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Local authority ‘regulatory’ enforcement and social justice 

Morgan Academy seminar – 9 June 2020 

Dr Huw Evans1 

SLIDE 2 

Today we are looking at local authorities and their role in enforcement. The theme arises 

from my PhD:  

A Critique of Trading Standards in Wales – Post-devolution Developments and 

Prognosis 

As its title tells you, its  focus is on trading standards - but the emphasis today is on local 

government enforcement in general as I think there are common themes that apply 

across the range of enforcement activity undertaken by local government.  

 

As to the term ‘regulatory’ in the title I will explain its significance (as I see it) later. But 

essentially, it and other variations (regulator and regulation) are labels that have been 

applied to local authority enforcement. I do not regard them as helpful.  

 

Although the seminar is not about trading standards per se, as my research is in that area, 

inevitably, and in order to illustrate the broader canvas with which we are concerned, I refer 

to some trading standards examples.  Please excuse me for that slant. 

 

Local authorities have significant enforcement responsibilities but sustained decreased 

resourcing (because of ‘austerity’) has called into question the ability of local authorities to 

fulfil the role that the law has placed on them. This should be a cause for public concern. But 

it seems not to be. This to be contrasted with the prominence attached to police enforcement 

and ‘law and order’. 

 

Unfairness can arise through failure of enforcement because the rule of law does not apply, 

and people’s right are not protected. That failure can interfere with social justice outcomes. 

In mentioning social justice I refer to a situation there is fair distribution of societal goods 

(opportunity, services, liberty, influence, privilege, wealth and other material 

                                                             
1 Lecturer in law at Cardiff Metropolitan University. 

https://www.swansea.ac.uk/morganacademy/morgan-academy-seminar/#local-authority-regulatory-enforcement-and-social-justice-contents
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possessions). This can be achieved through a variety of means but includes effective 

enforcement which upholds the rule of law and is protective of human and other rights. 

 

A constant feature of the political context is the role of the police and their contribution 

to enforcing the law. Crime (or the fear of crime) is high on the political agenda. Effective 

enforcement is part of that. A recent example was in September 2019 when Boris Johnson 

announced a commitment to recruit 20,000 additional police officers in England and 

Wales over a three-year period.2 The link between crime and its potential detriment to 

society is (seemingly) obviously recognised.   

 

This is not to criticise that prominence. It is a good thing that the police enforce law so 

that crime is prevented, or detected, and that there are just outcomes (wrongdoers 

receive appropriate sanctions, victims receive redress and support) – and, more 

generally, people are enabled to lead lives where they are not harmed (whether 

physically or economically) by criminal behaviour. People’s rights are protected if the 

rule of law has real application to their lives (and this includes protection of their human 

and other rights). This can contribute to good social outcomes or, to put it another way, 

the effective application of the rule of law contributes to social justice. 

 

There is the criminal justice system and the police, as enforcers of law, are seen as an 

obvious and necessary adjunct to that system. But, of course, enforcement of the law is 

not just a police matter. There are a multitude of enforcement agencies. One of the more 

significant ones is a private organisation: the RSPCA, which enforces animal welfare 

legislation. And then there are local authorities.  

 

Prominent manifestations of local authority enforcement responsibilities are trading 

standards, environmental health and licensing departments. Typically, and despite the 

disparate nature of these enforcement responsibilities, they tend to be identified within a local 

authority under an umbrella term – often referred to as ‘regulatory services’. For example, 

                                                             
2 HM Government, National campaign to recruit 20,000 police officers launches today, (Press release, 
September 2019).   

https://www.gov.uk/government/news/national-campaign-to-recruit-20000-police-officers-launches-today
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Bridgend, Cardiff and the Vale of Glamorgan have pooled their resources with ‘Shared 

Regulatory Services’.3 This includes: 

 Environmental health: communicable disease (and I will come back to that), food 

hygiene & standards, health and safety in the workplace, noise and air pollution, 

contaminated land, water quality, pest control, housing related (eg, houses in multiple 

occupation). 

 Licencing: Alcohol and restaurants, animals, charity collections, taxis, gambling. 

 Trading standards: weights and measures, fair trading, doorstep crime, ‘scams’, 

product safety, counterfeiting, age restricted supplies (eg, alcohol, knives, tobacco) 

illegal money-lending, petroleum and explosives. 

There is other local authority enforcement too: eg, waste related (fly-tipping, littering 

dog-fouling), school attendance. 

