go some way 
towards allowing those people to do what they 
suggested to the permanent secretary they would 
do. I also welcome the money for the urban 
regeneration fund and modern apprenticeships, for 
example. 

However, what marks the budget out is a clear 
lack of ambition and a clear unwillingness to deal 
with the deep-rooted problems that we face. It 
marks an unwillingness to tackle disadvantage 
and is a refusal to undo what the Government has 
done in the past few years in shifting money and 
resources to better-off people at the expense of 
those who are most disadvantaged. That is why I 
cannot support the budget. It fails to measure up 
to addressing the needs of Scotland. 

Andy Kerr highlighted issues that have been 
brought about by rising unemployment. He spoke 
about wrong choices and pointed out that the 
budget has moved only 0.1 per cent for a series of 
half measures. 

Margo MacDonald: Does the member believe 
that the money that is available in the devolved 
circumstances under which we govern is enough 
to do what he thinks should be done to redress the 
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imbalances that exist and to grow the Scottish 
economy? 

Hugh Henry: It is clear that I do not think that 
the money is enough, and that I think that we are 
suffering because of the disastrous policies of the 
Conservatives and the Lib Dems, who are cutting 
too far and too fast through the recession that is 
now starting to develop. However, the money that 
we are squabbling and arguing about today is a 
pittance compared with the overall budget. Much 
more can be done. 

James Kelly was right to highlight issues that we 
considered in the Public Audit Committee. On 
good accounting practice, the Auditor General has 
said that he cannot say where the money was 
allocated to and whether it was put aside to help 
the cabinet secretary to offer the sweeteners that 
he has offered to Opposition parties today. 

The reality is that we are now seeing real cuts in 
services that are affecting the unemployed, social 
work and the voluntary sector. On housing, there 
is a mere pittance to try to undo some of the 
damage that has been caused by the SNP’s 
failure in the past three or four years. The money 
for the colleges is but a drop compared to what is 
needed. If the Lib Dems think that their justification 
for supporting the budget will undo the untold 
damage that they have done to students, they are 
kidding themselves. Students will not forget their 
betrayal in a hurry. 

In councils, we are seeing the disastrous effect 
of the SNP budget and Government. In 
Renfrewshire Council, 10 per cent of the school 
week is being removed from teachers and the 
council proposes to bring in the long-term 
unemployed, put them through a European social 
fund training course and then to deliver the 
curriculum for excellence. That is a dilution of 
quality education simply to save money, as that 
council has admitted. 

The effect of the budget is to reduce services, 
standards and quality and it shows complete 
poverty of ambition and complete lack of 
aspiration. Andy Kerr has outlined some of the 
priorities that a decent Government should pursue, 
and I look forward to that happening after May. 

16:26 

Jeremy Purvis: Hugh Henry is right that we 
Liberal Democrats have struggled in a coalition 
against a party to get a better deal for students. 
We sought in a coalition to prevent fees from 
being introduced for students in Scotland. We 
worked hard in a coalition against the introduction 
of fees and we tried, although I admit that we 
failed, to persuade coalition partners on the 
introduction of a graduate payment. We have 
learned the lessons from our coalition with the 

Labour Party in Scotland, which is why we make 
no apologies—none whatever—for the 
contribution that we have made to the budget 
process or for working with students in Borders 
College and other colleges in Scotland. 

In a debate of divisions among members, there 
have been areas of broad agreement and 
consistency of approach. Some SNP back 
benchers have said that members who vote 
against the budget are against everything in it, 
whereas Labour members have said that, if we 
vote for the budget, we are in favour of everything 
in it. Of course, neither of those is the case. If so, 
we would not have had the comments that we had 
from Patrick Harvie, with his partners in the Dublin 
Green-conservative coalition and its austerity 
budget, which we have talked about previously in 
the chamber. In most of the speeches, 
unsurprisingly, there was a rehearsal of the 
platform of the parties for the election in May. Mr 
Harvie rehearsed his stump speech for his 
campaign against George Galloway. However, 
there was not much from Labour members about 
their work in seeking changes to the budget from 
stages 1 to 3 of the process. 

Wendy Alexander’s comments were significant. 
One could be mischievous and say that, because 
her thesis is that the SNP has not delivered its 
policies, Labour must have learned from that and 
chosen not to have any policies at all. If we had a 
suspicion that that might be the case, it was 
confirmed by Mr McNulty’s speech and, if there 
were any nagging doubts, Mr Kelly’s contribution 
removed them all. However, Wendy Alexander 
highlighted fit and proper concerns about budgets 
since the SNP came to office. We have sought to 
make improvements, although we consider that 
the budget continues to have deficiencies. As 
Margaret Smith said, the bill is not the one that we 
would have presented to the Parliament. However, 
we have tried to persuade the Government and 
other parties to make changes. With regard to 
bursaries and colleges, we have used our 
judgment, given the pressures that face the 
economy.  

I began my earlier speech by talking about a 
discussion that I had with a key local company in 
my constituency whose workforce is potentially 
facing redundancy. Regrettably, that will be a 
pattern in the economy, because it remains fragile. 
It is no good being in denial about that, as Labour 
is, and it is no good saying that the budget is 
perfect. We know that there are still considerable 
challenges. 

I sat and listened to every single Labour speech 
in the debate. It was a bit rich of the previous 
Labour speaker to say that there is a lack of 
ambition, because that is what we have heard 
from Labour members this afternoon. We have 
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brought a debate to the Parliament, bringing 
forward ideas for a regional development bank 
and saying that it is time to thank those in Scottish 
Enterprise for their contributions during its 20 
years in existence but to indicate that it is not a fit 
body to take us to the next stage of the economy 
in Scotland. That is our radical proposal, which we 
have published, debated and laid open for 
business and other organisations to see and test. 

Similarly, we believe that Scottish Water can be 
financed differently to free up badly needed 
resource to invest in our economy and support 
businesses. We have an ambition that Scotland 
should be the most entrepreneurial and innovative 
economy in the world by the end of the decade. 
That means that, from May, whichever 
Government is formed in the Parliament, the 
considerable task of reform must start. The 
economy was supposed to be—and perhaps still 
is—the Government’s Purpose with a capital P 
but, as the Finance Committee has identified, 
there are now some frayed edges to the strategic 
priorities in the budget. I hope that the next 
Government, whichever parties contribute to it, will 
continue to have the economy as its purpose. 

Finally, there was a tinge of the debate that 
caused me an element of disorientation, because 
both Linda Fabiani and Margo MacDonald were 
extremely nice to me. Linda Fabiani said that I was 
as reasonable as it gets, and Margo MacDonald 
said that she gave me my due. My mum is going 
to be very proud if she sees the Official Report. 
However, I will end while the going is good on that. 
Margo MacDonald said that, in her view, we have 
the best of the Liberal Democrats north of the 
border. I will not make any further comment other 
than to say that I will send the Official Report to 
Michael Moore. 

The budget that we are debating at stage 3 is 
not perfect, but it is a better one. We have made 
our contributions and we have listened to the 
concerns. We still face challenges, but at least 800 
students in the area that I represent and 
thousands upon thousands more across Scotland 
will be helped in the year to come. That is a major 
contribution not only for them personally but also 
for the businesses that we hope will employ them 
and the public sector that will rely on them. Given 
that, we are satisfied with the contribution that we 
have made to improving the budget. 

16:33 

Gavin Brown (Lothians) (Con): The budget 
that we are debating at stage 3 is definitely an 
improvement on the budget at stage 1. It protects 
many of the commitments that the Scottish 
Conservatives secured in previous budgets, and 
those are things that we continue to value highly—
the 1,000 extra police officers across Scotland, the 

council tax freeze and, indeed, the small business 
bonus, which helps more than 70,000 small 
businesses throughout the country. I was 
reminded just last week, at the Federation of Small 
Businesses reception, how important and 
beneficial that policy has been. I spoke to 
businessmen at that event who said that their 
business had survived in the main because of that 
policy, so it is critical that it remains. 

At stage 1, the Scottish Conservatives said that 
the Government had to do more on jobs and more 
to help grow the Scottish economy using the 
powers that we have, and that sentiment was 
echoed by the Economy, Energy and Tourism 
Committee across the parties, so we welcome the 
measures that the cabinet secretary has put 
forward today.  

In particular, we welcome the commitment to 
employment support for SMEs and start-ups and 
the £10 million that is being allocated to that. It will 
be of particular interest to sole traders and 
microbusinesses that want to get over the 
important hurdle of taking on their first employee. 
About half the small businesses that are sole 
traders want to take on an employee but are 
nervous about doing so and need some 
assistance to give them that final push, and I think 
that the Government’s employment support policy 
will help them with that. It is particularly welcome 
that an allocation has been included specifically 
for exporters. Such measures will help this country 
to have an export-led recovery and to start 
punching above its weight again in exporting, and 
they will add to the excellent work that is already 
being done through the smart exporter initiative. 

We welcome the announcements on housing. 
My colleague Derek Brownlee mentioned the 
evidence that the Finance Committee heard that 
doing more on housing would have a significant 
economic impact. The £16 million that has been 
allocated to that is particularly welcome. I am told 
that it is estimated that the part that has been 
allocated to infrastructure connections could result 
in the creation of about 5,000 jobs in building new 
houses and getting mothballed projects moving 
again. That will certainly go down very well with 
the construction industry. The provision of more 
new-build shared equity and the extension of the 
open market shared equity scheme will allow first-
time buyers to get their foot on the ladder, which is 
overdue. 

