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SL(6)484 – The Mandatory Use of Closed Circuit 

Television in Slaughterhouses (Wales) Regulations 

2024 

Background and Purpose 

These Regulations make provision complementary to the Welfare of Animals (Transport) 

(Wales) Order 2007 (“the 2007 Order”), EU Regulation 1099/2009 on the protection of 

animals at the time of killing (“the EU Regulation”) and the Welfare of Animals at the Time of 

Killing (Wales) Regulations 2014 (“the 2014 Regulations”).  

These Regulations introduce requirements on operators of slaughterhouses (“business 

operators”) in Wales to install and operate a closed circuit television (“CCTV”) system in all 

areas where live animals are present (regulation 3). Regulation 4 requires business operators 

to retain CCTV footage and associated data for a period of 90 days. Inspectors are given 

powers to require compliance with these Regulations. This includes powers of inspection and 

seizure where an inspector has entered premises for the purposes of executing and 

enforcing the 2014 Regulations, the EU Regulation or the 2007 Order (regulation 5) and 

powers to issue enforcement notices (regulation 6). Regulation 7 makes provision for appeals 

relating to notices under regulation 6, and regulation 8 makes further provision in relation to 

notices. Regulations 9 and 10 provide that contravention of regulations 3 and 4, failure to 

comply with an enforcement notice and obstructing inspectors are offences. Regulations 11 

to 14 make further provision in relation to offences and prosecutions.  

The Regulations come into force for the purposes of regulations 1 to 4 on 1 June 2024 and 

for all other purposes on 1 December 2024. 

Procedure 

Affirmative 

The Welsh Ministers have laid a draft of the Regulations before the Senedd.  The Welsh 

Ministers cannot make the Regulations unless the Senedd approves the draft Regulations. 

Technical Scrutiny 

No points are identified for reporting under Standing Order 21.2 in respect of this instrument. 

Merits Scrutiny  

The following 2 points are identified for reporting under Standing Order 21.3 in respect of this 

instrument. 
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1. Standing Order 21.3(ii) – that it is of political or legal importance or gives rise to 

issues of public policy likely to be of interest to the Senedd. 

As stated in the Explanatory Memorandum, these Regulations address errors identified in 

those which were laid on 12 March 2024 and subsequently withdrawn. 

2. Standing Order 21.3(ii) – that it is of political or legal importance or gives rise to 

issues of public policy likely to be of interest to the Senedd. 

We note that comparable regulations are already in place elsewhere in the UK. The Mandatory 

Use of Closed Circuit Television in Slaughterhouses (England) Regulations 2018 came into 

force in relation to slaughterhouses in England in 2018 and the Mandatory Use of Closed 

Circuit Television in Slaughterhouses (Scotland) Regulations 2020 came into force in 2021, in 

relation to slaughterhouses in Scotland. 

Welsh Government response 

A Welsh Government response is not required. 

Legal Advisers 

Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee 

8 May 2024 
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SL(6)474 – The Agricultural Wages (Wales) Order 

2024 

Background and Purpose 

The Agricultural Wages (Wales) Order 2024 makes provision about the minimum rates of 

remuneration and other terms and conditions of employment for agricultural workers.  

 

The Order revokes and replaces the Agricultural Wages (Wales) Order 2023 with changes 

which include increases to the minimum hourly rates of pay for agricultural workers.   

 

Part 2 of the Order provides that agricultural workers are to be employed subject to terms 

and conditions set out in Parts 2-5 of the Order, and specifies the different grades and 

categories of agricultural worker. 

 

Part 3 makes provision about: 

• minimum rates of remuneration; 

• accommodation offset allowance; 

• allowance for a dog; 

• on-call allowance; 

• night work allowance; and 

• birth and adoption grants.  

 

Part 4 provides for an entitlement to agricultural sick pay in specified circumstances.  