 

Of topical relevance are current restrictions because of Covid-19. There are two aspects 

to this. First, there is the role of the local authority in enforcing the lockdown; this links 

back to communicable disease enforcement I mentioned in relation to Shared Regulatory 

Services. The governing legislation is the Public Health (Control of Disease) Act 1984. The 

current restrictions apply through regulations made under that Act. In Wales these are 

the Health Protection (Coronavirus Restrictions) (Wales) Regulations 20204. Local 

authorities have a significant role here. 

 

The second aspect concerns enforcement in relation to matters arising out of the current 

situation: eg, with the growth of things such as ‘scams’ (fraudulent exploitation of the 

vulnerable – ‘cold callers’ trying to sell Covid-19 testing kits is one example), and fly-tipping 

(local authority recycling centres have been closed). ‘Price gouging’ (profiteering) is another 

issue – while moral objection can be raised, this is not necessarily illegal but it can cross that 

legal boundary, eg,  where it is part of an aggressive commercial practice.   

 

Put this together and the overall significance of the local authority enforcement responsibility 

can begin to be appreciated.  In extremis, people can die from a product or food which is unsafe 

or suffer serious detriment from financial exploitation (especially the more vulnerable in 

                                                             
3 See: Shared Regulatory Services Wales  
4 SI 2020/350.   

https://www.srs.wales/en/Home.aspx
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society) or suffer life restricting or life shortening disease from air pollution.  So, yes, it is about 

safe food, safe products and clean air. But it also about the more (seemingly) routine matters 

that ensure we can live our lives in an ordered and fairer way: eg, that when we buy a product 

we can be confident about the premises on which it is supplied (because it’s been inspected), 

and about the person who supplies it (because he or she is ‘approved’ in some way), that we 

are getting what we think we are getting (because, eg, the petrol pump has been inspected 

and calibrated).  Here are two case studies: one ‘extreme’; one ‘routine’.  

 
‘Extreme’ case5 
In October 2019 Zorba Delicacies, a multi-million-pound manufacturer of dips, 
deli fillers and soups, pleaded guilty to three food offences at Merthyr Tydfil 
Magistrates’ Court after a woman suffered what was described as a ‘potentially 
fatal’ allergic reaction. Zorba was fined £93,000. During the prosecution brought 
by Caerphilly Trading Standards, it was alleged that the company had added egg 
into a pot of tzatziki but that the ingredient was not listed on the packaging. in 
consuming the contents, Hayley Lancaster suffered anaphylaxis having purchased 
the dip from the Caerphilly branch of Morrisons in February 2018.  Miss Lancaster 
had been diagnosed with an egg and nut allergy at a young age. Matthew Roberts 
for the prosecution told the court that if she had not had her medication (EpiPen), 
the incident could have been potentially fatal. 
 
‘Routine’ case6 
In January 2020 Italian restaurant chain ASK was fined for misleading customers 
about a lobster dish.  The lobster and king prawns dish contained a mixture of 35% 
lobster and 34% white fish, plus other ingredients, formed to look like lobster 
meat, an investigation found.  The dish, the most expensive on the menu, retailed 
at £14.95 while the cost of the raw ingredients was only £2.84. The chain was fined 
£40,000 for misleadingly describing food. Azzuri Restaurants Limited, which 
trades as ASK Italian, admitted the charge at Swansea Magistrates' Court. This 
came after the lack of lobster in the dish was spotted by a Trading Standards 
officer during a routine visit to a branch in the city. 
 

Although the adjective ‘routine’ is used (there was no threat to health), the case relates to 

public trust in the trading environment. If there is a fair-trading environment, (from the 

perspective of both consumers and traders) people will have confidence in it.  But if there is 

not a fair-trading environment, and routine things cannot be trusted, this increases the risk of 

extreme cases happening: cutting a corner to reduce overheads can involve cutting a safety 

                                                             
5 Summary drawn from: Food Management Today, Welsh firm fined £93,000 following allergic reaction to 
tzatziki, (On-line, October 2019). Available at:  
https://www.foodmanagement.today/welsh-firm-fined-93000-following-allergic-reaction-to-tzatziki/ 
6 Summary drawn from BBC, ASK restaurant fined over 'misleading' lobster dish, (On-line, January 2020).  

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-wales-51111790
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corner. The trading environment is mentioned here but this could be any environment (such 

as land or air).  

