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SUBMISSION FROM THE ROYAL ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH INSTITUTE OF 
SCOTLAND 

Part 1 

Exercise of regulatory functions:  economic duty and code of practice 

Section 4 Regulators’ duty in respect of sustainable economic growth 

This section needs to be carefully thought through in respect of what is expected of 
regulators and what the desired outcomes are.  The present drafting does not make 
this clear.  The heading ‘Exercise of regulatory functions:  economic duty and code 
of practice’ gives the impression that this is about economic growth, whereas section 
4 is entitled ‘Regulators’ duty in respect of sustainable economic growth’ which is 
something very different.  There is not a definition or interpretation of sustainable 
economic growth and as such it is difficult to know what is expected of regulators 
and what the desired outcomes are. 

Economic growth could be described as ‘an increase in the capacity of an economy 
to produce goods and services, compared from one period of time to another’.  In 
other words it is purely an economic indicator.  Sustainable economic growth could 
be described as ‘economic growth that is both socially equitable and environmentally 
sustainable’.  As you can see economic growth and sustainable economic growth 
are different and the present drafting does not make it clear what is intended.  
Sustainable economic growth would make it a much more balanced provision. 

The statement, ‘each regulator must contribute to achieving sustainable economic 
growth’ does not convey what is expected of regulators and the current wording is 
sufficiently vague that it could be interpreted in a variety of ways.  I think it is fair for 
regulators to consider, assess and take into account factors in relation to sustainable 
economic growth whilst deciding on actions which they can take, however, where 
public health is at risk action to mitigate or manage such risk must not be 
compromised by other factors. 

It is also a widely held view within business that robust regulation is of benefit when 
dealing with foreign markets demonstrating the provenance of Scottish products.  
This can have a positive impact on sustainable economic growth for Scotland and as 
such, regulation should be viewed as a benefit which assists sustainable economic 
growth.    

This section needs to be much clearer on what is being required to be understood by 
both regulators and those being regulated and fundamentally the rationale behind 
such a provision which is so loosely worded requires to be articulated.  REHIS 
believes the principles of sustainable economic growth are laudable and something 
that society should strive towards, however, to make it an absolute statutory duty 
would be unwise.  It would be best that the principles be subject to guidance which 
could be amended accordingly as economic, societal and environmental factors 
change. 
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Chapter 5 

General Purpose of SEPA 

Section 38 General Purpose of SEPA 

It is noted in this section that SEPA must contribute to –  

(a) improving the health and well being of people in Scotland, and 

(b) achieving sustainable economic growth.   

The link between environment and health has been recognised for some time.  One 
only needs to look at both the World Health Organisation and REHIS definitions of 
‘environmental health’ to recognise the importance of the environment in relation to 
good health and well being. (See Appendix 1).  There are a number of organisations, 
agencies and professions who contribute to the objective of improving health and 
well being through positive action on the environment.  It is therefore welcome that 
this link is being more overtly recognised by government. 

It does, however, beg the question as to why improving the health and well being of 
people in Scotland has not been made a duty of regulators to contribute towards in 
much the same way as the proposal to impose a duty on regulators to contribute 
towards achieving sustainable economic growth.  I would have thought that both 
aspirations are complementary and it would be difficult to have one without the other.  
REHIS would therefore advocate that contributing to improving the health and 
wellbeing of people in Scotland should be a duty of regulators as it is every bit as 
important and relevant as achieving sustainable economic growth.  It could be 
argued that without improving health and well being you cannot achieve sustainable 
economic growth. EHOs are educated, trained, qualified and competent to assess 
and intervene on any impacts of the environment on human health.  The local 
authority named Environmental Health service employs EHOs to protect the health 
of the public. 

Chapter 6  

Section 42  

Application for street trader’s licence:  food businesses 

REHIS supports the proposal that only one food authority should grant a certificate in 
relation to food safety.  This must not, however, prevent another food authority, 
within which the vehicle, kiosk or moveable stall is trading, from inspecting the 
vehicle kiosk or moveable stall and taking appropriate action if necessary.  The 
certificate should validate the physical characteristics of the vehicle, kiosk or 
moveable stall as meeting the requirements of relevant legislation, however, food 
handling and hygiene practices can vary and must be monitored in areas where 
trading is taking place.  The proposed amended wording to the Civic Government 
(Scotland) Act 1982 does not make this clear.      

Whilst EHOs are employed within SEPA most of their staff will not have the 
underpinning public health knowledge required to adequately and competently 
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perform this specific purpose.  It is therefore essential that SEPA employ staff with 
underpinning public health knowledge in key positions of influence and control. 

The Institute welcomes the opportunity to make a written submission in respect of 
the Bill and trusts that the submission is constructive and helpful in progressing the 
Bill. 

 

The Royal Environmental Health Institute of Scotland 
3 June 2013 


