
Minister for Parliamentary Business and Veterans
Graeme Dey MSP 

T: 0300 244 4000 

E: scottish.ministers@gov.scot 

James Dornan MSP 
Convener 
Local Government and Communities Committee 
The Scottish Parliament 
Edinburgh 
EH991SP 

llllli.:. ¥� 
I 

Scottish Government 

111111': .� 
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot 

30 January 2020 

SCOTTISH ELECTIONS (REFORM) BILL - STAGE 1 REPORT 

I am grateful to the Committee for its involvement in the scrutiny of the Scottish Elections 
(Reform) Bill (the "Reform Bill"). Given the wide ranging impact of the reforms within the Bill, 
I am particularly appreciative that your Committee contributed thoughts and reflections to 
the Standards, Procedures and Public Appointments Committee ("SPPAC") in your letter of 
28 November 2019. From my reading of the Stage 1 Report, your Committee's views were 
clearly a valuable contribution to the debate. 

I would like to take the opportunity to respond to the points you raised in your letter and I 
shall address each in turn below. 

Overall scope and ambition of the Bill 

I welcome your comments on the Bill as a product of extensive consultation and 
consideration, which has gathered wide support from many stakeholders, and your 
acknowledgement of our key aim to modernise the electoral landscape in Scotland. 

As you know, the Reform Bill is part of a package of measures (most notably alongside the 
Scottish Elections (Franchise and Representation) Bill) that seek to uphold the Gould 
Principle of putting the voter first in reforms. Of course, there is always scope to go further, 
and I hope you will see the Reform Bill as one step along the way. 

Specific Provisions 

Turning to the specific Bill provisions commented upon in your letter, I am grateful for your 
support on our proposal to move the Scottish Parliament and Local Government term 
lengths to a five year cycle. 



As you know, the Scottish Government did not have a specific preference on term lengths 
and hoped to spark debate on the best route forward with these provisions. I have 
considered the matter carefully myself, and believe that five years is the best option. 

Your points on multi-member wards are well made, and I will reflect upon your call for 
consideration of the review criteria for drawing up boundaries. I note that you welcome the 
option of 2 and 5 member wards as " a step in the right direction" and agree this enhances 
the Local Government Boundary Commission for Scotland's options when developing their 
proposals. The Bill's innovation, shifting decisions on LGBCS proposals away from 
Ministers alone and onto affirmative procedure, is designed to strengthen Parliamentary 
scrutiny and thus reinforce the democratic underpinnings of boundary reviews. I hope this 
will support your call for electoral boundaries to be as representative as possible. 

You may wish to note that I have considered the evidence provided by Mr. Hinds and the 
LGBCS (along with the recommendations of both SPPAC and your own committee), and 
have agreed that an amendment should be brought forward proposing to move to 15 year 
cycles for Local Government boundary reviews. 

You raise the question of reviewing the use of multi-member wards and the single 
transferrable vote systems as they apply to Scottish local government. This suggestion was 
also made by colleagues in the SPPAC within their Stage 1 Report, and I sympathise with 
the suggestion. As I mentioned at my SPPAC evidence session (05/12/19), a wider review 
of this magnitude would likely need to be conducted in a future parliamentary session. 

While the Committee expressed support for our prohibition on voting more than once in 
local government elections, you raised concerns about enforcement in your letter. I am in 
full agreement with your concern that this issue requires careful consideration. It is currently 
against the law to vote twice in all other elections in Scotland, and we are not aware of any 
issues with the enforcement of this principle in those contexts. We do not anticipate 
particular issues with enforcement in the local government context, and Police Scotland will 
be fully briefed on this provision of the Bill 

Finally, I appreciate your consideration of council by-elections. We are alive to concerns 
you raise on issues with the system, and I am willing to have further discussion on possible 
reforms. Like the Committee, I am not convinced by proposals to fill vacancies with next 
candidate from a party. The issues with that approach highlighted are indicative of the need 
to carefully consider and consult on such important changes. 

In summary, you raise a number of important points and reflections in your letter, and I am 
grateful to the Committee for scrutinising the Reform Bill and adding your perspectives to 
the ongoing discussion. I hope my responses are helpful and I look forward not only to the 
Stage 1 Debate in February, but to the ongoing contribution of Committee members to the 
process of electoral reform in our nation. 
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