 

Before moving on, one further ‘extreme’ case is mentioned. The fire which destroyed 

Grenfell Tower in June 2017 and killed 72 people. There is an ongoing public enquiry 

which has already concluded that the fire was started by an electrical fault with a fridge-

freezer in one of the tower flats.7 Enforcement of the safety of products supplied to 

consumers is a matter for trading standards.  [That initial fire was exacerbated by other 

matters with which the enquiry is concerned such as the cladding. It also takes us in to fire 

safety, another enforcement area].  

 

Thus going back to policing, having an effective police presence contributes to a situation 

where people can live their lives and carry out their daily business because they can step 

outside their home in the reasonable expectation that they will not be assaulted and their 

house will not be burgled. In local authority enforcement terms, a comparative outcome 

can mean that people are confident that food they buy will not poison them, that an 

electrical product they buy will not electrocute them or burn their house down, that the 

air they breathe (or the land they live on) is not contaminated, that they will not contract 

a communicable disease and  that goods and services purchased are as expected (that 

something described as lobster, is lobster). That surely is not too much to ask for.    

 

Arising from what I have been saying some general points can be made: 

 In certain functional areas (eg, weights and measures, health and safety in the 

workplace, food safety), through constitutional process legal frameworks have 

been established for regulating activity in certain areas. Criminal liability can arise 

for breach of law in those areas.  

 Enforcement has been given to local authorities (together with associated 

powers) who are responsible for enforcement in their areas.  

 There is a concomitant duty for local authorities to enforce that law. Failure to do 

so can put a local authority in breach of statutory duty. 

 

                                                             
7 Grenfell Tower Inquiry Panel. Grenfell Tower Inquiry: Phase 1 Report (October 2019, vol 4, 514).  

https://www.grenfelltowerinquiry.org.uk/phase-1-report
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Of course, under this narrative that I have described there is an assumption that local 

authorities will be resourced to fulfil that role. But increasingly sufficiency of resourcing 

is a contested issue. 

 

SLIDE 3 

When a coalition of the Conservative and Liberal Democrat Parties formed the UK 

Government in 2010 it embarked on sustained public expenditure reduction;8 According 

to its programme for government ‘The deficit reduction programme [was to] take[] 

precedence’ over other things9 (the term ‘austerity’ came to encompass its effect). 

Responsibility for bearing the effects of sustained reduction fell to various recipients, and 

a significant one was local government. That sustained reduction has continued till this 

time.  

 

Related to this, in 2018 National Audit Office produced a report entitled Financial 

Sustainability of Local Authorities. The report included the following   

Government funding for local authorities has fallen by an estimated 49.1% in real 

terms from 2010-11 to 2017-18. This equates to a 28.6% real-terms reduction in 

‘spending power’…Since 2010-11, spending on services has fallen by 19.2% in real 

terms. This is the net outcome of a 3.0% fall in spending on social care and 32.6% 

fall in spending on non-social-care services.10 

 

That report was confined to local authorities in England. Reductions in funding for local 

authorities in Wales during a similar period are less but are comparable.  According to 

Ogle and others, during the period 2009/10 to 2016/17 funding for education and social 

services, as protected services, fell by around 2% but funding for Public Protection and 

TS,11 as unprotected services, fell by around 28%.12  As with England, a distinction was 

made between ‘protected’ and ‘unprotected’ services within local government, and there 

                                                             
8 See, eg: HM Treasury, Budget 2010: Securing the Recovery - Economic and Fiscal Strategy Report and 
Financial Statement and Budget Report (HC 451, The Stationery Office 2010).  
9 HM Government, The Coalition: Our Programme for Government (Cabinet Office 2010) 35.  
10  C&AG, Financial Sustainability of Local Authorities (NAO 2018) 7-8.  
11 Joseph Ogle, Daria Luchinskaya and Michael Trickey, Austerity and Local Government in Wales: An Analysis 
of Income and Spending Priorities, 2009-10 to 2016-17 (Wales Public Services 2025, 2017) 43. No separate 
figures for TS were presented. The grouping of services comprised TS, EH, cemetery, cremation and 
mortuary services, and elements of street cleaning.  
12 Ibid 24. 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/247878/0451.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/247878/0451.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/the-coalition-our-programme-for-government
https://www.nao.org.uk/report/financial-sustainability-of-local-authorities-2018/
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was greater reduction in funding for unprotected services than protected services. Thus, 

during that period funding for education and social services, as protected services, fell by 

around 2% but funding for Public Protection and trading standards,13 as unprotected 

services, fell by around 28%.14  A report by Ifan and Sion calculated that between 

2009/10 and 2017/18 (and applying 2018-19 prices) overall local government 

expenditure outside of the protected services fell by 21.5%.15 

 

So, to use a colloquialism, local government enforcement has a received a ‘double 

whammy’ since 2010: ie, sustained reduced resourcing, and sustained reduced 

resourcing exacerbated by other service areas taking priority within local government.  

