
SNP Indyref obsession failing Scotland

21 Mar 2017

The Scottish Parliament has been diverted by a “pointless” two-day debate on
independence – when it should be debating on key issues like the NHS and
education, the Scottish Conservatives have said today.

The criticism was sparked following the SNP’s decision for Holyrood to spend
two days debating whether or not to have a divisive referendum rerun.

It comes amid further evidence that the Nationalist government is ignoring
the day job over its own responsibilities.

The debate today comes as:

For the sixth consecutive month, the NHS failed to meet the 95 per cent
waiting time target set out by the Health Secretary Shona Robison.

Only 54 per cent of muscoskeletal patients have been seen in the four-
week target timescale.

Figures showed that Scots are drinking up to twice as much alcohol as
they admit – amplifying Scotland’s unhealthy relationship with alcohol.

The Scottish Chambers of Commerce warned that that the SNP “needs to
begin focusing on mitigating business costs and boosting consumer
confidence over the next two years.”

Reports revealed that the staffing numbers in schools are so low,
students may be forced to learn from videos instead of qualified
teachers.

Scottish Conservative deputy leader Jackson Carlaw said: 

“The pointless two-day debate has frustratingly delayed the potential to
address issues that are in great need of being discussed.

“The SNP has continuously stated that it is not obsessed with independence,
but its actions certainly show otherwise.

“It’s clear people don’t want another referendum, they want a government that
spends its every waking hour improving standards across all areas.

“When issues like health and education are crumbling under SNP leadership,
Nicola Sturgeon and her party is completely failing Scotland by neglecting
these issues and instead focusing on an unwanted referendum.”

http://www.government-world.com/snp-indyref-obsession-failing-scotland/


A copy of the Scottish Chambers of Commerce release:
http://www.scottishchambers.org.uk/press-policy/press-releases/2017/03/898
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The people of Scotland are “sick to death” of nationalist games on
independence, Scottish Conservative leader Ruth Davidson has said.

Speaking as part of a marathon Holyrood debate on whether or not there should
be a second independence referendum, she blasted both the SNP and the Greens
for their “hypocrisy” on the issue.

She said the previous referendum was agreed legally and decisively under the
Edinburgh Agreement, a process the SNP had described as the “gold standard”
for referendums.

However, Nicola Sturgeon’s latest attempts indicate a “tin pot approach”, she
said.

The First Minister announced last Monday that she wanted to hold a referendum
re-run sometime between the autumn of 2018 and the spring of 2019, a
timetable which has been rejected by the UK Government and the Scottish
Conservatives.

And far from this being an attempt by the SNP to have a fair referendum, Ruth
added, it was instead part of a “well-rehearsed game” to stoke grievance
between Scotland and the rest of the UK.

Scottish Conservative leader Ruth Davidson said:

“Most people in Scotland are sick to death of the SNP’s games.

“They don’t want another referendum any time soon, just three years after the
last one.

http://scottishconservatives.us13.list-manage.com/track/click?u=5ba9460fb5ac93c988232a3a2&id=9f6d5031ac&e=27c65253fa
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“But let’s cut to the chase: the SNP’s plan was not actually about trying to
hold a fair, legal and decisive referendum.

“It was about a well-rehearsed game to put forward unworkable proposals, wait
for Westminster politicians to point that out, then rush to any nearby
microphone – angry face attached – to trot out the same old tired complaints.

“This bull-dozer approach is completely at odds with the way the 2014
referendum was held.

“The UK and Scottish governments worked together on proposals for a fair,
legal and decisive referendum.

“The Edinburgh Agreement was then signed – with both sides promising to
respect the result.

“How different things are today.”

You can read the text of Ruth’s speech here:

Ruth’s Scottish Parliament speech on IndyRef2

Green lies on referendum re-run
exposed

20 Mar 2017

The Greens’ election manifesto will be deemed a “lie” if the party sides with
the SNP in backing a second independence referendum, the Scottish
Conservatives have said.

A series of remarks from the party and its “co-convener” Patrick Harvie have
revealed a massive u-turn in recent months.

The information was compiled by the Scottish Conservatives ahead of a two-day
Holyrood debate on whether or not there should be a second independence
referendum.

Following the No vote of 2014, Mr Harvie said Scotland should “live with” the
result and “find ways to work together”.

http://www.scottishconservatives.com/2017/03/ruths-speech-on-scotlands-choice/
http://www.government-world.com/green-lies-on-referendum-re-run-exposed/
http://www.government-world.com/green-lies-on-referendum-re-run-exposed/


A month later, he added the country should “move beyond” the independence
debate, and failing to do so would be “damaging”.

The Greens also set out in their Holyrood manifesto that one million people
should have to sign a petition, and that public demand should be
“irresistible”, before another vote was called.

