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The Committee discussed the budget process at its meetings on 30 April, 14 
May and 28 May. The Committee did not have a unanimous view regarding 
the budget process but agreed that I should report back the content of its 
discussions. 
 
Level 3 information 
 
The first issue discussed was the provision of level 3 information to 
committees. Members of the Committee welcomed the Cabinet Secretary’s 
commitment that information at Level 3 would be made available by the 
relevant directorate. One view expressed was that, for the sake of 
transparency, Level 3 information should be provided automatically to 
committees and not just on request. 
 
Amendments at Stage 3 
 
Some members highlighted that only Scottish Ministers are able to lodge 
amendments at Stage 3 of the Budget Bill and it was suggested that the 
scope for opening this process up to all members be explored. Some 
members suggested that the advent of a minority administration meant that a 
review of this constraint was needed. Other members noted that altering the 
budget process in the light of one particular set of election outcomes would 
not be appropriate and that any changes to the budget process should be 
sufficiently robust to last several parliamentary sessions. 
 
The Committee voted on a proposal by Peter Peacock that the Finance 
Committee should consider the case for greater latitude at Stage 3 of the 
budget process for amendments to be proposed by members, and to report 
on its considerations to the Parliament. The proposal was disagreed to by 
division, on my casting vote (For 3 (Karen Gillon, Des McNulty, Peter 
Peacock), Against 3 (Roseanna Cunningham, Jamie Hepburn, Bill Wilson, 
Abstentions 1 (John Scott)). 
 
Support for committees 

A view was expressed that the Finance Committee should explore whether 
there needs to be an independent source of expert advice  to committees that 
provides support to committees in conducting their budget scrutiny and 
developing alternative spending proposals. This could be either in the form of 
an office of the budget or greater resources within the Scottish Parliament 
Information Centre 



Timescale 

The final issue raised relates to timescale. Several members indicated that 
there needs to be a longer timescale for committees to scrutinise the budget 
and noted that this year’s process was particularly unsatisfactory, although 
noting that the Scottish Government was constrained, in part, by the timing of 
the UK Spending Review announcement.  
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