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SUPPLEMENTARY EVIDENCE FROM PROFESSOR RUSSEL GRIGGS, CHAIR 
OF THE REGULATORY REVIEW GROUP 
 
Thank you for your email of 26 June in which you requested further written evidence 
from RRG regarding the Regulatory Reform (Scotland) Bill in light of evidence 
already received.  You have raised three specific points which I have dealt with 
below.  
 
Whether sustainable economic growth requires to be defined in the Bill and 
how it will interact with other duties that public bodies need to undertake. 
 
The proposed economic duty was not a specific suggestion from RRG and while the 
majority of members are supportive of it, there is not a consensus within the group 
on this provision.  RRG does however believe that there is no need for any further 
definition within the Bill as this may prove restricting. 
 
Regulation has an important role in driving competitiveness and regulators should 
always consider the contribution of their regulatory activity on sustainable economic 
growth.  Regulators are already working with a range of duties in specific areas of 
Government policy and adding an economic duty makes regulators more 
accountable and transparent in ensuring sustainable economic growth is clearly 
considered.   
 
How local issues will be taken into account and whether the exemption criteria 
should be defined in the Bill. 
 
RRG recognises the important of local democracy.  National standards and systems 
would determine process, doing things the same way across Scotland, and this 
should not affect the ability of the regulator to make a decision at a local level. 
 
It should be agreed upfront that a national approach will be developed in any 
proposed legislation which should also involve regulators and practitioners at an 
early stage to help identify national standards which will help deliver better 
outcomes. 
 
The exemption provisions allow exceptional local circumstances to be considered 
and we understand the Memorandum of Understanding between the Scottish 
Government and COSLA agrees to collaborative working on this.  Since the 
provision could be used to cover a wide range of areas of legislation where different 
types of exemption criteria may exist, it probably isn’t sensible to define these within 
the Bill, as of their nature many will be unknown until they occur.  
 
A view on the planning fees and charges proposal within the Bill. 
 
RRG have discussed this provision and there are varying views held by member 
organisations so RRG takes no particular view, although we do believe it is important 
that regulators are provided with support which enables them to deliver effectively.  
We consider this aspect of the Bill could be a suitable area for RRG to review at a 
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later date once it has been in operation for some time to determine if it is achieving 
its objectives. 
 
RRG fully believes that in overall terms the Bill will support an on-going change in 
culture and enable regulators to continue to move towards an enabling approach and 
would be happy to engage further with you on this as your considerations progress.   
 
 
PROF RUSSEL GRIGGS OBE 
Chair, Regulatory Review Group 
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