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I am writing today to submit my views on elected Conveners at the Scottish 
Parliament. I am in favour of Committee Conveners being elected by the whole 
Parliament as opposed to the current procedure of being voted in by the Committee 
itself. 
 
 
Do you agree that the whole Parliament should elect Conveners of Committees 
(rather than the membership of the Committee choosing the Convener as is 
currently the case)?  Are there any barriers or constraints to this?  What would 
be the benefits?  What would be the disadvantages? 
 
1. I do believe that the Parliament should elect Conveners as that procedure 
would strengthen ties between the Chamber and the Committees. Although there are 
negative aspects to the Chamber having a larger say in the organisation of 
Committees, I think that there are just as many positives that would make this better 
than the current system. 
 
2. As I previously mentioned, involving the Chamber in selecting Conveners is 
only going to strengthen the bonds between the Committees and the Parliament as a 
whole. The Committees at Holyrood cover such a wide range of topics which interest 
members from all political parties. Unfortunately, there simply isn’t room for every 
MSP who is interested in education to be on the Education and Culture Committee. 
Therefore, if there is a way to involve the Chamber even more in the business of the 
Committees then that is definitely a good idea. When it comes to the election of 
Conveners, I think that if all MSPs had the opportunity to be involved then there 
would be a higher chance that the best candidate would be selected as there would 
be a wider range of opinions from other members.  
 
3. It may be problematic for Conveners to be elected by the whole Parliament if 
there was a majority government in power – there may be a chance that the 
governing party’s nominee for Convener would be elected as a result of their political 
allegiance rather than on their own merits. This risk could be eliminated by the 
governing party nominating two candidates. It is hoped that members would then 
cast their vote for the person as opposed to their political allegiance.  
 
 
How should nominations be made and what sort of support should be required 
for a member’s name to be put forward?  
 
4. In my opinion the nomination procedure should be that each party or 
parliamentary grouping could nominate one of their members for the post of 
Convener as long as that group has a minimum of five MSPs. The only exception to 
this rule would be in the case of the governing party or party with the most seats as 



they would have to field two candidates to prevent any unfair advantage before a 
vote was held.  
 
5. Two other members would have to support the candidate for their nomination to 
be valid; however, in doing so, the ‘supporters’ would not be permitted to nominate 
another MSP for Convener of the same Committee. After Parliament has selected a 
Convener for that Committee, MSPs would be free to support any member standing 
in the election for Convener of the next Committee. 
 
 
How should the vote be carried out?  Should it be done by secret ballot or 
some other means?   What majority should be required?  
 
6. Voting for Conveners should be by secret ballot. Though I am in favour of the 
Parliament being as accessible to the public as possible, I feel that on important 
parliamentary matters a secret ballot is the best option. This way, members would be 
able to vote freely and for the candidate they personally believe would make the best 
Convener. 
 
7. After the vote has been held, the candidate with the most votes would become 
Convener as long as 25% of members had voted. The candidate who finished 
second in the election would become Deputy Convener.  
 
8. There would be no need for a specific majority as a Convener would be elected 
through the first-past-the-post system. 
 
9. If, for whatever reason, there was a tie for first or second position in an election 
for Convener, then the candidate with the fewest votes overall would be eliminated 
and a further round of voting would be held.  
 
 
Should there be any particular rules (e.g. procedures, timescales) for replacing 
a Convener who ceases to be a Convener in the middle of a session?   
 
10.  If the Convener of a Committee ceased to be Convener in the middle of a 
session then an election for their successor should be held within 28 sitting days of 
the vacancy being created. If this cannot be achieved for whatever reason, then the 
Presiding Officer should be given the power to extend this period by a maximum of 
14 sitting days.  
 
11.  The format of the election (i.e. secret ballot) would not change. However, 
candidates should be selected from the party of the previous Convener – for 
example, a Scottish Labour Convener would be replaced by another Scottish Labour 
member. There may be more than one candidate in the election and, again, they 
should be supported by two other members. Every member should have a vote in 
the election regardless of their political affiliation. 
 
12.  If a new Convener is not selected by the next meeting of the Committee 
concerned then the Deputy Convener would chair any future meetings until a 
replacement Convener is elected.  



If there is a move towards the whole Parliament electing Conveners, should 
the procedure to remove a Convener be adjusted?  What changes should be 
made? 
 
13.  My proposal would be that a Convener could be removed from office at any 
time through a motion of no confidence. This motion must have cross-party support 
and have the backing of at least 40% of Parliament. Following a debate, a (yes or 
no) vote would be held – the verdict would be decided by a simple majority. A 
replacement Convener would be selected in line with the above paragraphs 10, 11 
and 12. 
 
 
Should parties continue to be allocated Conveners in a way that is 
proportional to their overall number of seats in the Parliament?  Should there 
be any other rules about the party allocation of Committee Conveners? 
  
14.  It is my opinion that political parties should not be allocated Committees. Any 
party may field candidates for election to the role of Committee Convener on 
condition that they have not already gained 40% of the available convening 
positions.  
 
15.  It is my belief that it is the procedure by which Conveners are elected that 
needs to be reformed and that the other requirements should remain in Standing 
Orders. Any restrictions imposed upon a Committee with regard to who may 
convene it should be kept in place. 
 
 
I am delighted to have the opportunity to submit my personal views and opinions to 
the SPPA Committee and await the outcome with interest. 
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