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European and External Relations Committee 
 

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

Written Evidence from Scottish Parliament former CoR members 
 
 
Response from Stewart Maxwell MSP 
 
Do you believe that the Scottish Parliament should continue to nominate 
representatives to the Committee of the Regions?  Why? 
 
Yes, I do believe that the Scottish Parliament should continue to nominate 
representatives to the CoR. Having representatives from both Local Authorities and the 
Scottish Parliament provides a broad range of representation and allows both sets of 
members to complement each other’s effort. 
 
Do you believe the current equal allocation between Scottish Parliament and local 
authorities is appropriate?  Why? 
 
A balance between representatives of the Scottish Parliament and Local Authorities 
needs to be struck and in my view a more appropriate split than the current 
arrangements would be a 2/6 split, where the Scottish Parliament retains one full 
member and one alternate member and Local Authorities have three full members and 
three alternate members. 
 
What have been the main benefits of the Parliament’s membership of the 
Committee of the Regions? 
 
Parliamentary representation has allowed the Scottish Parliament CoR members to 
address issues on a Scotland wide basis and ensure that CoR papers are influenced 
and altered to better reflect Scotland specific policies and interests. Equally Local 
Authority members can have the opportunity to make a very positive contribution. 
 
What have been the main drawbacks of the Parliament’s membership? 
 
On occasions Parliamentary CoR representatives have had difficulty in obtaining 
permission to be absent from Parliament in order to attend CoR meetings. 
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Response from Hugh Henry MSP 
 
Do you believe that the Scottish Parliament should continue to nominate 
representatives to the Committee of the Regions?  Why? 

 
I do believe that the Scottish Parliament should continue to nominate to the Committee 
of the Regions. While I accept that there should be an on going debate about the 
Scottish Government’s participation in EU matters, nevertheless the Committee of the 
Regions offers an opportunity for both the Scottish Government and the Parliament to 
participate in discussions which can feed into both the European Parliament and the 
Commission. It also affords the Parliament the ability to make contacts, to network, to 
learn from best practice and to promote the many positive initiatives which are 
happening in Scotland. We should not underestimate the interest which there is in the 
Scottish Parliament. I recognise that there may be a view that the Scottish Government 
should concentrate its efforts on participation at Ministerial level. In that case the 
Scottish  Government’s allocation should pass to the Parliament. 
 
Do you believe the current equal allocation between Scottish Parliament and local 
authorities is appropriate?  Why? 
 
I believe that the current split between Local Government and Government/Parliament 
represents a good balance and allows for wider participation than would otherwise be 
the case. I believe it would be a mistake to alter this balance. 
 
What have been the main benefits of the Parliament’s membership of the 
Committee of the Regions? 
 
See my response to question1.  
 
What have been the main drawbacks of the Parliament’s membership? 
 
I don’t see any drawbacks in the Scottish Parliament’s participation. 
 
Other comments? 
 
The present arrangement is a sensible one and allows for a partnership and cross party 
approach. I do however believe that improvements can be made in how Scotland uses 
COR and how we report and communicate on what is happening. 
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Response from Irene Oldfather (MSP in Sessions 1- 3) 
 
Do you believe that the Scottish Parliament should continue to nominate 
representatives to the Committee of the Regions?  Why? 
 
I believe that there is a debate to be had. The ability to attend is important. That is how 
one gains opinions/positions and influence on Committee of the Regions. Often in the 
past the Scottish parliamentary timetable has taken precedence over what is seen as - 
of less importance – CoR business. CoR like the rest of the EU has extended 
membership considerably and works across a range of languages and members states. 
In order to play a key role, continuity and attendance are important. 
 
It is important therefore for the Parliament to consider what commitment its 
representatives could make in terms of time. The decision should be taken based on 
what level of influence and where the biggest bang can come from?  In CoR it is 
perfectly possible to play a key role regardless of  the size of the area that you 
represent – it is more important to have continuity and commitment. 
 
Do you believe the current equal allocation between Scottish Parliament and local 
authorities is appropriate?  Why? 
 
CoR is an asymmetric body which covers local and regional authorities as well as 
municipalities. In the past the allocation was between Executive, Parliament and Local. 
 
I have witnessed opportunities for Ministers to influence. In my experience Ministers can 
bring “gravitas” but again when it comes to eg Chairing Committees or attendance, they 
usually are very time committed with portfolio parliamentary business which precludes 
them from active participation. 
 
I think that the Parliament would need to firstly take a decision about whether/how it 
wants to influence. In my view, the ability/ commitment to attend is really the crucial 
point. Up until now Councillors have been much better at attending. I missed a number 
of opportunities to act as policy lead or chair committees because I simply couldn’t 
commit to attending.  
 
What have been the main benefits of the Parliament’s membership of the 
Committee of the Regions? 
 
The opportunity to network at senior levels; to influence and contribute to opinions; to 
engage at fairly senior levels and to host meetings of/with key opinion formers in the 
Scottish Parliament itself. 
 
What have been the main drawbacks of the Parliament’s membership? 
 
Difficulty in attending because Plenary sessions correspond with Parliamentary 
Business. 
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The CoR works on the basis of Political Groups and Member State delegations. Almost 
everything is agreed/decided within these parameters. It is not a drawback of 
membership, but there is a necessary limitation in terms of accountability back to the 
Parliament because of the above structures. My understanding of Membership of CoR 
is that it is based on accountability to that institution above and before others. In that 
sense, it is of course similar to that of the European Parliament. 
 
Other comments 
I welcome the opportunity to contribute to the Committee’s deliberations.  The very tight 
timescale over a Glasgow holiday weekend has regrettably limited the time that I have 
been able to devote to this but I hope that the above has been of some assistance and 
would be happy to discuss further with the Clerks or Convenor if more time to consider 
is available. 
 
 
Responses from Richard Lochhead MSP and Nicola Sturgeon MSP 
 
Richard Lochhead MSP (now the Cabinet Secretary for Rural Affairs and the 
Environment) and Nicola Sturgeon MSP (now Deputy First Minister and Cabinet 
Secretary for Health, Wellbeing and Cities Strategy) both responded with a nil return.  
The Cabinet Secretary for Rural Affairs and the Environment explained that he was a 
representative on the EU Committee of the Regions a considerable time ago and could 
not recall attending a meeting, therefore didn’t feel he is best placed to feed back any 
comments.  


