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Impact and operation of the Act to date

The Lobbying Act sought to address the transparency (or lack of transarency) of lobbying – particularly by 

commercial lobbyists.

It is not clear it has greatly improved transparency of lobbying in Scotland.

It is possible that its impact has been greater on small, voluntary organisations, rather than commercial 
lobbyists – which is not the intended purpose of the Act.

The rules relating lobbying an organisations “local“ MSP seems to be an opportunity for avoiding registering 

contact. This could be amended to achieve greater transparency.

It is anomalous that it only encompasses face to face communications. Other means of communication can 

be used to get around this. It would be logical to extend that scope (e.g. email, SMS) – at the risk of creating 

more work for people.

The status quo or legislative reform

Some organisations have found the Act slightly useful, though its impact seems limited.

It has added an administrative burden on NGOs which may discourage small bodies from some interaction 

with politicians.

An impression is that it goes part way to addressing transparency but does not quite manage it. There seems 
to be some frustration over this.

Some NGOs have found it useful in finding out some of the influence that industry has on MSPs.

It also enables some sort of view of who is trying to influence MSPs

Overall – it is not perfect but is probably is necessary and helpful to some extent.

We would be pleased if this review led to the Lobbying Register being strengthened and made more useful so 

the Act achieves its aims – as long as this can be done without imposing more of a burden on voluntary 

organisations.

Non-legislative improvements

If it can be made less laborious for small organisations that would be desirable.



For example - a technical point re the register – the registering of multiple entries could be made much easier 

– e.g. it is very cumbersome if you wish to register multiple meetings over several days with a range of

MSPS.

Duplicate entries seem to be an issue and somewhat confusing.

The interpretation of the purpose of lobbying means returns are frequently rejected. It might be less of a

burden if this could be relaxed.

There possibly an issue over what constitutes lobbying – perhaps this could be simplified. If the registrant

feels it is lobbying then maybe that is enough.


	Response ID ANON-8N84-KE3Q-6
	About you
	Please read the privacy notice below and tick the box below to show that you understand how the data you provide will be used as set out in the policy. 
	What is your name? 
	What is your email address? 
	Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation? 

	Your views on the draft report
	Impact and operation of the Act to date 
	The status quo or legislative reform 
	Non-legislative improvements 

	Evaluation
	Was this Call for Views submission tool easy to use? 
	Do you think this Call for Views submission tool provides a good way for you to get involved in the work of Parliament? 





