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Dear Derek 

Pre-release Access 

Further to your letter of 20 May, I am happy to report the Committee is 
encouraged by your willingness to seek a compromise and that desire to 
retain public confidence in economic statistics. We believe this represents a 
move in the right direction, toward striking a better balance between 
ministerial needs and statistical integrity, something we very much welcome. 

However, you will not be surprised – given our longstanding correspondence 
on this issue – that we have several points to raise about this alternative 
proposal.  

First, the removal of a maximum of five days PRA is something that has long 
been argued by the Royal Statistical Society and others in the field. However, 
rather than informing the responsible statisticians of your intention, we 
suggest a more consistent approach would be to put your proposal in the form 
of an amending statutory instrument. This surely would give more weight to 
what you propose and better ensure the change in policy might survive 
beyond the duration of your time in office.   

Second, we note your reference to the Secretary of State. We would be 
grateful if you could clarify how PRA to economic statistics currently applies to 
that post holder and their office, particularly how it relates to and compares 
with the practice within the Scottish Government for your own ministers and 
advisors.  

Third, linked to the previous point and pertinent to the reforms set out in our 
proposal report, we are interested to know what PRA the Secretary of State 



has in relation specifically to GDP and Retail Sales (which we understand to 
be largely based on ONS data). 

Fourth, regarding the lists of who has PRA, and whilst acknowledging your 
emphasis on the independence of the Chief Statistician, we welcome the 
proposed review – but would prefer to see a much firmer intention than 
expressed in the wording of your second second bullet point. 

Finally, let me say your letter was indeed helpful; and the Committee is 
content to delay publication of our proposal report for a committee bill while 
we await your further consideration of these points. We would, though, 
appreciate a response by 9AM next Tuesday (28 May) in order for 
members to discuss this at our next meeting. 

Kind regards 

 

Gordon Lindhurst MSP 

Convener 