 

Part 5 makes provision about an agricultural workers entitlement to time off, including rest 

breaks, daily rest, and weekly rest period. Provision is also made about an agricultural 

worker’s annual leave year and their entitlement to annual leave, holiday pay and payment in 

lieu of annual leave. This Part also makes provision for an agricultural worker’s entitlement to 

paid bereavement leave.  

 

Part 6 contains revocation and transitional provision.  

Procedure 

Negative. 

The Order was made by the Welsh Ministers before it was laid before the Senedd.  

The Senedd can annul the Order within 40 days (excluding any days when the Senedd is: (i) 

dissolved, or (ii) in recess for more than four days) of the date it was laid before the Senedd. 
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Technical Scrutiny 

The following 18 points are identified for reporting under Standing Order 21.2 in respect of 

this instrument. 

1. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In the Table of Contents, the entries for articles 5 to 9 (which relate to the different grades of 

agricultural worker) differ from the headings found above these articles in the Order. 

2. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 2(1), the following definitions are not listed in the correct place according to 

alphabetical order in the English and Welsh texts of this Order—  

a) in the English text, “agriculture” should be listed after ““agricultural worker” and 

“the national minimum wage” should be listed after “hours”; 

 

b)  in the Welsh text, “cyflogaeth” should be listed after “cyflog wythnosol arferol”. 

In this regard, the definite article is ignored for the purpose of ordering the definitions (see 

Writing Laws for Wales (“WLW”) 4.15(1) and (2)).  

Similarly, in article 22(4), the definitions of “qualifying days” and “qualifying hours” have not 

been listed in alphabetical order in the interpretation provision. In addition, the 

corresponding language definitions should be included in brackets and italics after the 

definitions. Finally, there should not be a conjunction “and” between the definitions in the 

list. 

3. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 2(1), the terms “birth and adoption grant”, “night work”, “normal weekly pay”, “on-

call”, and “output work” are all defined as having a meaning for this Order. But all these 

terms are only used in a single article in the Order. Therefore, those terms should be defined 

in an interpretation provision within the same article in which they are used. 

4. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 2(1), in the definition of “child”, the phrase “will” is used when appearing to make a 

declaratory statement about the meaning of that term – “A child will be the child of an 

agricultural worker if….”. But the Welsh Government’s drafting guidelines state that 

legislation should avoid using “will” for declaratory statements and that the present 

indicative should be used in such statements (see WLW 3.14(5)). 
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5. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 2(1), in the definition of “employment”, it is not necessary to state that “employed” 

and “employer” should be construed accordingly due to the effect of section 9 of the 

Legislation (Wales) Act 2019. 

Also in article 2(1) there is a definition of “the national minimum wage” for this Order. 

However, this term is not used in this Order other than in the title of the National Minimum 

Wage Act 1998. Therefore, this definition does not appear to serve any purpose.  

Likewise, in article 2(1), there is a definition of “working time”— 

a) this term is not used in the Order other than in the title of the Working  

Time Regulations 1998. Therefore, the definition does not appear to serve any 

purpose; 

 

b) it is not necessary to state that “work” should be construed accordingly due to 

the effect of section 9 of the Legislation (Wales) Act 2019. Perhaps “work” should 

be defined separately if required for this Order and the definition of “working 

time” is omitted; 

 

c) there is a slight difference between the English and Welsh text of this definition. 

At the beginning of paragraph (a), in the Welsh text, “any time” has been 

translated using the same phrase that is used for “any period” at the beginning of 

paragraph (b). It also means that in the Welsh text, the word “time” has been 

translated differently in the phrase “any time” when compared with the words 

“but does not include time spent…” that follow afterwards in paragraph (a) of that 

definition. 

6. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 2(1), the term “qualifying days” has been defined and given a meaning in this Order. 

However, this term is also defined with a different meaning in article 22(4) for the purposes 

of that article alone. Therefore, there should a signpost in the definition of “qualifying days” 

in article 2(1) stating “other than in article 22” to explain to the reader where the definition 

applies in the Order.  