We welcome the commitments to examine 
carefully the proposals to target absenteeism in 
the public sector. That is an important move. If the 
estimate of my colleague Derek Brownlee is right 
and just two days per year per employee were 
saved, that could lead to savings of £130 million, 
which is a pretty substantial sum. If even a fraction 
of that is achieved, it will be a positive policy. 
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Hugh Henry: It is an interesting concept. A lot 
of money is at stake for the budget if the 
Government can make it work, but just how will 
that money be delivered on the back of the 
promise? 

Gavin Brown: As the member heard, the 
Government is to examine carefully how the 
proposals can be made to work. It is not 100 per 
cent written down; they are initial estimates. Given 
the sums involved, the idea must be worth 
pursuing, so I hope that Mr Henry welcomes it. 

We also welcome the commitment to look at 
how access to cancer drugs can be progressed 
through the cancer drugs fund, with an eye to what 
is being done south of the border. 

Mr Henry’s intervention reminded me that I must 
make some comments on the Labour Party’s 
position in the debate. I do not think that it has 
been the party’s finest hour, or even its finest two 
and a half hours. At stage 1 and all the way 
through stage 3, it has made demands for more 
spending on just about everything. Andy Kerr 
wants more money for enterprise, energy and 
tourism, higher and further education, rail links to 
two airports, a future jobs fund and regeneration. 
Jackie Baillie wants more money for the NHS and 
an extra £400 million for the social care budget. 
Des McNulty wants 3,000 more teachers. James 
Kelly wants more money for the policing budget 
and for community justice authorities. Two weeks 
ago, David Whitton wanted more money for 
environment and rural services and for Skills 
Development Scotland. 

I am struggling to find any portfolio in which the 
Labour Party does not want increased spending. 
In addition to all that extra spending, it also sought 
a guarantee from the cabinet secretary that no 
budget would be cut. Andy Kerr has an MBA, 
apparently, so surely he knows that, if you 
increase spending on one portfolio, you have to 
decrease it elsewhere in that portfolio or in another 
portfolio. His big clarion call was, “We don’t do half 
measures—we offer full measures.” We did not 
hear about many full measures. All that I want Mr 
Whitton to tell us in his closing speech is how he is 
spelling the word “full”. [Laughter.]  

16:39 

David Whitton (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) 
(Lab): In the case of Mr Brown, the word is spelled 
F-O-O-L. 

So it comes to this: the fourth and final budget of 
the financial wizard known as John Swinney—the 
man with a plan. He sends letters to Opposition 
spokespeople, but I am sorry to say that he will 
receive a “Dear John” letter from Labour today. 

I am happy to acknowledge that negotiations 
took place and that offers were considered. All that 
was done in John Swinney’s usual cordial and 
courteous manner. Beer and sandwiches were not 
provided, but at least we got a cup of tea—
[Interruption.] I am sorry—what did Nicola 
Sturgeon say? Does she want to intervene? She is 
stunned into silence—that is a first. 

The Deputy First Minister and Cabinet 
Secretary for Health and Wellbeing (Nicola 
Sturgeon) rose— 

David Whitton: Nicola Sturgeon can sit down 
now—she is too late. 

As I said, I had courtesy and a cup of tea from 
Mr Swinney, which I venture is more than I would 
ever get from Nicola Sturgeon. However, Scottish 
Labour cannot accept the budget, even with the 
proposed amendments, as we are not prepared to 
vote for the damage that will be done to public 
services and our economy the length and breadth 
of Scotland. 

Financial damage is being caused by Con-Dem 
cuts that go too far, too fast. It has also been 
caused by successive SNP budget decisions that 
have pandered to the right-wing agenda of the 
SNP’s friends the Tories, with the addition this 
year of their London lapdogs, the Liberals. 
[Interruption.] Before SNP members become 
overexcited and start shouting—as Bob Doris 
did—about what we would do, I will tell them. We 
are happy to go to the electorate in May and tell 
them then. Our manifesto will lay out the Scottish 
Labour alternatives. [Interruption.] 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Trish 
Godman): Order. 

David Whitton: We will let the people of 
Scotland decide who is best able to protect them 
from the deep and damaging cuts that the 
Conservative-led coalition in London has 
introduced. 

Mr Swinney has always made great play of the 
fact that he is the finance minister of a minority 
Government. His fans in the media tower praise 
his negotiating skills in getting successive budgets 
through, but what has the reality been? In his first 
budget, 500 police officers became 1,000 to buy 
off the Tories. That has caused many of his 
problems ever since. [Interruption.] 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Order. 

David Whitton: Although chief constables the 
length and breadth of Scotland have said that the 
numbers are unsustainable in the economic 
climate that faces them, the SNP would prefer 
1,200 civilian police workers to be made 
redundant to allow it to stick to its press release 
promises. Who will replace those 1,200 civilian 
staff? As James Kelly said, trained police officers 
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will replace them. Instead of bobbies on the beat, 
as claimed by the First Minister, we will have 
bobbies on their backsides in offices doing jobs 
that others should do. 

I am not surprised that Mr Swinney has stuck 
doggedly to that promise. After all, it is one of the 
few left that the SNP has not broken. The SNP 
has managed to maintain its assault on local 
government finance with the Tories’ help. To 
paraphrase David McLetchie, Scotland does not 
need a Tory-led Government when it has an SNP 
Government to introduce the Tories’ policies for 
them. 

David McLetchie (Edinburgh Pentlands) 
(Con): That was one of my finest. 

David Whitton: That was one of David 
McLetchie’s finest—absolutely. 

The Finance Committee’s report on this year’s 
budget says all that we need to know about the 
council tax freeze. Our budget adviser, Professor 
David Bell of the University of Stirling, said: 

“The differences in household outgoings between 
freezing the council tax and increasing it in line with 
inflation are relatively small for most households ... the 
main beneficiaries are those” 

on middle incomes. 

“There is no case that it supports economic growth and its 
fairness implications are certainly not clear cut.” 

The Finance Committee asked Mr Swinney to 
explain how he believes that the freeze supports 
economic growth. He said: 

“the ... freeze has provided welcome relief to hard 
pressed households across Scotland. That additional cash 
has been available locally for households to spend in their 
own areas”. 

Members: Hear, hear. 

David Whitton: SNP members say, “Hear, 
hear.” What has been the result of that relief for 
hard-pressed households? It has been hard-
pressed councils—teachers have not been 
recruited and some have been made redundant; 
classroom assistants have been sacked; care 
budgets have been cut; and libraries are to close. 
Councils also face massive bills to repair roads 
that have suffered damage because of the winter 
weather and have no extra cash to pay them. 

Kenneth Gibson: Will David Whitton accept an 
intervention? 

David Whitton: The second budget, for 2008-
09, brought deadlock. In that year, the Tories 
again crowed about their gains. 

Kenneth Gibson: Come on. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: Mr Gibson, 
please sit down. 

David Whitton: After the tied vote, the Liberals 
sold out for the price of a stamp and a budget 
review that was largely ignored. Last year brought 
the great Glasgow airport rail link sell-out. A 
scheme that was promised as part of the 
Commonwealth games bid was casually thrown 
aside along with £40 million of public money. That 
was a scheme that would have created 1,300 
much-needed jobs, many of them modern 
apprenticeships. Members need only look at a 
headline in The Herald today—“Recession 
creating a lost generation of young Scots”. 

The Minister for Parliamentary Business 
(Bruce Crawford): Will the member give way? 

David Whitton: No, I will not. I do not have 
much time left. 

I draw the cabinet secretary’s attention to 
another story, this time in The Scotsman. It sets 
out that Glasgow airport is having to scale back 
expansion plans due to falling passenger 
numbers, that one contributory factor is congestion 
on the M8—the main access route to the airport—
and that that congestion would have been greatly 
eased by building an airport rail link.  

The key question that faces the budget this year 
is whether it supports economic recovery. The 
answer from the Parliament’s Economy, Energy 
and Tourism Committee was that it does not. As 
Mr Kerr said in his opening remarks, the 
committee stated that 

“insufficient priority has been given to sustaining the growth 
of the economy in setting budget priorities” 

and concluded that 

“this budget is not best geared to promote economic 
growth.” 

As I said in the stage 1 debate, that was a 
unanimous committee view, which was supported 
by the SNP members of the committee. Will 
Messrs Rob Gibson and Stuart McMillan and 
Professor Christopher Harvie—a very learned 
man—vote for the SNP motion today? The 
question is why anyone would vote for a budget 
that has a major faultline running through it. Mr 
Swinney claims that he can balance the budget 
with 3 per cent efficiency cuts. I would love to 
know whether the Government’s chief economic 
adviser believes that that target can be met. If not, 
there will be a 3 per cent black hole for the next 
finance minister to fill—whoever they are. 

Wendy Alexander put her finger on major flaws 
in the SNP’s four years of budgets. As she said, 
none of the big planned challenges that she 
outlined has been met. Jackie Baillie’s contribution 
clearly got under Mr Swinney’s skin. He had the 
temerity to say that she was using “duff numbers”.  

David McLetchie: Will the member give way?  
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David Whitton: No, I will not. 

We have had many sets of figures from the chief 
economist that I might call duff whereas figures 
from SPICe are generally regarded as being on 
the mark.  