In May last year, Mr Harvie said there would be “little point” in revisiting
the poll unless opinion had shifted “markedly”.

Most tellingly, the manifesto stated: “If a new referendum is to happen, it
should come about by the will of the people, and not be driven by calculation
of party political advantage.”

However, since the turn of the year, the Greens’ position has completely
changed.

The party’s own campaign, under the banner of Yes 2, has already begun, while
just two months ago Mr Harvie said the independence option “has to remain on
the table”.

The Greens’ vote is expected to be crucial, with their MSPs compensating for
the lack of an SNP majority.

Scottish Conservative MSP Annie Wells said:

“The Greens like to think they’re a bit different, and above the idea of
manifesto pledges and hypocrisy.

“But they aren’t, and these wild contradictions expose that.

“They were elected on a promise they would only back another referendum if
the people wanted it.

“But that now looks like a lie, and it will be confirmed as such if they back
the SNP on holding another unwanted and divisive referendum.”

After the referendum, Patrick Harvie said that Scots would have to ‘live
with’ and ‘move beyond’ the result

Harvie said that Scotland would have to ‘live with’ the referendum
result. ‘I knew whatever the result Scotland would have to live with it,
and find ways to work together. That’s not always easy for people with
passionately held opposing views, and it’s only possible when we see and
acknowledge each other’s humanity. Now the result is in, there are many
bitterly disappointed Yes campaigners around the country. There’s also
more than a little glee on the No side. Well OK, fair enough; they feel
the need to celebrate and I’ve no doubt I would too if the position was
reversed’ (Daily Record, 20 September 2014, link).

He said that we have to ‘move beyond’ the referendum result and that it

http://scottishconservatives.us13.list-manage.com/track/click?u=5ba9460fb5ac93c988232a3a2&id=86fee12a02&e=b10a89e2f4


would ‘damaging’ to ‘obsessively focus’ on people being Yes and No
voters. ‘There are many people who are still very proud of being part of
the 45 per cent who voted Yes. And there are some who are finding it
difficult to accept it wasn’t a win. But I think it’s important to say
that this dividing line between the 45 per cent and the 55 per cent is
one that we are going to have to move beyond. Focusing too much on that
is going to become increasingly meaningless. That dividing line is one
that isn’t relevant for us as individuals anymore and it isn’t helpful
for the party and I think it would be damaging for Scotland as well to
obsessively focus on that dividing line for the future.’ (Daily Record,
12 October 2014, p11).

The Greens said that a future referendum should be reliant on 1 million
people signing a petition rather than political parties doing a deal behind
‘closed doors’

Patrick Harvie said that a second independence referendum should wait
until public demand for another one is ‘irresistible’. ‘Any government
that wants to put another referendum forward to win it, would be well
advised to wait until the public demand from outside of the pro-
independence movement is irresistible. I don’t want to scrape by with 51
per cent. I want a clear and decisive choice to be made. If we went into
another referendum right now that wouldn’t happen.’ (Common Space, 28
May 2015, link).

In a statement on a second referendum, the Greens asserted that the
timing of a referendum should be based on ‘public appetite’ and they
cited 1 million people signing a petition as a way of showing this. ‘The
timing of the referendum should be determined by public appetite:
Scotland should decide, when Scotland wants to decide.…. In assessing
public appetite for a second referendum we will respect new kinds of
citizen-led initiatives – for example, a call for a referendum signed by
up to 1 million people on the electoral register.’ (Scottish Greens, 18
September 2015, link).

Patrick Harvie demanded that the public be responsible for calling
another independence referendum, not political parties ‘carving up a
deal behind closed doors’. ‘The question of independence may well be put
again, but let’s say that the people of Scotland are in charge of that.
We propose a citizens’ initiative so that it is the public who say when
they are ready for that question to be put, not political parties
carving up a deal behind closed doors.’ (STV, 10 October 2015, link).

He said there would be ‘little point’ in a second referendum unless
opinion shifted ‘markedly’.  The Scotsman reported that ‘Harvie said
there would be ‘little point’ in having another referendum unless
opinion had shifted ‘markedly’ towards independence. ‘Will that happen?
I hope so, I don’t know’. (The Scotsman, 14 May 2016, link).

The manifesto on which Scottish Green MSPs were elected said that
another referendum should be called on the ‘will of the people’ rather
than the ‘calculations of party political advantage’. It had no other
triggers for Green support for a second referendum. ‘Citizens should be
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able to play a direct role in the legislative process: on presenting a
petition signed by an appropriate number of voters, citizens should be
able to trigger a vote on important issues of devolved responsibility.
As we proposed on the one year anniversary of the Independence
Referendum, this is the Scottish Greens’ preferred way of deciding to
hold a second referendum on Independence. If a new referendum is to
happen, it should come about by the will of the people, and not be
driven by calculations of party political advantage’ (Scottish Green
Manifesto 2016, p36, link).

