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o Although gaT aniﬁ:e].y in d:'#emt :irzh thia ‘tabti:{ :n
the Devolution .Bill to date,.J. not Supp: tha propod n
the paper TLG[77/155-that wo should Eake the tnitiative in
proposing all Party talks on & Speaker-'s Conferance.
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\ 1. bel ieve.that the proposal would be regerded with grave
suspiclon ‘by- our :Manti~devolutionistall. . There would also be
complaints about. a. proposal-to. cansider devolution for Scotland
when one of the mafn arguments. esged in the debatea is that

@ it is impossible to consider the Scottlsh scene in igolation.

The propogel might be acceptable if e pr sal for all party
talks wgthuutﬂy—poli.cy ‘comulttment - by’ :ﬂ: Party were to be
pubstituted for our present general commitment :-to the
establishment of a directly elected Assembly but such a change
would no doubt be resented by the small and aecli.tung, but
nevertheless important group’ of pro-devolutionists'e

2. T WQULD E) sH

WTories propose ancther time consuming device” would
ba the general reaction. Having had a Royal Commission on
the Constitution, a Constitutional Committee of our own and
many Party Committees, I am sure that' the proposal would cut ne
jce with the Scottish Press cr electorate. It might well be
approved by the London Times, but this jeuwrnal is not widely
read in Scotland. * ’

3.

A Speaker's Conference would, almost certainly, produce
& new davelution proposal and its recoumendations would no
doubt be made when a.Conservative Government was In powar,
In view of the "gut feeling" of the Party, I very much doubt if
a Conservative Covermment could ever enmact & Devolutfon Bill.

There is suple avidence that Secottish opinion is in 8
very fluid state and that opinion is swinging againat devolution,
For example, the GluSﬁoaw Herald Poll indicated Chat 32 per cent
of Scots now wanted "No devolution', 38 per cemt supported a
Devolution Bill and 18 per cent wanted .independence. Hore
significantly, Tory veters were 52 per cent oppoged tc an
devolution at all. The fact that the Scotsman Poll published
the following week showed a smaller swing inst devolution
indiicaces my contentlon that opinion is rather confused and
volatile. :
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It is tha Labowr Party which stande to lose moat to the
GNP and they have produced thé BLIY in dn endeavour to stop
their slida. I believe that it would maximise thetr
embarrassment if we simply left them to pick up the plecas.
Apart. from this, to. propose. a f1ifabelt!t .Omprmi!e-w%clf-isust

the SNP by giving the impression that l:tgyciwereslogy . £ighting
88,

two glant unionist and “anti-Scottish!

Fa

. In a constantly changing situation, I fesl that we must
ratain:tha mdmm?fgndm.nf;mnbm‘_;._ ey

Seottish opinion hardens é;sainut devolution (and thé powerful
and well ancad UEcotland is British' novemdnt fs: Just,
Begm it ca!npnlg:), {mimay-find it appropriste. to review
our‘e nt, - (mte we'argue. foF a-Speakerts.Conference,
our freodom -of action digappdars, - s ' L

7.

IT HOULD BIND
IMFROVE COVERHN

The most. interesting aspect of the debateb in Parliament
and within the Party i that few, if any, have arpgued that a
devolution schemie will make for Better Government. @ ALL the
:;gment:a have been about Nationslist votes, about credibility
ebout our "commitment. _I.wonder Lf it is wise for us to
get more deeply committed to & policy which most regard a3 a
constitutional nonsende. Lo o Lo -

8. . IT WOULD FURTHER UNDERMINE THE PARTY'S CREDIBILITY

I do not think that our devolution comuitment carries
any credibility in Scotland in any event, - Vaters polnt out
that even when we were in Covernment between 1970 amd 1974 with
a clear commitment and with progogals pledged in the 1470
Queens Speach, we did nothing about devolution and Mdowngraded'”
the commitment to an indirectly elected Assembly in the
1974 election.

9.  IHERE ARE ALTERNATIVES
I would favour & new cmphasis in. comments on davolutlen
which would centre roundi= ’

(a) The 4importance of .Borting out local .government
before we consider r legislative Assembly = T took
an initiative last week in setting up a committes Lo
iock at one tier local govermnent — and it has been
well received.

(b) In times of mass umemployment and expenditure
cuts, it is difficult to justify an expensive devolution
plan vhen welfare services -are being cut,

. If as 18 posaibley
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(c) The desirabl.].!.l:{ of bringing Goverment closer
to the seopl.e while local government is being

ravi for le, transferring the Scottish
Grand coﬁ:l{::tee to Edgnblln‘gh.

(d) The ngurtam‘,a of reviewing devolution in light of
the indfication that SNP would seek Lo use &n Asgembly
fo be a vehicle for breaking up the United Kingdom.
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