Des McNulty detailed the damage that has been 
done to the education sector, as did Hugh Henry.  

Scottish Labour will not support the budget 
today. We have said that this is a matter of 
choices and priorities. Our choices and priorities 
are different from those of the SNP and those of 
the Tories and Liberals. This time round, as ever, 
the Tories and Liberals are supporting SNP 
choices. I could not have put it better than Patrick 
Harvie did when he spoke of blue, yellow and 
tartan Tories all working together. We on this side 
of the chamber believe that Scotland deserves 
better. In May, the people of Scotland will have 
their say on who is right. 

16:48 

John Swinney: I begin by addressing an 
important point that Margaret Smith made on the 
role of the capital city partnership in Edinburgh. I 
have had representations on the issue from Kenny 
MacAskill and Councillor Tom Buchanan of the 
City of Edinburgh Council. Margo MacDonald also 
highlighted the issues that Margaret Smith raised. 
Just for completeness, I should say that I have 
also had representations from Lord Foulkes on the 
matter—I have probably had representations from 
everybody. The Government is acutely aware of 
the points that Margaret Smith raised. The issue 
has been examined. The Government will do what 
it can in the circumstances. I hope that Margaret 
Smith accepts that the initiatives that I set out in 
the budget this afternoon include a range of 
provisions in addition to the capital city partnership 
funding that will assist individuals who face the 
challenges of training and employment. I welcome 
the constructive contribution that she and her 
colleagues made to facilitating this agreement. 

George Foulkes (Lothians) (Lab): While I 
welcome the increase in the capital city 
partnership funding, does the cabinet secretary 
agree that it would be useful for the fund to be 
used to pay off the private creditors of The 
Gathering 2009 Ltd? 

John Swinney: The City of Edinburgh Council 
determines what it uses its resources for. The 
matter is one for the council. 

Margo MacDonald raised the issue of examining 
the contents of private finance initiative contracts 
to identify whether there is a way to release further 
value for the public purse. It is a point with which I 
have enormous sympathy. I asked the Scottish 
Futures Trust to look into the issue and it has 

already done some work. I must caution Margo 
MacDonald about the scale of savings that may be 
achievable, because many contracts were 
negotiated in a fashion that locked out any 
entitlement for the public sector to require 
reassessment of the contracts’ financial 
provisions. I find that a rather strange proposition 
in value-for-money terms for any of my 
predecessors to have signed up to, but they did so 
on plenty of occasions. Those questions will be 
examined in due course. 

I may have got the balance of my opening 
speech wrong, because in it I concentrated on the 
Conservatives and the Liberal Democrats. For the 
sake of fairness and completeness, I intend in the 
remainder of my speech to concentrate on the 
Labour Party. 

Yesterday I told the Scotland Bill Committee that 
some of the bill’s provisions, especially on no 
detriment, were a bit of a mystery tour. I am 
finding discussions and negotiation with the 
Labour Party a bit of a mystery tour into the 
bargain. It is normally helpful to change one’s 
stage 1 speech at stage 3, if things have changed 
during the intervening period. During the stage 1 
debate David Whitton made the criticism—which 
he has repeated today—that the Government’s 
budget did not focus on the economy. He said that 
we were a minority Government and must 
therefore listen to the Parliament. 

We have gone away and talked to all the 
political parties. I accept what Mr Patrick Harvie 
said; he has a fundamental disagreement with the 
Government about the premise of the budget, so 
our discussions were limited. However, we have 
had extensive discussions with all the other 
parties. I focused on the key point that the Finance 
Committee and the Economy, Energy and Tourism 
Committee put to me—that the budget in its 
original form apparently did not do enough for the 
economy. I have agreed with other parties 
significant reforms to the budget to reflect our 
priorities and to strengthen provision for the 
economy. 

What does that mean? It means that we have 
put in place resources to expand the freight 
facilities grant and to increase funding for urban 
regeneration companies. 

Duncan McNeil (Greenock and Inverclyde) 
(Lab): It would be interesting if the cabinet 
secretary could provide more detail on the 
reinstatement of 50 per cent of the regeneration 
budget and how that will impact on the River Clyde 
urban regeneration company. 

John Swinney: I will be delighted to provide Mr 
McNeil with the evidence and information that he 
seeks. I am sure that Stuart McMillan will be 
delighted to tell the people of Greenock and 
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Inverclyde that Mr McNeil will not support that 
provision in the budget this afternoon, which 
makes it utterly ridiculous for Mr McNeil even to 
ask me a question about the subject. 

I mentioned the funding for urban regeneration 
companies. There are also 25,000 modern 
apprenticeships, £15 million in bursary funding, 
1,200 new college places, 2,000 extra flexible 
training opportunities, £10 million of support for 
employment creation in the private sector and £16 
million of investment in housing. Those are the 
substantial elements of the budget that have 
changed, by agreement with other political parties. 
I would have thought that Mr Whitton might have 
acknowledged that the parliamentary majority 
might have shifted. If the criticism during the stage 
1 debate was that the budget did not do enough 
for the economy, and there is—I hope and 
believe—a parliamentary majority for the budget 
now, surely there must be confidence in the 
Parliament that the Government’s budget is doing 
enough for the economy. 

Apparently, all that I have just announced is not 
enough for the Labour Party. That is a really 
interesting proposition. This is what I offered the 
Labour Party. I offered Labour a proposition that 
reflected all—and more—of the issues that were 
raised with me. I offered 6,500 additional modern 
apprenticeships—we are getting 25,000 now; a 
future jobs fund with 3,000 places, which Labour 
turned its back on; 2,000 flexible training 
opportunities that are being delivered; additional 
bursaries in the further education sector that are 
being delivered; additional funding for urban 
regeneration companies that is being delivered, Mr 
McNeil; and additional funding of £2 million for the 
freight facilities grant. That was all offered to the 
Labour Party, yet, somehow, it is not enough. That 
represents all and more of what Labour asked of 
me. 

Andy Kerr delivered a speech saying that there 
was not enough money for education, that Labour 
wanted more money for 1,000 classroom 
assistants, more money for nurses, more money 
for the HE sector and more money for enterprise 
funding. Good old Jackie Baillie wanted more 
money for social care and the health service. Why 
did Andy Kerr not ask me for any of those items in 
any of the discussions that I had with him? Why 
not? 

Andy Kerr: The cabinet secretary reads out our 
list for us, but what he says does not reflect the 
conversations or discussions. In my speech at 
stage 1, I quoted from what was said at the 
Economy, Energy and Tourism Committee. 
Respected academics and businesspeople were 
saying that the Scottish Government’s budget did 
not do enough for the economy. Now we know, 
however, that the Con-Dem partners think that the 

Scottish Government’s budget does do enough for 
the economy, so they should have no complaints 
about getting into bed with the SNP Government. 

John Swinney: Every single thing that I was 
asked to deliver by the Labour Party I offered to 
the Labour Party. The Labour Party cannot with 
any credibility come to the Parliament and present 
a list that includes funding for education, 
classroom assistants, nurses, the HE sector, 
enterprise funding, social care and health funding 
without having raised those issues with me in 
budget negotiations. It is the second day this week 
that the Labour Party has been caught in utter 
hypocrisy. Richard Baker was caught redhanded 
in total hypocrisy on “Newsnight” the other night 
and Andy Kerr has been caught in total hypocrisy 
today. 

In every stage 3 budget debate in which the 
Labour Party has participated since that 
magnificent day in 2008, when it handled the 
budget so well with Iain Gray in charge, Labour 
has mentioned apprenticeships. Iain Gray’s 
speech that year mentioned apprenticeships. In 
2009, Andy Kerr mentioned apprenticeships. In 
2010, Andy Kerr mentioned apprenticeships again. 
Today, we heard a long, long speech from Andy 
Kerr, apparently riddled with ambition, that did not 
include the word apprenticeships. Why? Because 
this Government has delivered the highest number 
of apprenticeships ever in Scotland. 

In his budget speech in 2008, Iain Gray had a 
go at me and other parties, saying that the budget 
process was 

“a kind of strictly come budgeting, without the revealing 
behind-the-scenes shots of any mis-steps, tears or 
tantrums”.—[Official Report, 6 February 2008; c 5864.] 

That sounds like the Labour group’s internal 
processes this week. The Labour Party cannot 
decide whether it wants to support a budget that 
backs economic recovery and delivers progress 
for the people of Scotland. It is posturing, and the 
people of Scotland will find Labour out in May and 
return this Government. 
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Business Motions 

The Presiding Officer (Alex Fergusson): The 
next item of business is consideration of business 
motion S3M-7913, in the name of Bruce Crawford, 
on behalf of the Parliamentary Bureau, setting out 
a revision to business tomorrow, 10 February 
2011. 

16:59 

The Minister for Parliamentary Business 
(Bruce Crawford): The Business Bulletin has 
been revised to include an additional piece of 
business, as there will be a ministerial statement 
on delayed discharges. 

