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Dear Sir/Madam

CST response to 'The Tools to Deliver Better Regulation - Revising the Regulatory Impact Assessment: A Consultation'.
Please find attached the response of the Council for Science and Technology to the consultation on the revision of the Regulatory Impact Assessment. 

Yours sincerely

[image: image2.png]








[image: image3.png]



David King




    
 Keith Peters

Council for Science and Technology response to - 'The Tools to Deliver Better Regulation - Revising the Regulatory Impact Assessment: A Consultation'.

The Council for Science and Technology welcomes the opportunity to comment on this consultation. We would like to focus both on the broader ramifications of the proposals and specifically on the proposal to de-couple health from the overall remit of the Regulatory Impact Assessment (RIA) in light of CST’s report on Health Impacts
.

Broader Observations

The consultation document recognises the problem of fragmentation and broadening:
In recent years Regulatory Impact Assessment guidance has been widened and requires a broad range of information to be included in assessments, for example health, sustainable development, older people and devolved countries. While this has been done for well-intentioned reasons, the cumulative effect has been to detract from the core purpose of the Regulatory Impact Assessment: i.e. ensuring that the costs and benefits of the policy options are identified, quantified wherever possible and set out transparently.

We understand the concerns. But there is a real risk that too narrow and tight a remit may, if not handled very carefully, have serious repercussions for better policy making across Whitehall.

CST believes that this consultation is looking to isolate economic impact assessment from all of the other factors that are essential to consider when making good policy.  Amongst these factors, health is clearly extremely important, as are many other social and environmental impacts (e.g. sustainable development). 

The danger is that, if RIAs consist of purely economic assessment, all the other key factors in policy making will be downgraded or ignored. Costs and benefits must be broader than those purely measured economically, and impacts in areas such as health and the environment must be considered. We explore below exactly how that might be done.

Although the proposed summary sheet does highlight non-monetised costs there is a real danger that this will not be strong enough to alert policy makers of the need to consider health, social and environmental factors, particularly in areas where quantification is particularly difficult. 

This is particularly important where policy makers have a range of policy options and where, for example, the health impacts of each may be quite different – in those cases health impact assessments could be the determining factor in deciding which option to choose; the absence of any such requirement could mean that sub-optimal policies were put in place which were then shown to have significant health or other impacts. At the very least, we urge that there is clear guidance and signposting on all health, social and environmental factors in the re-vamped Impact Assessment.
We feel, as a matter of urgency, that the Better Regulation Executive (BRE) should develop a clear proposal on how and where health, social, environmental impacts will be taken into account under any new regime that they propose to introduce.
Mandatory requirements for Health Impact Assessments

CST’s report – Health Impacts, a strategy across Government – has the overall message that improving the health of the population as a whole, as well as reducing health inequalities, should be the business of all government departments and not just the Department of Health. 

A pre-requisite to achieve these objectives is to have a more comprehensive and robust evidence base together with a joint approach across Government including mechanisms for joining up Government databases. One particular mechanism - Health impact assessments – has provided an important means for achieving this outcome.
Any de-coupling of Health issues from Impact Assessment needs a replacement mechanism to be in place that covers health issues and is mandatory. Our concern is that without such a mandatory requirement there will be no incentive for departments to consider health impacts when deriving their policies. A robust, highly visible, mandatory mechanism therefore needs to be in place to ensure health impacts are taken into account. If not, we risk jeopardising the Government’s objective of improving the health of the population as a whole.

Our report will be published shortly. We would be very pleased to discuss further with the BRE ways forward – in particular ways in which health issues can continue to be considered in a robust and consistent manner within the framework of better policy making.

Council for Science and Technology
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