
1 
 

STANDARDS, PROCEDURES AND PUBLIC APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE 
 

INQUIRY INTO THE ELECTION OF COMMITTEE CONVENERS 
 

WRITTEN SUBMISSION RECEIVED FROM MURDO FRASER MSP 
 
 

Though I currently serve as Convenor of the Scottish Parliament’s Economy, Energy 
and Tourism Committee, this submission is written purely in a personal capacity and 
does not reflect the views of the other Committee members.  
 
As a general rule, I would support the principle of having Convenors of Committees 
elected by the whole Parliament, but I believe that there are a number of practical 
implications that need to be considered before such a change can be introduced. 
These are explained in more detail below, in response to the specific questions 
asked: 
 
1. I can see clear advantages to having committee convenors elected by the 
whole Parliament. This would give Convenors a level of authority which currently 
does not exist. For example, although I have no direct experience of the Westminster 
situation, my view is that Convenors of Westminster Committees have a greater 
degree of authority within that Parliament than would be the case for their 
equivalents at Holyrood, partly because of their system of election. 
 
At Holyrood, whilst it is theoretically the case that convenors are chosen from 
membership of committees, in practice they are effectively appointed by the Party 
leaders or whips. It may, therefore, be the case that someone becomes convenor of 
a particular committee with no particular knowledge or expertise in that area, but only 
because they are seen as suitable to do that particular job by their Party leader.  
 
Having the whole Parliament elect leaders would, however, only work in the case of 
Holyrood were there a change in culture. The Westminster Parliament, partly 
because of its greater political maturity, and partly due to its size, allows much more 
competition within political Parties. So, for example, often more than one candidate 
from each Party will contest the chairmanship of any particular committee.  
 
The danger with introducing a system of direct election by the Parliament at 
Holyrood is that the Party whips simply decide which candidate was favoured (this 
would be particularly the case with smaller Parties). 
 
2. I have no particularly strong views on this issue. 
 
3. I would be strongly of the view that votes should be done by secret ballot, as 
with the election of Presiding Officer and Deputies. This would go some way towards 
trying to reduce the power of Party whips in influencing the outcome of such votes. 
 
4. If the principle is established that the whole Parliament should elect the 
convenor, then the same principle should apply for replacing a convenor who ceases 
to hold office in the middle of a session. 
 



2 
 

5. The procedure to remove a convenor would require to be adjusted to ensure 
this could only be done by vote of the whole Parliament, rather than within the 
committee. 
 
6. I believe that Parties should continue to be allocate convenors under the 
D’Hondt system. If this were not done, the concern would be that the largest Party in 
Parliament would simply command all the committee convenerships and would 
exclude other parties.  
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