I move, 

That the Parliament agrees the following revision to the 
programme of business for Thursday 10 February 2011— 

delete 

2.15 pm Themed Question Time 
Health and Wellbeing 

2.55 pm Stage 1 Debate: Public Records 
(Scotland) Bill 

followed by Scottish Government Debate: Local 
Government Finance (Scotland) Order 
2011 

followed by SPCB Motion: Technical Changes to the 
Scottish Parliamentary Pensions Act 
2009 

and insert 

2.00 pm Themed Question Time 
Health and Wellbeing 

2.40 pm Stage 1 Debate: Public Records 
(Scotland) Bill 

followed by Scottish Government Debate: Local 
Government Finance (Scotland) Order 
2011 

followed by Ministerial Statement: Delayed 
Discharges 

followed by SPCB Motion: Technical Changes to the 
Scottish Parliamentary Pensions Act 
2009 

Motion agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next item of 
business is consideration of business motion S3M-
7914, in the name of Bruce Crawford, also on 
behalf of the Parliamentary Bureau, setting out a 
business programme. 

Motion moved, 

That the Parliament agrees— 

(a) the following programme of business—  

Wednesday 23 February 2011 

2.00 pm Time for Reflection 

followed by Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

2.05 pm SPCB Question Time 

2.20 pm Equal Opportunities Committee Debate: 
Inquiry into Migration and Trafficking 

followed by Public Petitions Committee Debate: 
Work of the Public Petitions Committee 

followed by Legislative Consent Motion: UK Energy 
Bill (UK Legislation) 

followed by Business Motion 

followed by Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

6.00 pm Decision Time 

followed by Members’ Business 

Thursday 24 February 2011 

9.15 am Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

followed by Scottish Labour Party Business 

11.40 am General Question Time 

12.00 pm First Minister’s Question Time 

2.15 pm Themed Question Time 
Justice and Law Officers; 
Rural Affairs and the Environment 

2.55 pm Stage 3 Proceedings: Patient Rights 
(Scotland) Bill 

followed by Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

5.00 pm Decision Time 

followed by Members’ Business 

Wednesday 2 March 2011 

2.00 pm Time for Reflection 

followed by Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

followed by Stage 3 Proceedings: Wildlife and 
Natural Environment (Scotland) Bill 

followed by Business Motion 

followed by Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

6.00 pm Decision Time 

followed by Members’ Business  

Thursday 3 March 2011 

9.15 am Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

followed by Scottish Government Business 

11.40 am General Question Time 

12.00 pm First Minister’s Question Time 

followed by Members’ Business 

2.15 pm Themed Question Time 
Finance and Sustainable Growth 

2.55 pm Stage 3 Proceedings: Damages 
(Scotland) Bill 

followed by Stage 3 Proceedings: Property Factors 
(Scotland) Bill 

followed by Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

5.00 pm Decision Time 

followed by Members’ Business 

and (b) that, for the purposes of Members’ Business on 
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Thursday 3 March 2011, “at the end of First Minister’s 
Question Time and at the end of the meeting following 
Decision Time” be substituted for “at the end of the meeting 
following Decision Time” in Rule 5.6.1(c) of Standing 
Orders.—[Bruce Crawford.] 

Motion agreed to. 

The Presiding Officer: The next item of 
business is consideration of business motions 
S3M-7915 to S3M-7918, in the name of Bruce 
Crawford, on behalf of the Parliamentary Bureau, 
setting out stage 2 timetables for various bills. 

Motions moved, 

That the Parliament agrees that consideration of the 
Certification of Death (Scotland) Bill at Stage 2 be 
completed by 4 March 2011. 

That the Parliament agrees that consideration of the 
Double Jeopardy (Scotland) Bill at Stage 2 be completed 
by 4 March 2011. 

That the Parliament agrees that consideration of the 
Forced Marriage etc. (Protection and Jurisdiction) 
(Scotland) Bill at Stage 2 be completed by 4 March 2011. 

That the Parliament agrees that consideration of the 
Local Electoral Administration (Scotland) Bill at Stage 2 be 
completed by 4 March 2011.—[Bruce Crawford.] 

Motions agreed to. 

Parliamentary Bureau Motions 

17:01 

The Presiding Officer (Alex Fergusson): The 
next item of business is consideration of two 
Parliamentary Bureau motions. I draw members’ 
attention to the fact that the motions have been 
revised to correct the titles of the instrument and 
code of practice to which they refer—it is just a 
technical amendment. Copies of the revised 
motions are available at the back of the chamber. 

Motions moved, 

That the Parliament agrees that the Prohibited 
Procedures on Protected Animals (Exemptions) (Scotland) 
Amendment Regulations 2011 (SSI 2011/draft) be 
approved. 

That the Parliament agrees that the Scottish 
Government Code of Practice for the Welfare of Gamebirds 
Reared for Sporting Purposes (SG 2010/275) be 
approved.—[Bruce Crawford.] 

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

17:02 

The Presiding Officer (Alex Fergusson): The 
first question is, that motion S3M-7899, in the 
name of John Swinney, on the Budget (Scotland) 
(No 5) Bill, be agreed to. Are we agreed? 

Members: No. 

The Presiding Officer: There will be a division. 

For 

Adam, Brian (Aberdeen North) (SNP) 
Aitken, Bill (Glasgow) (Con) 
Allan, Alasdair (Western Isles) (SNP) 
Brocklebank, Ted (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Brown, Gavin (Lothians) (Con) 
Brown, Keith (Ochil) (SNP) 
Brown, Robert (Glasgow) (LD) 
Brownlee, Derek (South of Scotland) (Con) 
Campbell, Aileen (South of Scotland) (SNP) 
Carlaw, Jackson (West of Scotland) (Con) 
Coffey, Willie (Kilmarnock and Loudoun) (SNP) 
Constance, Angela (Livingston) (SNP) 
Crawford, Bruce (Stirling) (SNP) 
Cunningham, Roseanna (Perth) (SNP) 
Don, Nigel (North East Scotland) (SNP) 
Doris, Bob (Glasgow) (SNP) 
Ewing, Fergus (Inverness East, Nairn and Lochaber) (SNP) 
Fabiani, Linda (Central Scotland) (SNP) 
Finnie, Ross (West of Scotland) (LD) 
FitzPatrick, Joe (Dundee West) (SNP) 
Fraser, Murdo (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Gibson, Kenneth (Cunninghame North) (SNP) 
Gibson, Rob (Highlands and Islands) (SNP) 
Goldie, Annabel (West of Scotland) (Con) 
Grahame, Christine (South of Scotland) (SNP) 
Harvie, Christopher (Mid Scotland and Fife) (SNP) 
Hepburn, Jamie (Central Scotland) (SNP) 
Hume, Jim (South of Scotland) (LD) 
Hyslop, Fiona (Lothians) (SNP) 
Ingram, Adam (South of Scotland) (SNP) 
Johnstone, Alex (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Kidd, Bill (Glasgow) (SNP) 
Lamont, John (Roxburgh and Berwickshire) (Con) 
Lochhead, Richard (Moray) (SNP) 
MacAskill, Kenny (Edinburgh East and Musselburgh) (SNP) 
MacDonald, Margo (Lothians) (Ind) 
Marwick, Tricia (Central Fife) (SNP) 
Mather, Jim (Argyll and Bute) (SNP) 
Matheson, Michael (Falkirk West) (SNP) 
Maxwell, Stewart (West of Scotland) (SNP) 
McArthur, Liam (Orkney) (LD) 
McGrigor, Jamie (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
McKee, Ian (Lothians) (SNP) 
McKelvie, Christina (Central Scotland) (SNP) 
McLaughlin, Anne (Glasgow) (SNP) 
McLetchie, David (Edinburgh Pentlands) (Con) 
McMillan, Stuart (West of Scotland) (SNP) 
Milne, Nanette (North East Scotland) (Con) 
Mitchell, Margaret (Central Scotland) (Con) 
Morgan, Alasdair (South of Scotland) (SNP) 
Munro, John Farquhar (Ross, Skye and Inverness West) 
(LD) 
Neil, Alex (Central Scotland) (SNP) 
O’Donnell, Hugh (Central Scotland) (LD) 
Paterson, Gil (West of Scotland) (SNP) 
Pringle, Mike (Edinburgh South) (LD) 

Purvis, Jeremy (Tweeddale, Ettrick and Lauderdale) (LD) 
Robison, Shona (Dundee East) (SNP) 
Rumbles, Mike (West Aberdeenshire and Kincardine) (LD) 
Russell, Michael (South of Scotland) (SNP) 
Salmond, Alex (Gordon) (SNP) 
Scanlon, Mary (Highlands and Islands) (Con) 
Scott, John (Ayr) (Con) 
Scott, Tavish (Shetland) (LD) 
Smith, Elizabeth (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Con) 
Smith, Iain (North East Fife) (LD) 
Smith, Margaret (Edinburgh West) (LD) 
Somerville, Shirley-Anne (Lothians) (SNP) 
Stephen, Nicol (Aberdeen South) (LD) 
Stevenson, Stewart (Banff and Buchan) (SNP) 
Stone, Jamie (Caithness, Sutherland and Easter Ross) 
(LD) 
Sturgeon, Nicola (Glasgow Govan) (SNP) 
Swinney, John (North Tayside) (SNP) 
Thompson, Dave (Highlands and Islands) (SNP) 
Tolson, Jim (Dunfermline West) (LD) 
Watt, Maureen (North East Scotland) (SNP) 
Welsh, Andrew (Angus) (SNP) 
White, Sandra (Glasgow) (SNP) 
Wilson, Bill (West of Scotland) (SNP) 
Wilson, John (Central Scotland) (SNP) 

