
RESPONSE FROM SARAH BOYACK MSP 
 
I just want to make a few brief comments on the revision of the Code of Conduct. 
 
I completely agree with the Committee's belief that Section 8 should be clear 
both to the public and the members about the conduct expected from us when 
representing constituents. 
 
I would be concerned that some of the provisions of the draft we were sent would 
unpick the current arrangements and lead to duplication of effort.   
 
There is an assumption in the Committee's covering letter to the draft that 
"consensual working" now exists automatically.   I think to change the rules as is 
suggested in the draft circulated has the potential to upset that consensus and 
lead to less clarity both for members of the public and for MSPs and our staff.   
Over the years we have had different MSPs representing different parties across 
the Lothians and I do think that the consistency of advice has been helpful in 
making it clear what our responsibilities are.   
 
Having been a constituency MSP for nine years my view is that the guidance has 
worked reasonably effectively in that as constituency member I am expected to 
pick up individual case work in my constituency and with regional list members 
expected to notify my office of any cases that they take up affecting an Edinburgh 
Central constituent. 
  
My reading of the changes being proposed by the committee are that they would 
move away significantly from the current ground rules which have served both 
regional and constituency members well in terms of managing their time and 
expectations on them by members of the public.   I think there is a danger that 
the new wording in the proposed 8.1.1 would lead to confusion with members of 
the public and duplication of effort by MSPs on behalf of constituents - potentially 
to the detriment of constituents.    
 
An obvious danger is that MSPs would cut across each other's efforts.  It would 
be possible that different MSPs would get different results in following up cases 
merely by pursuing them in different ways.   At the moment if a constituency MSP 
does not get the result they or their constituent had hoped for or expected it is not 
unknown for them to ask a list MSP to take up the issue on their behalf.  I can 
think of a number of cases where, with the consent of a constituent, I have 
passed on the full case work to a list MSP if the constituent feels the matter 
remains unresolved to their satisfaction.  However, that is different from us 
working simultaneously on the same case.  I am a strong believer that an 
individual's case should be dealt with above the usual political fray with our 
constituents' interests paramount. 
 



Occasionally members of the public write to all their MSPs at the same time 
when they are lobbying for something in the regional area but when it relates to 
individual and local casework issues people tend to come direct to their 
constituency member.    I think we are all clear about the distinction and I think 
the current system works.  It avoids the expectation that list members are there 
to take up individual cases which would detract from their potential to pursue 
regional issues and to pursue region-wide networking and campaigning. 
 