Patrick Harvie said that Brexit would not be the ‘strongest context’ to
convince Scots to vote for independence. ‘Greens support independence. I
don’t think we’re ever going to argue against that position. What I have
argued is that those on the pro-independence side who have almost seemed
to be relishing the prospect of that Brexit scenario would be well
advised to think carefully. I don’t think it’s the strongest context
within which to continue to build the case that convinces those who
weren’t convinced of independence. I’ve no doubt at all that if that
scenario takes place, there will be many who will demand another
referendum. But I suspect they will already be the people who were
convinced in 2014. They won’t be the kind of people who felt uncertain
in 2014 and those are the people that independence advocates need to
engage with.’ (Herald Scotland, 10 May 2016, link).

Now the Greens have broken their own promises by doing background deals with
the SNP on a second referendum with little public appetite.

Last summer, Patrick Harvie and Sturgeon had a backroom meeting on a
second referendum. An SNP spokesperson said ‘The plans for the SNP’s new
initiative on independence have had to take account of the EU referendum
outcome. However, our campaign will be launched before the end of the
summer recess and we look forward to working with others across the Yes
movement to build majority support for independence.’ (The National, 17
August 2016, link).

The Greens have already begun to campaign under the banner of ‘Yes 2’
and would do so ‘regardless of what the SNP is doing’. A party
spokesperson said ‘Ahead of our conference in October we will be
announcing to our members proposals for relaunching the Green Yes
campaign.’ (Express Online, 10 August 2016, link).

Harvie is pushing for a second referendum to be held in March 2018.
‘What’s been very clear is that the option needs to remain on the table,
and we support that. That means the legislation to allow Holyrood to
make that decision has to be progressed this year…. I think a reasonable
guess at the moment might be that if Scotland chooses to have this
question put again, if the UK chooses to dig its heels in and refuses to
respect the way that Scotland voted to remain in the EU, then maybe at
some point round about the halfway mark of the two-year Brexit
negotiation period, or not long after that halfway mark, we might need
to be in a position to put that question to the public. (Herald Scotland
, 13 January 2017, link).
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Recent polling has shown that over two thirds of Scots are against a
second referendum. A BMG poll for Mev Brown of 1,009 adults carried out
between 23 and 27 February found that, when don’t knows are removed
only, 33 per cent of Scots support a second referendum (Daily Express, 6
March 2017, link).

Scottish Conservatives to oppose SNP’s
independence bid
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The Scottish Conservatives will vote against the SNP government’s plan to
take Scotland back to an immediate referendum campaign.

Ahead of the two-day Holyrood debate, the party said a majority of Scots did
not want a separation re-run, and it was the wrong course of action to take.

Scottish Conservative leader Ruth Davidson said:

“The SNP’s motion makes it clear that Nicola Sturgeon is determined to fire
the starting gun on another divisive referendum campaign this week.

“At a time when we should be coming together as a country, it is the wrong
course of action to take.

“A clear majority of Scots say they don’t want to go through the uncertainty
of another referendum at this time.

“Worse, Nicola Sturgeon wants to trigger an immediate campaign while still
hiding the facts on independence, such as the currency, EU membership and the
price tag it would entail.

“Nicola Sturgeon wants to set a date but she won’t tell us the plan. It is
utterly irresponsible.

“We all had a vote on our membership of the UK three years ago. The SNP
promised to respect that result. Yet now Nicola Sturgeon is using Brexit as
an excuse to take us back to the division and uncertainty of the past.

“We believe a referendum cannot happen while the Brexit process is being
played out.
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“And we believe a referendum should not happen when there is no public or
political consent for it to happen.

“It is a reasonable and rational position to hold. Scotland is saying loud
and clear to Nicola Sturgeon – now is not the time.”

Response to Nicola Sturgeon conference
speech

18 Mar 2017

Please see a comment below in response to Nicola Sturgeon’s speech to the SNP
conference in Aberdeen today.

Jackson Carlaw MSP, Scottish Conservative deputy leader, said:

“This is the week that Nicola Sturgeon gave up being First Minister and
instead put her obsession with independence before the day job.

“This was a disappointing and negative speech. Nicola Sturgeon seems to be
more interested in complaining about the UK government than talking up her
own.

“The SNP spends so much time plotting games over separation, it now relies on
other parties for policies – our plan calling for mental health workers in GP
practices and A+Es was published barely three months ago.

“It is flattering that the SNP are catching up, but that does not mask the
fact that the vast bulk of this speech was yet another rallying call for
independence.

“We now have a part-time First Minister claiming to speak for Scotland, but
in fact pursuing her own narrow agenda to the detriment and against the
wishes of ordinary Scots.”
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