Against 

Alexander, Ms Wendy (Paisley North) (Lab) 
Baillie, Jackie (Dumbarton) (Lab) 
Baker, Claire (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Baker, Richard (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Boyack, Sarah (Edinburgh Central) (Lab) 
Brankin, Rhona (Midlothian) (Lab) 
Butler, Bill (Glasgow Anniesland) (Lab) 
Chisholm, Malcolm (Edinburgh North and Leith) (Lab) 
Craigie, Cathie (Cumbernauld and Kilsyth) (Lab) 
Curran, Margaret (Glasgow Baillieston) (Lab) 
Eadie, Helen (Dunfermline East) (Lab) 
Ferguson, Patricia (Glasgow Maryhill) (Lab) 
Foulkes, George (Lothians) (Lab) 
Gillon, Karen (Clydesdale) (Lab) 
Glen, Marlyn (North East Scotland) (Lab) 
Godman, Trish (West Renfrewshire) (Lab) 
Gordon, Charlie (Glasgow Cathcart) (Lab) 
Grant, Rhoda (Highlands and Islands) (Lab) 
Gray, Iain (East Lothian) (Lab) 
Harper, Robin (Lothians) (Green) 
Harvie, Patrick (Glasgow) (Green) 
Henry, Hugh (Paisley South) (Lab) 
Jamieson, Cathy (Carrick, Cumnock and Doon Valley) 
(Lab) 
Kelly, James (Glasgow Rutherglen) (Lab) 
Kerr, Andy (East Kilbride) (Lab) 
Lamont, Johann (Glasgow Pollok) (Lab) 
Livingstone, Marilyn (Kirkcaldy) (Lab) 
Macdonald, Lewis (Aberdeen Central) (Lab) 
Macintosh, Ken (Eastwood) (Lab) 
Martin, Paul (Glasgow Springburn) (Lab) 
McAveety, Mr Frank (Glasgow Shettleston) (Lab) 
McCabe, Tom (Hamilton South) (Lab) 
McConnell, Jack (Motherwell and Wishaw) (Lab) 
McMahon, Michael (Hamilton North and Bellshill) (Lab) 
McNeil, Duncan (Greenock and Inverclyde) (Lab) 
McNeill, Pauline (Glasgow Kelvin) (Lab) 
McNulty, Des (Clydebank and Milngavie) (Lab) 
Mulligan, Mary (Linlithgow) (Lab) 
Murray, Elaine (Dumfries) (Lab) 
Oldfather, Irene (Cunninghame South) (Lab) 
Park, John (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
Peacock, Peter (Highlands and Islands) (Lab) 
Peattie, Cathy (Falkirk East) (Lab) 
Simpson, Dr Richard (Mid Scotland and Fife) (Lab) 
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Smith, Elaine (Coatbridge and Chryston) (Lab) 
Stewart, David (Highlands and Islands) (Lab) 
Whitefield, Karen (Airdrie and Shotts) (Lab) 
Whitton, David (Strathkelvin and Bearsden) (Lab) 

The Presiding Officer: The result of the 
division is: For 79, Against 48, Abstentions 0. 

Motion agreed to, 

That the Parliament agrees that the Budget (Scotland) 
(No.5) Bill be passed. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that motion S3M-7919, in the name of Bruce 
Crawford, on approval of a Scottish statutory 
instrument, be agreed to. 

Motion agreed to, 

That the Parliament agrees that the Prohibited 
Procedures on Protected Animals (Exemptions) (Scotland) 
Amendment Regulations 2011 (SSI 2011/draft) be 
approved. 

The Presiding Officer: The next question is, 
that motion S3M-7920, in the name of Bruce 
Crawford, be agreed to. 

Motion agreed to, 

That the Parliament agrees that the Scottish 
Government Code of Practice for the Welfare of Gamebirds 
Reared for Sporting Purposes (SG 2010/275) be approved. 

Scotland’s Science Centres 

The Deputy Presiding Officer (Alasdair 
Morgan): The final item of business is a members’ 
business debate on motion S3M-7630, in the 
name of Joe FitzPatrick, on Scotland’s science 
centres. The debate will be concluded without any 
question being put. 

Motion debated, 

That the Parliament congratulates what it sees as the 
excellent work of Scotland’s science centres in Glasgow, 
Edinburgh, Dundee and Aberdeen; welcomes in particular 
the official launch of the Dundee Science Centre Science 
Learning Institute in support of the Curriculum for 
Excellence and lifelong learning, through which the science 
centre has formed what is considered a unique partnership 
with the University of Dundee and Dundee College; 
considers that this initiative, which will offer 
interprofessional science communication training for cross-
sector audiences, will bring more science to the people of 
Tayside, promoting public engagement with scientific 
research and discovery and supporting science-sector skills 
development, and wishes all four centres and their partners 
every success in such ventures in the future. 

17:03 

Joe FitzPatrick (Dundee West) (SNP): I 
welcome the guests in the public gallery who have 
joined us from Scotland’s science centres: Our 
Dynamic Earth, which is just across the road, the 
Glasgow Science Centre, Satrosphere in 
Aberdeen and Sensation, in my home town of 
Dundee. Our guests represent the boards and 
staff of the centres, who are committed to 
providing learning opportunities for our 
communities. I hope that they will find the debate 
interesting. 

In Scotland we are lucky to have four permanent 
hubs, which are dedicated to furthering 
engagement with and enthusiasm for science 
among people of all ages and in all sectors. Our 
science centres play an increasingly important role 
in Scotland. They are no longer just a day out; 
they are part of the curriculum for excellence, they 
are inspected by Her Majesty’s Inspectorate of 
Education and they provide support for teachers, 
trainee teachers, pupils and professional 
scientists. 

In the limited time that I have, I will concentrate 
on the work of the Sensation science centre in 
Dundee. I am sure that members who have better 
local knowledge of the other three centres will 
update us on the good work that is going on there. 

Sensation has been open since 2000 and its 
interactive exhibitions—which focus on the life 
sciences and, in particular, the senses—attracted 
60,000 visitors last year. Dundee is a global hub 
for life science research and collaborations with 
the college of life sciences at the University of 
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Dundee ensure that exhibits pique the interest of 
tomorrow’s researchers.  

Getting young people excited about and 
interested in science is one of Sensation’s key 
roles. As part of that ambition, the centre will hold 
a meet-the-scientists event on 25 and 26 
February. It will involve scientists from the 
University of Abertay Dundee and the University of 
Dundee explaining research processes and their 
latest discoveries to school-age children. Topics 
will range from breeding potatoes and how to 
make the perfect chip, to dentistry and 
psychology. The event will focus on the exciting 
aspects of scientific discovery.  

The science centres aim to educate not only 
children; there is something for all ages. Tonight, 
Sensation holds a free speed-dating event as part 
of its reclaim series. Those who attend will chat 
over the glow of the Bunsen burner and perform 
scientific experiments while meeting new friends. 

That is one example of how our science centres 
are constantly evolving and are committed to 
engaging the whole community with science. 
However, Dundee is taking that even further with 
the science learning institute run by Sensation, 
which is the first of its kind in Scotland. 

The Dundee Science Centre science learning 
institute was launched in September last year as a 
collaborative approach to providing support and 
development for the many professionals who 
engage with learners throughout the community. 
The aim of the programme is to create a culture of 
curiosity, confidence and engagement with 
scientists within and across communities. In 
collaboration with the University of Dundee school 
of education, social work and community 
education and with Dundee College, the institute 
provides high-quality and interprofessional training 
for practising teachers and those in further and 
higher education, as well as research scientists, 
museum educators and community educators.  

So far, some 200 adults have taken part in the 
various programmes that are on offer. Two 
teachers in residence have completed six-month 
placements and, working with science centre staff 
and university scientists, developed loan boxes 
and support materials to take back to the 
classroom, thereby ensuring that Tayside pupils 
have access to cutting-edge curriculum for 
excellence resources. The aim is that, by June, 
more than 300 adults will have taken part in the 
programmes. 

I thank the Scottish Government for its support 
for Dundee Science Centre and all Scotland’s 
science centres. Its support and encouragement 
are vital to our centres’ continued success. I am 
pleased that Angela Constance will respond to the 
debate, but I put on record my thanks to Mike 

Russell, in particular, who has been a staunch 
supporter of all four science centres. 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: We come to the 
open debate, which will be speeches of four 
minutes. Perhaps one or two members who 
thought they were going to speak have not yet 
pressed their request-to-speak buttons. It would 
help them to do so. 

17:09 

Stewart Stevenson (Banff and Buchan) 
(SNP): I congratulate Joe FitzPatrick on providing 
us with the opportunity to discuss science. 
Science is often thought of as a minority interest, 
but almost everybody depends on and engages in 
it. It is important that we acknowledge the role that 
the science centres—in my case, Satrosphere in 
the north-east of Scotland—play in bringing 
science to people’s attention. 

Curiosity, which Joe FitzPatrick highlighted, is 
something that I retain. A day when I do not learn 
something new, however quirky or unusual it is, is 
an unusual day. I suspect that all members 
present have a similar attitude. 

The gateways in our major cities can spark a 
lifetime’s interest in scientific discovery. It might 
start with a wee boy watching the development of 
a tadpole in a jam jar in the kitchen and go on to 
that person making major scientific advances, 
which many Scots have done in their contributions 
to the world. 

