
RESPONSE FROM ALASDAIR ALLAN MSP 
 
Thanks for the offer to comment on these two areas. I would confine myself to 
a couple of brief remarks. 
 
Firstly, on rule 8, my impression is that the existing wording, which was a 
product of the early turf wars between list and constituency MSPs in 1999 is 
now in part redundant.  As a constituency MSP I do not get told formally by 
any list member about what constituency cases they are taking up, nor would I 
really expect to receive such information routinely.  While it is courtesy in 
some circumstances for MSPS within a region to let each other know what 
they are up to, it is also the case that constituents ultimately have a right to 
speak to whichever of their elected representatives they wish.  They may well 
not want the fact they are speaking to one MSP to be passed on to another.   
 
I therefore think that, while the rules could enjoin MSPs to show courtesy and 
endeavour to avoid confusion, I think the initial assumptions that all list MSPs 
would write a note to the constituency member every time they took up a 
constituency case is probably unrealistic. 
 
On the second area, regarding complaints against members, I do believe that 
members have to be accountable.  Indeed they are already subject to one of 
the most stringent standards systems in any parliament in the world, not to 
mention the strictures of the ballot box and the press.  However, that is not a 
reason for vigilance. 
 
I think any reform in this area should be seen in terms of finding a simple 
framework within which the presiding officer can assess and potentially refer 
any complaints against members. Obviously we should devise a framework 
which at the same time deals robustly with malicious, vexatious or politically 
motivated complaints against members, and this is a very real consideration. 
 
I hope the above are helpful. 