 

SLIDE 4 

As to the effect on local authority enforcement activity, Unchecked UK16 is a campaign 

organisation formed in 2018 ‘to investigate[] the UK’s shrinking enforcement capacity 

and expose[] the real-world cost of the failure to properly enforce the rules.’17 In 2019 it 

published a briefing title ‘the UK’s Enforcement Gap’; this related to enforcement across 

the board, not just local authority enforcement. It reported a significant reduction in 

enforcement activity often against a background of greater demand for enforcement 

action.  For example: 

 Reported case of compromised safety or integrity of meat products had doubled in 

the previous six years.18 

 Local authority food law staff fell by 27% from 2009/10 to 2016/17.19 During the 

same period food product sampling and testing by local authorities fell by 44%.20 

 Local authority health and safety inspectors fell by 48% and safety visits fell by 71% 

from 2009/10 to 2016/17.21 

                                                             
13 No separate figures for trading standards were presented. The grouping of services comprised trading 
standards, environmental health, cemetery, cremation and mortuary services, and elements of street 
cleaning. Ibid 43. 
14 Ibid 24. 
15  Guto Ifan and Cian Sion, Cut to the Bone? - An Analysis of Local Government Finances in Wales, 2009-10 to 
2017-18 and the Outlook to 2023-24 (Wales Governance Centre 2019) 24.  
16 According to its website Unchecked UK is ‘incubated’ by the Ecology Trust, a charity and receives support 
from several organisations including the Joseph Rowntree Charitable Trust. 
17 Unchecked UK, The UK’s Enforcement Gap (Briefing, 2019) 2.  
18 Ibid 5. 
19 Ibid 5. 
20 Ibid 5. 
21 Ibid 9. 

https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/1432719/local_government_finance_report_jan19_final.pdf
https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/1432719/local_government_finance_report_jan19_final.pdf
https://www.unchecked.uk/
https://www.unchecked.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/The-UKs-Enforcement-Gap.pdf
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 Routine air pollution inspections by local authorities in England and Wales fell by 

37% from 2009/10 to 2014/15.22 

 

Specifically in relation to trading standards and drawing from my PhD,  as early as 2011, 

the House of Commons Public Accounts Committee concluded that ‘Enforcement deserts 

exist where some local authorities do not provide enough money to maintain adequate 

trading standards coverage.’23 In 2016 a National Audit Office report acknowledged that 

reduced resourcing had led to gaps in trading standards enforcement. Local authorities 

had lost 56% of full-time equivalent staff since 2009. There had also been 46% reduction 

in notional budgets for trading standards departments since 2011, and that in smaller 

local authorities resourcing was no longer sufficient to take significant enforcement 

action.24 Concerns over trading standards enforcement capacity  were similarly 

expressed in November 2019 by a parliamentary select committee concerning the safety 

of electrical goods: 

trading standards are struggling because they are primarily funded through local 
government grants, which have been cut, with other priorities taking 
precedence25….We are…concerned as to what role trading standards …can play in 
stopping the sale of unsafe electrical goods, because of the cuts they have faced.26       

 

In relation to environmental health services in Wales in 2014 a report from the Wales 

Audit Office claimed that ‘environmental health services [were] reaching a tipping 

point’.27  Moving on to December 2019 that phrase was repeated in relation to Merthyr 

Tydfil Council’s environmental health services: ‘at a tipping point and on the cusp of 

becoming unsustainable’.28 This was according to a council report. Also documented, was 

that six-and-a-half full-time posts had been lost since 2014 and that it could not be 

demonstrated that the council was delivering all statutory environmental health 

services.29  

                                                             
22 Ibid 9. 
23  Committee of Public Accounts, Protecting Consumers – the System for Enforcing Consumer Law (2011) 
10. 
24 Ibid 9. 
25 Department of Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy Committee,  The Safety of Electrical Goods in the 
UK: Follow-Up (HC 2019, 156) 4. 
26 Ibid 34. 
27 Auditor General for Wales, Delivering with Less – the Impact on Environmental Health Services and 
Citizens, (2014) 11.  
28 BBC, Merthyr Tydfil council's environmental health service at 'tipping point,' (On-line, December 2019). 
29 Ibid. 