However, it is matter of concern that knowledge 
of what our science centres can do is declining. I 
hope that tonight’s debate is an opportunity to 
spread the word and to increase the number of 
adults who are aware of science centres and, 
hence, are more likely to take their children along. 

In Aberdeen, the Satrosphere has had a hugely 
positive impact since it opened in 1988. It has 
some 50 interactive exhibits and it has helped 
schoolchildren—and accompanying adults, I 
guess—in the north-east into pursuing careers in 
science. It has also developed an important 
partnership with my former university, the 
University of Aberdeen. Aberdeen is famous in 
mathematics—my particular subject—and in a 
wide range of engineering and scientific 
endeavours. It is vital that we generate interest in 
science and discovery among young people, and I 
am sure that science centres can play a very 
important part in that. 

There have been a number of joint initiatives 
between Aberdeen university and Aberdeen 
College on the back of the partnership initiative. 
Aberdeen College’s planetarium will, after almost 
a decade, reopen in the coming months and a new 
discovery dinner hour will be launched to bring 
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university researchers together with the public in a 
themed social event in the college’s training 
restaurant. Those initiatives, together with the 
Aberdeen public engagement partnership, are 
exactly the sort of things for which our science 
centres can be very much a focal point. 

MSPs have one of the centres on our doorstep, 
just across the park. We regularly visit it as MSPs, 
but we go there, have our meetings and leave. 
Next time we go to our local science centre, we 
should ensure that we look at what is on offer and 
try to learn something. We can then proselytise to 
the youngsters and their parents in our respective 
areas. 

I very much support the work of the science 
centres, and I commend their activities to every 
member in the chamber. 

17:13 

Elaine Murray (Dumfries) (Lab): I congratulate 
Joe FitzPatrick on bringing the debate to the 
chamber, and I welcome the visitors to the 
gallery—among whom I see one of my former 
colleagues from the Open University. 

Sensation is one of the four science centres in 
Scotland. As Joe FitzPatrick said, it was opened in 
2000, and it is a very important visitor attraction in 
Dundee, which is a city that also includes HMS 
Discovery and Verdant Works. As Sensation’s 
mission statement notes, it is a community 
resource that fosters engagement with science 
and the city’s science research community, as it 
has links with the two local universities. Along with 
its sister centres in Glasgow, Aberdeen and 
Edinburgh—as Stewart Stevenson said, we all 
know Our Dynamic Earth as a meeting place for 
us—it is a member of the Scottish science centres 
network, which was formed in 2000 to promote 
greater collaboration and networking between the 
four centres. 

The centres were formally inspected by HM 
Inspectorate of Education, which reported in June 
2007. The follow-up report, which came out in 
November 2009, highlights many examples of 
good practice and collaborative working in the 
delivery of the core functions of the science 
centres. The centres were found to have 
developed very effective partnership working with 
local and national agencies to deliver an extensive 
range of continuous professional development 
activities for primary and secondary teachers, 
including residential courses for more than 170 
primary teachers. Primary teachers who do not 
have a background in science may lack 
confidence in their ability to teach science subjects 
at the later stages of primary school. The type of 
activities that go on in the science centres have 
enabled teachers to feel a lot more confident 

about their ability to teach science and to 
implement curriculum for excellence, largely 
because of their improved understanding. 

School pupils are, of course, involved in 
programmes in the centres, too. They are able to 
get involved in science activity and, as Joe 
FitzPatrick said, to observe scientists at work. 
They are also able to find out more about different 
scientific disciplines, which enables them to make 
choices about the science subjects that they might 
want to follow later in their careers. 

The science centres also perform outreach work 
with local authorities, and they involve pre-school 
pupils: both Dundee and Glasgow have offered 
early explorers programmes for the three-to-five 
age group. Very young children are able to take 
part in learning and fun activities that are based 
around science, and they get the opportunity to 
explore the exhibitions. 

The 2009 report did, however, identify that there 
was less engagement with secondary schools. At 
that stage, there seemed to be more difficulty in 
matching the curriculum in secondary schools with 
the activities of the science centres. However, the 
situation may be improved as the curriculum for 
excellence beds in and the type of activities that 
are available in the science centres may be better 
aligned with the secondary curriculum in the 
future. 

Joe FitzPatrick talked about speed-dating 
events at the science centres. I did not know about 
those; however, one of the science centres offers 
sleepovers for family and uniformed groups. I 
hope that they are not anything to do with the 
speed-dating events and that those are totally 
separate. 

We have seconded teachers who are working in 
the science centres to develop materials for 
teachers and pupils, which ensures that the 
materials are consistent with the curriculum for 
excellence. Work placements are also used to 
prepare resources for teachers that support the 
curriculum for excellence. 

Joe FitzPatrick welcomed the investment by the 
current Government in the four science centres. I 
also welcome the investment that took place 
before the current Government took office. The 
previous Scottish Executive also invested in the 
science centres and recognised the contribution 
that they were able to make to education. In 2005-
06, the investment in the four science centres was 
less than 0.5 per cent of the overall public 
expenditure on science in Scotland. That was 
extremely good value for money, and the current 
investment is also good value for money. 
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17:16 

Willie Coffey (Kilmarnock and Loudoun) 
(SNP): I, too, congratulate Joe FitzPatrick on 
securing the debate. As colleagues will be aware, 
none of the remaining four science centres is 
based in Ayrshire, never mind Kilmarnock and 
Loudoun, but that does not mean that the debate 
does not affect my constituents. I will take the 
opportunity to highlight the issue of science 
engagement in communities and the part that the 
centres can play in supporting that. 

Over recent years, I have highlighted the 
alarmingly low level of public engagement with 
science in Ayrshire. In October, I hosted a science 
summit with the assistance of Kilmarnock College, 
which attracted more than 100 participants not just 
to discuss the local situation, but to hear first hand 
from a range of Scottish and UK organisations 
with an interest in science engagement. In 
arranging that summit, I enjoyed tremendous 
support from Glasgow Science Centre and its then 
chief executive, Kirk Ramsay. In one of those 
strange coincidences that we find in Scotland, it 
emerged that Mr Ramsay was a former student of 
Kilmarnock College. As an engineer, he is also an 
admirer of the work of the Rev Robert Stirling of 
Galston, whose innovative approach to power 
generation is, after nearly 200 years, re-emerging 
as having major potential in near-zero-carbon 
power generation. Not only did Mr Ramsay and his 
staff support the event whole-heartedly, but the 
Glasgow Science Centre proved to be a unique 
resource, not just because of its own activities, but 
because it plays host to a range of outreach 
activities. In particular, it acts as an extremely 
effective base from which the British Science 
Association is able to provide invaluable support 
and information for those of us who have an 
interest in science engagement, but who are 
unfamiliar with the wide array of organisations that 
are active in the field. 

It became clear, through the summit process, 
that although there is too low a level of science 
engagement in the wider community, there is still 
no lack of enthusiasm and commitment. That 
includes the many excellent science teachers in 
our secondary schools and colleges, and the 
highly motivated primary school teachers who 
inspire an interest in science and in the wider 
science, technology, engineering and 
mathematics—STEM—agenda subjects. That is 
something on which we are starting to build, with a 
number of local schools obtaining science 
engagement funding since the summit took place. 
I look forward to taking that work further. 

I see that aspect of outreach by the centres as 
being important because, in return for their 
national funding, the centres must be able to 
demonstrate benefit for all sectors of the 

community, not just those who are lucky enough to 
have a centre within easy reach. From recent work 
that was done by Market Research UK Ltd on 
behalf of the Scottish Government, it is clear that 
outside school visits, direct engagement with the 
centres is heavily skewed towards higher-income 
households. The centres must use their work with 
schools as a means of broadening awareness of 
what they offer, not just to support the curriculum 
for excellence, which is very important, but to 
encourage regular and lifelong engagement with 
science. 

As a computer science graduate with a software 
development focus, I am concerned to hear that 
interest in that important and vital area is 
diminishing. Scotland has an excellent reputation 
in software development and I very much hope 
that the science centres will also consider ways in 
which to influence that situation in the near future. 

The Glasgow Science Centre is a very important 
resource for my constituents, especially young 
people who want to explore a range of issues and 
experiences to guide their choices of career. I will 
certainly do what I can to ensure that we develop 
engagement with the centre in the years ahead. 

17:20 

Nanette Milne (North East Scotland) (Con): I 
congratulate Joe FitzPatrick on bringing to 
Parliament’s attention the exciting development of 
Scotland’s four science centres. I am pleased that 
he focused much of his speech on the work that is 
being done in Dundee, as that allows me to 
concentrate on Aberdeen’s science centre, 
Satrosphere, which has gone from strength to 
strength in the past few years. I must declare an 
interest at this point, as my husband is currently a 
director of Satrosphere, as an Aberdeen city 
councillor.  

I remember the embryonic Satrosphere back in 
the early 1990s. It was set up through the vision of 
Dr Lesley Glasser of the University of Aberdeen, 
who wanted younger generations of Aberdonians 
to experience the thrill of scientific discovery at 
first hand. The group of extremely dedicated 
volunteers who ran the small organisation 
struggled for years to find suitable premises but 
refused to give up and eventually found a 
permanent home for the centre in the old tram 
sheds near the beach in Aberdeen. I was 
delighted to hear from our visitors this afternoon 
that Dr Glasser is still a board member. 

