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European and External Relations Committee 
 

Consideration of Scotland’s Representation on the EU Committee of the Regions 
 

Written Evidence from Scotland’s MEPs 
 
 
Response from Ian Hudghton MEP 
 
My view is that all eight seats should be allocated to local authority representatives. 
 
Our local Councils are the regions of Scotland, and it has always been my view in 
principle that Council representatives should be Scotland's members on the EU 
Committee of the Regions. 
 
 
Response from David Martin MEP and Catherine Stihler MEP 
 
Do you believe that the Scottish Parliament should continue to nominate 
representatives to the Committee of the Regions?  Why? 
 
Yes, we do think that the Scottish Parliament should continue to nominate 
representatives to the Committee of the Regions, because we believe that the Scottish 
Parliament should seek to achieve the best representation possible for the people of 
Scotland at the Committee of the Regions.  The Committee of the Regions was set up 
with the purpose of giving representation to Government below that of Member States 
and, as other areas of Member States are represented at this level, not to send 
representatives from the Scottish Parliament would reduce our influence and take away 
an excellent opportunity for Scottish Parliamentarians networking with representatives 
at a similar level. 
 
Do you believe the current equal allocation between Scottish Parliament and local 
authorities is appropriate?  Why? 
 
Yes we do, because although it would be good to have more Members from the 
Scottish Parliament, it is only fair that local authorities should have representation 
because it is often they who have to implement European Union legislation. 
 
Equal representation has worked well in the past so we should be guided by that well 
accepted rule: ‘if it is not broke, don’t fix it’. 
 
What have been the main benefits of the Parliament’s membership of the 
Committee of the Regions? 
 
The main benefits of the Parliament’s membership of the Committee of the Regions 
have been the level of expertise and influence Scottish Parliamentarians have brought 
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to the process of European Union legislation and the knowledge they gain from 
Brussels which enables them to engage intelligently in debates on European Union 
issues in the Scottish Parliament and Committees.  I find it invaluable to be able to 
communicate with members of the Scottish Parliament who are familiar with the 
procedures and issues which dominate the European debate.  
 
What have been the main drawbacks of the Parliament’s membership? 
 
We think that, if there has been a drawback and I am not sure there has, it is that the 
Scottish Parliament’s representation is not bigger. 
 
Other comments 
 
We find it strange that there is a proposal to change a procedure that has been working 
well and to carry out the consultation in such a short timescale. 
 

 
Response from Alyn Smith 
 
Do you believe that the Scottish Parliament should continue to nominate 
representatives to the Committee of the Regions?  Why? 
 
No. 
 
The constant diary clashes between Scottish Parliament plenary sessions and CoR 
meetings mean that an MSP simply cannot fulfil the role properly. 
 
The Scottish CoR delegation has, to date, been somewhat unloved and uncoordinated 
given it came from two places and there has been no clear objective or role for the 
delegation.  Unifying the delegation under COSLA co-ordination will allow a far greater 
coherence and unity of purpose. 
 
Do you believe the current equal allocation between Scottish Parliament and local 
authorities is appropriate?  Why? 
 
No, primarily because of logistics, but also because of a confusion over what the 
Scottish delegation was actually there to achieve. 
 
Holyrood has ample ways to interact with MEPs, the Commission and other 
stakeholders in Brussels.  The CoR has been explicitly designed as a forum to give 
other stakeholders a voice and COSLA could do it better.  Holyrood, meanwhile, should 
concentrate on the European Parliament. 
 
What have been the main benefits of the Parliament’s membership of the 
Committee of the Regions? 
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Given the practicalities and the confusions to date, I struggle to think of many tangible 
benefits beyond a degree of networking. 
 
There have been recent improvements with Cllr Roger Knox nearly succeeding in 
bringing his Committee to Scotland, but given proper focus, support and organisation by 
COSLA there are a number of practical advantages Scotland could accrue from a 
switched-on Councillor-EU representation. 
 
What have been the main drawbacks of the Parliament’s membership? 
 
I have been critical of the CoR in the past, and remain of the view that it should either 
be given appropriate legislative and budgetary teeth (my own preference) or wound up.  
However, it exists, and is not being wound up any time soon.  So, in the meantime, it is 
a useful opportunity to augment Scotland’s representation in EU fora and amplify 
messages being given by other Scottish organisations in other settings.  That 
opportunity has simply not been maximised due to the delegation being drawn from two 
(often competing) institutions. 
 
 
Response from Struan Stevenson MEP 
 
Do you believe that the Scottish Parliament should continue to nominate 
representatives to the Committee of the Regions?  Why? 
 
No 
 
Do you believe the current equal allocation between Scottish Parliament and local 
authorities is appropriate?  Why? 
 
No 
 
What have been the main benefits of the Parliament’s membership of the 
Committee of the Regions? 
 
Few, if any. 
 
What have been the main drawbacks of the Parliament’s membership? 
 
It is costly and there are no real benefits 

Other comments 
 
During a period of austerity the Committee of the Regions should be abolished as a 
costly and unnecessary appendage. 