https://www.audit.wales/system/files/publications/delivering_with_less_environmental_health_report_2014_english.pdf
https://www.audit.wales/system/files/publications/delivering_with_less_environmental_health_report_2014_english.pdf
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Thinking about the implications of this position it is pertinent to mention another 

extreme case. In 2005 there was an E.coli outbreak in South Wales as a result of supply of 

contaminated meat. 157 cases were identified.  Most cases were children in 44 schools 

across four local authority areas. A five-year old boy, Mason Jones died in consequence30 

William Tudor, the owner of the business supplying the meat, was sentenced to one year’s 

imprisonment for food safety offences. [Subsequently (and much later) the Crown 

Prosecution Service admitted that Tudor should have faced a charge of manslaughter].  

Considering current resourcing, it raises very real issues about local government (ie, 

environmental health) and its ability to respond if such an outbreak occurred now.   

 

SLIDE 5 

Why has this happened? I do not think that it is deliberate, but it is happened as a result 

of unintended neglect. I think this has arisen, primarily, because the local authority 

enforcement role has not been recognised (or sufficiently so, at any rate). And if is not 

sufficiently recognised it will not be supported. If it is not supported, it will not be 

resourced.   As to what has contributed, here are a few thoughts: 

 Profile: My PhD findings included that trading standards has low profile (with the 

public, central, devolved and local government). People do not obviously see the 

benefits of what it does and a fair-trading environment (like clean air) is more 

obviously recognised where there is a threat to it. If there is no threat, it is not noticed.  

It can be argued that the same low profile (but perhaps at different levels) applies to 

other local authority enforcement. In a Wales context the Commission on Justice in 

Wales reported in October 2019 concerning the criminal justice system in Wales.31 

The role of the local authority as a key player in delivery of that system effectively 

went unacknowledged.  

  Clarity of purpose: With the police there is a clarity of purpose to the outside about 

what it does. It is single purpose organisation and its name reflects this. It also has an 

obvious presence (eg, uniform, vehicles, buildings, signage). Contrastingly, a local 

authority is a multipurpose organisation and its range of different purposes are not 

                                                             
30 See: The Public Inquiry into the September 2005 Outbreak of E.coli O157 in South Wales Summary and 
Mason Jones E. coli death: Butcher charges 'wrong' says CPS 
31 Commission on Justice in Wales, Justice in Wales for the People of Wales (2019). 

  

https://www.reading.ac.uk/foodlaw/pdf/uk-09005-ecoli-report-summary.pdf
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-wales-south-east-wales-34452603
https://gov.wales/commission-justice-wales-report
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immediately identifiable: eg, it acts in various capacities - as local education authority, 

local planning authority, local housing authority, food authority, local weights and 

measures authority, waste disposal authority, litter authority etc.  It is not obvious 

from ‘local authority’ what it does. Its various enforcement roles are also not obvious 

because they are obscured by other service areas such as education and social 

services (as we have seen with ‘protected services’) or because they are placed under 

‘regulatory services’ (such as environmental health, licensing and trading 

standards)). 

 The crime/regulation divide: And here we return to ‘regulatory enforcement’, the 

term that appears in the title to this session.  Police deal with crime. Local authorities 

deal with breach of regulation. Or that is how it is reported. There is a world of 

political difference between crime and regulation. There is consensus that criminal 

law should be fit for purpose. There is regular criminal justice legislation (as 

mentioned, policing and crime is part of the law and order agenda) Regulation 

however is different. It is associated with red tape, and the political concern about 

regulation is wholly different. It is about the extent of regulation, as in deregulation 

(or, under New Labour, better regulation) - and this has been a consistent theme 

within living memory. As a result of this approach (and which has resulted in 

legislation such as the Legislative and Regulatory Reform Act 2006 and the Regulatory 

Enforcement and Sanctions Act 2008) local authority enforcers are classified as 

‘regulators’ who enforce ‘regulation’. Local authorities must consciously act in a way 

that facilitates business effort. The point to make is that if local authorities are seen 

as regulators who enforce regulation, they are not enforcers of law (although they 

are) and what they do enforce is not ‘proper crime’. That perception is wrong, as we 

have already seen – as highlighted with current enforcement in relation to Covid-19 

(we do not hear reference to regulatory enfacement in this context  - we are 

encouraged to obey the ‘rules’, although ironically those rules are contained in 

regulations).  