Satrosphere nearly went under a few years 
back, after a spell of poor management, but I am 
delighted that it has risen like a phoenix from the 
ashes, and that, working in partnership with other 
organisations, particularly the University of 
Aberdeen, and with experienced representatives 
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of the Dundee centre, it is making rapid progress 
in bringing the excitement of science to many 
people, young and old alike, in Aberdeen and 
beyond, and is now close to being financially 
profitable. 

To do justice to the university’s summary of the 
work that is currently being undertaken by 
Satrosphere would take much longer than the four 
minutes that have been allocated to me. Suffice it 
to say that the partnership between the university 
and Satrosphere has led to a constantly evolving 
programme that is attracting growing numbers of 
people to the centre and has resulted in the 
achievement of its most positive HMIE inspection 
report in years. Satrosphere now provides an 
extensive quality education programme, which has 
gained extremely positive feedback from teachers 
and pupils. The programme has been produced in 
close collaboration with the university’s school of 
education, whose staff have been heavily involved 
in creating Scotland’s curriculum for excellence. 

The University of Aberdeen’s public 
engagement with science strategy has led the way 
in Scotland and has resulted in the establishment 
of the UK’s largest and most diverse community 
cafe science programme, which attracts nearly 
4,000 visitors a year and hosts unique medical, 
rural and topical evening events. Hundreds of 
researchers who are prominent in their fields now 
interact with the public and schools throughout the 
year. For example, last year alone, the university’s 
natural history centre engaged with more than 
17,000 pupils, parents and members of the public. 

The public engagement with science strategy 
has led to an invitation to the first world 
conference on science festivals and cafes, which 
is to be held this month in Washington DC, to 
present the Aberdeen public and schools 
engagement model as an exemplar to the 
audience there. 

The reputation of that engagement effort has 
strongly influenced the decision of the British 
Science Association to bring the British science 
festival—the biggest festival of its kind in Europe—
to Scotland next year, with the University of 
Aberdeen as its host, and an expected attendance 
of around 50,000 people. 

Techfest, which was the brainchild of my late 
council colleague Bob Rae, is now the largest and 
longest-established science festival outside 
Edinburgh, and annually draws in more than 
25,000 people, with a programme that includes 
school workshops and is linked directly to the 
curriculum for excellence. For the past three 
years, the festival has gone on a tour of Highland 
schools, reaching a further 3,000 secondary 
school pupils. 

Time prevents me from going on, but I hope that 
I have given a flavour of the important work that is 
being done by Satrosphere and its partners, 
thanks to its very committed staff, whose 
enthusiasm drives the organisation forward and 
who deserve our high commendation. I hope that 
in the current funding round, when money is 
undoubtedly tight, the chief scientist will look 
favourably on Satrosphere and give it the little 
boost that will ensure its success into the future. 

I know that the Cabinet Secretary for Education 
and Lifelong Learning is well aware of the 
strengths of Aberdeen’s science centre, and I 
hope that the minister will endorse its valuable 
work in her response to this debate. 

17:24 

Sandra White (Glasgow) (SNP): I thank Joe 
FitzPatrick for securing this debate. As everyone 
else has said, science centres are fantastic. All the 
science centres that have been mentioned—
Dundee Science Centre, Our Dynamic Earth, 
Satrosphere in Aberdeen and the Glasgow 
Science Centre—do a wonderful job of not only 
ensuring that science is available to school 
children, the general public and tourists but 
making science interesting and fun. That 
encourages young people, in particular, to attend 
classes in the science centre. 

As Willie Coffey said, Glasgow Science Centre 
does outreach work, and I know that other science 
centres do the same. Many a time I have 
wandered through George Square when Glasgow 
Science Centre has been doing outreach work and 
it has been queued out with young people wanting 
to see the experiments. That is an important part 
of the work that science centres do. The staff 
show great enthusiasm when the schoolkids and 
others come along. Given such enthusiasm, I 
hope that the young people who visit Glasgow 
Science Centre—some are from schools, and 
some are so young that they are from nurseries—
will look upon science as a career. 

Pupils and teachers who recently travelled to 
Geneva to visit CERN—the European 
Organization for Nuclear Research—to see top 
scientists in action said that they found it very 
rewarding. I mention, in particular, a pupil, Alison 
Tully, and Clare Hayes, the head of the faculty of 
science at Hyndland secondary school in 
Glasgow, who were fortunate enough to attend 
CERN along with eight other pupils and Mike 
Russell, who thought that it was a fantastic 
opportunity for them. Alison is now going to go on 
to study physics at university. That tells us 
something about the joy that they got from not only 
the science centre but the outreach work that 
science centres do. I also praise Mike Russell, 
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who has been very good at pushing science 
forward. 

I have often visited Glasgow Science Centre 
with my family and friends, and I have to concur 
with everything that Willie Coffey says. The centre 
offers a unique experience and is very welcoming. 
He is very knowledgeable on the subject, and will 
know that Glasgow Science Centre works closely 
with Ayrshire. Indeed, Glasgow’s £50,000 share of 
the science centre transport fund has a caveat that 
50 per cent of it must go to Ayrshire to ensure that 
people from that area are brought into Glasgow 
Science Centre. The caveat also states that some 
of the rest of the fund has to go to deprived areas. 
Willie Coffey is right that it is important that 
everyone gets the opportunity to visit the science 
centre. It cannot just be for people with money; 
everyone must be able to get involved. I believe 
that the transport fund may be increased to 
£80,000 now that the budget has been passed. I 
look forward to the minister confirming that—
perhaps not today but later. Every school-age 
child should be able to visit a science centre, so I 
urge all local authorities, science centres and the 
Government to get together to ensure that every 
school-age child has a chance to do so. 

I will raise a couple of issues with the minister 
and perhaps she can get back to me on them. 
This is not the case at the other science centres, 
but Glasgow Science Centre has responsibility for 
the cost of the quay walls in the Clyde and for 
opening up the Millennium bridge. Whenever a 
boat needs to go under it, the science centre is 
called and has to open it up. Those anomalies 
have existed for a number of years, and I would 
like someone to have a look at them. I raised the 
issue with the previous Government and have 
done so with the current Government. I spoke to 
the people from Glasgow Science Centre today 
and those two anomalies, which cost time and 
money, still exist. 

I do not want to end on a negative note, 
because the science centres do a fantastic job— 

The Deputy Presiding Officer: I think that you 
may have to, actually. 

Sandra White: Okay, I will wind-up on that note. 

17:28 

Jamie Stone (Caithness, Sutherland and 
Easter Ross) (LD): I thank Joe FitzPatrick for 
securing the debate. The motion is thoroughly 
worth while and the timing is excellent. The 
background to what we are all saying is that, 
sadly, the position of science and the teaching of 
science has declined in the national 
consciousness over the years. The science 
centres are about reversing that decline. 

If I think back to where science stood in the 
1960s—I am old enough to do so—I recall that it 
was the way that many pupils at school wanted to 
go. It was glamorous to be seen in a white coat 
and to be at the cutting edge. That explains the 
success of television programmes such as 
“Tomorrow’s World” but, as the decades went by, 
the situation changed to the point where, sadly, 
some of our best science graduates are not going 
into science today. The other day, I met someone 
who had a first-class honours degree in chemistry 
but is a fund manager. I am bound to say that 
there is something slightly wrong with that. I am 
not against people going into finance, but why do 
we not use our best scientific brains where they 
could be used? 

As ever, my speech will be about my 
constituency. Sandra White mentioned CERN. In a 
similar fashion, the scientists who over the years 
came to the north of Scotland to work at Dounreay 
in Caithness produced a centre of excellence and 
knowledge of international quality. On the back of 
the people who are based at Dounreay, the 
teaching of science in high schools in Thurso and 
Wick has prospered and the number of science-
oriented societies for the public has grown. That is 
my first point—they are still there.  

My next point is based on the schools. We have 
seen good work in the development of a Caithness 
science festival. I pay tribute to Professor Iain 
Baikie, who has gone a long way to promoting the 
teaching of science. Joe FitzPatrick, in his 
excellent speech, talked about the interest of 
young people in science, which takes us back to 
what I might call the look-and-learn ethos of the 
past. The science festival is another foundation 
stone for the far north.  

Another foundation stone—perhaps the most 
important—is the University of the Highlands and 
Islands. I know that every member welcomes last 
week’s announcement about the UHI acquiring 
university status. It is a major step forward. I thank 
colleagues from all sides of Parliament for their 
support. As a Highland member, I am truly 
grateful. As the UHI develops, it provides another 
opportunity in relation to science.  

I take on board Willie Coffey’s point that access 
should be equal to all, regardless of financial 
background. I do not want to take away from the 
great work that the four centres do, but I wish that 
there was some way in which those centres could 
reach out to satellite mini-centres, based in the far 
north but working with the UHI, with the skills that 
we have already and with Professor Iain Baikie’s 
schools science festival. If that were possible, we 
might be able to achieve something. As I am 
always saying in this place, the problem that I 
have is the geographic challenge for people, 
young and old, in my constituency. It ain’t easy for 
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folks to get to Aberdeen and the other great 
science centres.  

This is my first opportunity to welcome Angela 
Constance as a minister—I am a bit tardier than 
others in doing so. I ask her to consider whether 
we could reach out to the remoter parts of 
Scotland without detracting from the excellent 
work that the centres do, so that no one is 
disadvantaged by geography. Everyone has an 
equal right to the excellent thrust of what Joe 
FitzPatrick was talking about.  