 Perceptions about local authority enforcement: Perhaps a good example of how 

local authority enforcement is perceived surrounded the debate that resulted in the 

change to the Regulation of Investigatory Powers Act 2000 by the Protection of 
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Freedoms Act 2012,32 which requires judicial approval (by magistrates) for particular 

covert evidence gathering activities etc. There was one significant case, if you recall, 

that influenced debate and which drew public approbation through Poole Borough 

Council’s use of covert surveillance to see if a family was falsely claiming to live within 

a school catchment area.33 My distinct recollection of the whole debate was that it was 

premised on the basis that the local authorities did not enforce important legislation 

and,  in any event, needed to be tightly regulated as they couldn’t be trusted to do 

things properly if unfettered. This underlying assumption about local authority 

enforcement seems to surface periodically.  For example, there was a 2017 Big 

Brother Watch report which included the following:34 

o Over the past 8 years we have found that local authorities have used counter 
terrorism powers to spy on dog owners, suspected fly tippers and even 
members of staff they employ to spot crime.  We have revealed the thousands 
of officials able to enter our homes; often without a warrant, and we have lain 
bare the financial burden of CCTV on council coffers.35 

 
 
 Protection of liberty is important but successful enforcement protects liberty too. Yes, 

disproportionate use of powers is not appropriate, but the underpinning implication 

of the above quote is that local authority enforcement is limited to minor matters 

which is simply not the case. To redress some of the imbalance: 

o The reference to counter terrorism powers is wrong. The Regulation of 

Investigatory Powers Act 2000 applies to all forms of enforcement and 

improves accountability. 

o Use of covert methods to catch fly-tippers in principle sound proportionate. 

o Yes - council officials in some circumstances have rights of entry without a 

warrant to premises (eg, under the Food Safety Act 1990, or the Consumer 

Rights Act 2015) but that is not unfettered and in other cases entry is only 

permitted under authority of a warrant (which is obtained by judicial 

sanction). As councils have a duty to enforce legislation, they need requisite 

powers (as does any enforcer) – especially, as we have seen, because in 

                                                             
32 See sections 37 and 38. 
33 See: Jenny Paton and others v Poole Borough Council (IPT/2009/01).  
34Big Brother Watch, Smile you are on Body Worn Camera, Part 1 – Local Authorities  
How councils are using body worn cameras (October 2017).   
35 Ibid 3. 

https://www.ipt-uk.com/judgments.asp?id=13
https://www.bigbrotherwatch.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/Smile-you-are-on-Body-Worn-Camera-Part-1.pdf
https://www.bigbrotherwatch.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/Smile-you-are-on-Body-Worn-Camera-Part-1.pdf
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extremis lives may be placed at risk or there are other potential serious 

adverse outcomes.            

SLIDE 6 

So, in summary, local authorities have significant legal enforcement responsibility 

covering a multitude of enforcement areas. The evidence is that they are not adequately 

resourced to fulfil that role and there is failure to do what they are legally charged to do. 

That position is not acceptable for several reasons – in particular, as the rule of law can 

be effectively suspended in those areas. This leads to unfairness and impacts on social 

justice outcomes.   As someone once said: ‘Something needs to be done about it’.   As what 

that ‘something’ is, it starts with raising awareness – so that the issue is publicly 

acknowledged and that policy makers at all levels (UK, devolved, local) are forced to take 

remedial action.  Resources follow identified need. That need cannot be identified if it is 

not acknowledged. There is also a need for public education of local authority 

enforcement role and its importance (so that it is viewed in a similar way to policing).  

       

Broader questions 

Re the role of local authorities. 

Questions about the sustainability of local authorities in the current form. The title of the 

2018 NAO report mentioned above is revealing: Financial Sustainability of Local 

Authorities. There is also a 2019 Wales Centre for Public Policy report about local 

authority sustainability in Wales.36    

Take education and social services out of local authority portfolio?  

Role of localism. 

  

                                                             
36James Downe and Emma Taylor-Collins, At the tipping point? Welsh local government and austerity, (Wales 
Centre for Public Policy, June 2019).  
 
 

https://www.wcpp.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/190418-Austerity-Report-FINAL-1.pdf