17:32 

Bob Doris (Glasgow) (SNP): I start as other 
members have done and thank Joe FitzPatrick for 
securing the debate. It is timeous, because it has 
been a while since I have been to my local science 
centre, Glasgow Science Centre. I assure the staff 
and patrons of the science centre who are here 
today that I will ensure that I visit the centre again 
in the near future. The debate will reignite my 
interest in the centre. I apologise to them for not 
being as active in following their successes as I 
could have been. 

I want to talk about the role of science in my life. 
I drifted into teaching modern studies—social 
sciences rather than science. However, two of the 
most exciting lessons that I had as a child were 
science lessons. In one lesson, I stood in a plastic 
tray with one hand on the Van de Graaff generator 
and the other pointed at a Bunsen burner, and lit 
the Bunsen burner. It was great fun. On another 
occasion, we were taken down to the local rugby 
field, where we watched children in the distance 
banging their cymbals and we had to time how 
long it took the noise to reach us. It helped us to 
understand the speed of sound.  

Those are two little examples of curriculum for 
excellence methods of teaching that have always 
existed in Scottish schools. It is the kind of good 
practice that the curriculum for excellence is 
recognising properly for the first time. Glasgow 
Science Centre—and, I am sure, the other science 
centres—ignites that kind of excitement and 
imagination in young people. That is why the 
centres are so important. We must continue to 
invest in them because they capture the 
imagination of people who might otherwise not 
have been interested in science.  

In preparation for the debate, I looked at some 
recent data for Glasgow Science Centre. I was 
hoping that it would be good. It was not good; it 
was fantastic. Here are some basic figures to 
begin with: 24 per cent of those who visit Glasgow 
Science Centre are from Glasgow itself but, as 
Willie Coffey has rightly pointed out, many, many 
more come from other parts of the west of 
Scotland. However, 24 per cent of visitors are from 

overseas, which shows that, for many people, it is 
a premier tourist attraction. It is also not the case 
that the same people in Glasgow and the west of 
Scotland go time and again, because 59 per cent 
of those who go to the centre are first-time visitors. 
Moreover, these are not people who have always 
been interested in science; the evidence indicates 
that 37 per cent of those who go through the 
centre’s door consider themselves as knowing 
almost nothing about the subject. They have gone 
to learn. Finally, in the last year for which figures 
are available, 104,000 schoolchildren accessed a 
positive learning outcome via the centre. 

Traditionally, science has been seen as a male-
dominated field. That is certainly not the case 
according to the figures for Glasgow Science 
Centre, where half the visitors are female. The 
service that it provides is not gender specific. On 
every access, delivery and outcome point, the 
centre is delivering for people. 

I also noted in the recent report on Glasgow 
Science Centre that it carried out a survey on what 
it could do better—Jeez, if we politicians asked 
what we could do better, the list would be very 
long. However, half the people who were surveyed 
could not think of anything that they wanted to be 
done better; in fact, 67 per cent of people thought 
that the service that they had received from the 
science centre was what they had expected or 
better. What politician would not want that sort of 
minimum two-thirds approval rating? 

Jamie Stone: I have that. 

Bob Doris: Apparently, two thirds of people 
have never heard of Jamie Stone. That is not 
science. 

I welcome Joe FitzPatrick’s debate and 
congratulate Glasgow Science Centre on the good 
job that it does. I will certainly revisit it in the very 
near future. 

17:36 

The Minister for Skills and Lifelong Learning 
(Angela Constance): I, too, warmly congratulate 
Joe FitzPatrick on securing this very topical 
debate on Scotland’s four science centres, which 
are in Aberdeen, Dundee, Glasgow and, of 
course, next door to the Parliament in Edinburgh 
at Our Dynamic Earth. 

I extend a very warm welcome to our visitors 
from Scotland’s science centres, who are in the 
public gallery. It is right that we take time to 
highlight and celebrate their contribution to 
supporting Scotland’s economy and wider society; 
after all, science and innovation are vital 
ingredients in this Government’s pursuit of 
sustainable economic growth. Scotland’s world-
class, world-leading science base will underpin 
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economic recovery and allow us to progress 
towards our aspiration for a Scotland that is a 
powerhouse of technology, innovation and 
enterprise. 

However, science in today’s Scotland can and 
must extend beyond wealth creation, critical 
though that is, and reach deep into every corner of 
our society. Even if the connections are not 
immediately obvious, science is at the heart of the 
way we live and everything that we do; that point 
was well made by Stewart Stevenson. 

The Government’s vision is to create in Scotland 
a culture of science as well as a scientifically 
literate society that at all levels embraces and 
values the contribution and importance of science 
to everyday life and engages with key scientific 
issues— 

Linda Fabiani (Central Scotland) (SNP): Will 
the minister give way? 

Angela Constance: —and a society with a 
technologically skilled workforce that encourages 
young people to pursue the study of and careers 
in science. 

Linda Fabiani: I apologise to the minister for 
interrupting her in mid-sentence, but she drew 
breath. 

Does the minister agree that, in addition to the 
science centres’ great work, small units throughout 
the country should be recognised and commended 
for their great work? I am thinking in particular of a 
unique facility in East Kilbride—the Scottish 
universities environmental research centre—and I 
am sure that with a bit of joint thought, discussion 
and effort the educational outreach work that the 
likes of that organisation carry out could be 
enhanced for the benefit of all. Such an approach 
might also answer Jamie Stone’s point about 
ensuring that we reach every part of the country. 

Angela Constance: I thank Ms Fabiani for 
highlighting that I must learn to breathe through 
my ears so that I do not have to draw breath in 
future. Nevertheless, her point is well made and if 
she cares to write to me with the detail, I will 
ensure that Mr Russell takes a close look at it. 

The benefits of getting our science policy right 
are potentially significant. They range from better-
informed personal lifestyle and health choices to 
public involvement in science-based policy 
development and tackling the bigger global 
challenges, such as climate change and 
biodiversity. On the risks of getting our science 
policy wrong, Derek Bok, formerly of Harvard 
University, said: 

“If you think education is expensive, try ignorance.” 

Science learning in school is not only the 
responsibility of teachers, although I will now have 

an enduring image of Bob Doris and a Bunsen 
burner. Many members have spoken about the 
curriculum for excellence, which provides a 
framework for partnership working within which the 
wider science community, including the science 
centres, has an opportunity to support excellence 
inside and outside the classroom. The centres 
provide a source of inspiration—of wow and 
wonder—help to nurture a fascination with science 
that people may retain throughout their lives, and 
provide a shop front for bringing the science of our 
excellent researchers in further and higher 
education out of the lab to the wider public. 

It is interesting that, annually, around 75 per 
cent of the visitors to the science centres are not 
children, but other members of the public. Joe 
FitzPatrick was right to say that the centres are not 
just for children—although, as a married woman, I 
would certainly not like to commend speed dating. 
On a more serious note, I want science centres to 
continue their excellent work, but I challenge them 
to be alert to new and important niches of activity 
where they can add value and help to cement and 
consolidate important related initiatives. Joe 
FitzPatrick spoke very well of the new science 
learning institute at Dundee Science Centre as an 
excellent example of where that is done. The 
centre has identified an enabling role that it can 
play in facilitating partnerships and collaborations 
between existing and new friends to support 
science learning, teacher training and continuing 
professional development across the city and the 
region that aligns synergistically—I shall move on 
to the point that Elaine Murray made, as I cannot 
even pronounce that word. 

Elaine Murray spoke about the very positive 
HMIE reports with favourable results for all the 
science centres. They were very much about 
assessing the alignment of the science centres 
with formal education. 

Nanette Milne spoke very well of Satrosphere in 
Aberdeen. It is to its credit that it has a new 
management agreement with Dundee Science 
Centre and has made new connections with the 
University of Aberdeen. That has resulted in a far 
higher profile for it in the city of Aberdeen and 
elsewhere. 

Although the current economic climate is 
extremely tough, I am nevertheless delighted to 
confirm that, in contrast to what is happening in 
the rest of the UK, we plan to continue to support 
the centres in 2011-12 to the tune of £2.6 million in 
recognition of the invaluable work that they 
undertake. 

I accept that not everyone is able to or wishes to 
visit a centre, so we need to find other ways of 
bringing science to them. We recognise the 
challenges of geography and inclusion that parts 
of Scotland face, so we plan to provide an 
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additional £200,000 in 2011-12 to support 
transport costs to the centres for visitors from 
remote or socioeconomically disadvantaged 
communities. I hope that that is of interest to both 
Mr Coffey and Mr Stone. 

I conclude by referring to the science and 
engineering 21 education action plan process that 
is currently under way. It is chaired by the chief 
scientific adviser for Scotland, Professor Anne 
Glover, and will set a strategic direction for 
science education and engagement for the coming 
years. I look forward to seeing the centres, and 
indeed the wider science community, playing an 
active role in that process as it moves forward in 
the months ahead. 

Before I forget, I will respond to the issue that 
Sandra White raised. My understanding is that the 
Glasgow Science Centre has an endowment fund 
that no other science centre has. If she writes to 
me in more detail on the issue, I will ensure that 
she receives a proper and detailed answer to her 
points. 

Meeting closed at 17:45. 
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