7. Standing Order 21.2(v) – that for any particular reason its form or meaning needs 

further explanation. 

Article 14 refers to agricultural workers employed before 22 April 2022, which is when the 

Agricultural Wages (Wales) Order 2022 (S.I. 2022/417 (W. 102)) came into force. This was the 

date when the first of two Agricultural Wages Orders made in 2022 came into force in 

relation to Wales. However, should this provision be updated to refer to the Table found in 

Schedule 1 to the Agricultural Wages (Wales) Order 2023 (S.I. 2023/260 (W. 37)) or is it 
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correct?  (In addition, in the English text, it should state “Schedule 1 to” rather than “of” the 

Agricultural Wages (Wales) Order 2022.) 

8. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 16(b), the phrase “cannot” is used when imposing a prohibition. But the phrase 

“must not” is the recommended phrase for use when imposing a prohibition (see WLW 

3.13(4)). 

9. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 21(1), the phrase “will not” is used in the provision but the Welsh Government’s 

drafting guidelines state that the use of “will” should be avoided when making declarations – 

see WLW 3.14(5). The phrase “will” is also used where the words “is to” could be more 

appropriate in article 38(2)(b) of this Order. 

10. Standing Order 21.2(v) – that for any particular reason its form or meaning needs 

further explanation. 

The circumstances in which article 22(5) might apply are unclear. This provides provision to 

allow calculations of amounts of agricultural sick pay “where an agricultural worker has been 

employed by their employed for less than 8 weeks”. However, article 19(a) provides that an 

agricultural worker will only qualify for agricultural sick pay under this Order if, amongst 

other things they have been “continuously employed by their employer for a period of at 

least 52 weeks prior to the sickness absence”.  

If there are no circumstances where article 22(5) would apply, this provision is unnecessary, 

as there would no need to provide a mechanism for calculating this payment, as nobody 

would be entitled to receive it.  

Article 19(a) when read alone provides a clear qualification criteria, but the presence of 22(5) 

in these circumstances may mislead readers into believing that workers with less than 52 

weeks service may qualify for a payment, because there is a mechanism to calculate such a 

payment.  

11. Standing Order 21.2(vii) – that there appear to be inconsistencies between the 

meaning of its English and Welsh texts. 

In article 25(1), in the Welsh text, the translation could be interpreted as limiting the phrase 

“during a period of sickness absence” to the words “an agricultural worker’s contract or their 

apprenticeship is terminated”. Therefore, the Welsh text would be clearer if the phrase 

“during a period of sickness absence” was repeated after the words that correspond to “or 

the agricultural worker is given notice that either their contract or their apprenticeship is to 

be terminated”. 
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12. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 26(1), the provision states that an employer “can recover the overpayment”. But the 

use of “can” does not appear to be appropriate because the provision is conferring a 

discretionary legal power to do something rather than referring to a possibility. In which 

case, “may” should be the term used in this context- see WLW 3.13(3). There is also another 

provision in article 38(2)(a) where “may” rather than “can” would appear to be more 

appropriate in the words “worker can receive a payment”. 

13. Standing Order 21.2(vii) – that there appear to be inconsistencies between the 

meaning of its English and Welsh texts. 

In article 26(2), there is a slight difference between the English and Welsh text. At the end of 

the sentence in the English text, it refers to “payment of the agricultural worker’s final 

wages” but the Welsh text has translated the meaning as “payment of the worker’s final 

wages”. The same difference between the English and Welsh text occurs in relation to the 

term “the agricultural worker” and “the worker” at the end of article 43(2). In this regard, “the 

agricultural worker” is a defined term in this Order. But the English text is also slightly 

inconsistent in its approach because in a few other articles the phrase “the worker” is used 

after a first reference to “the agricultural worker” (see articles 15(2), 19(c), 27(2)(b), 35(4) and 

35(5)). 

14. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

 In article 41(2), the structure of the provision is incorrect because there is a sub-paragraph 

(a) but no subsequent sub-paragraphs. Therefore, article 41(2) should have been structured 

as a single sentence without any sub-paragraphs. The information found in sub-paragraph 

(a) should have been incorporated into that sentence. 

15. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 42(5), it states that “where this article applies” a formula found in that provision 

should be used to calculate the amount of bereavement leave. But this appears to be 

incorrect because it should state “where this paragraph applies” if it is only referring to 

circumstances where paragraph (5) applies? In this regard there is another formula found in 

paragraph (3) of article 42 and that provision does not include the words “where this article 

applies” in the corresponding place. 

16. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In article 43(1), the term “shall” is used in the words “the agricultural worker shall be entitled 

to an amount…”. However, the Welsh Government’s drafting guidelines state that “shall” 

should not be used in legislation other than when amending existing legislation as its 
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meaning can be ambiguous - see WLW 3.14(1). It would have been more consistent with the 

rest of the provision to use a phrase such as “is [to be]”. 

Additionally, in article 43(2), there is a reference that is incorrectly described as “in 

accordance with article 43(1)”. But it should be correctly described as “in accordance with 

paragraph (1)” because it is referring to another paragraph found within the same article. 

17. Standing Order 21.2(vi) – that its drafting appears to be defective or it fails to fulfil 

statutory requirements. 

In Schedules 1, 2 and 4, in the shoulder notes, there are other articles in this Order that refer 

to those respective Schedules which have not been included in those notes. Therefore, the 

shoulder notes appear to be incomplete for those Schedules. 

18. Standing Order 21.2(vii) – that there appear to be inconsistencies between the 

meaning of its English and Welsh texts. 

In Schedule 4, in the Table, in the third column under the heading “Northern Ireland”, in the 

bottom row, there is a difference between the English and Welsh text. The English text refers 

to a “Higher Level Apprenticeship” at Level 4, but the Welsh text has translated the meaning 

as “Higher Apprenticeship” at Level 4. We believe the English text to be correct because 

“Higher Level Apprenticeship” or “HLA” is a qualification in Northern Ireland that differs from 

a “Higher Apprenticeship”. 

Additionally, in Schedule 4, should the existing heading “Table” be changed to “Table 1” and 

another heading “Table 2” be included for the following table “Equivalent qualifications 

under the European Qualifications Framework (‘EQF’)” in that Schedule?  

Merits Scrutiny  

The following point is identified for reporting under Standing Order 21.3 in respect of this 

instrument. 

19. Standing Order 21.3(ii) – that it is of political or legal importance or gives rise to 

issues of public policy likely to be of interest to the Senedd. 

The Order came into force  on 1 April 2024, less than 21 days after it was laid on 19 March 

2024. In a letter to the Llywydd, dated 19 March 2024, the then Minister for Rural Affairs and 

North Wales, and Trefnydd, Lesley Griffiths MS stated as follows: 

“Finalisation of the 2024 Order took longer than anticipated due to the simplification 

amendments necessitating lengthy legal scrutiny to ensure the correct legal effect was 

maintained.  

The Panel’s intention is for the 2024 Order to come into force on 1 April 2024 so as to 

align the Agricultural Minimum Wage increases with the National Minimum Wage 

increases which will also take effect on that date.  
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Until the 2024 Order comes into force, agricultural workers in Wales will continue to be 

subject to the 2023 Order. To minimise disruption and ensure workers are paid in 

accordance with the minimum rates agreed by the Panel, it is proposed the making of 

the 2024 Order will not adhere to the 21 day convention so as to enable it to come into 

force on 1 April.  

Not adhering to the 21 day convention is considered necessary and justifiable in light of 

the unavoidable circumstances that have delayed the process. I also believe reducing 

any further delay in bringing uplifted agricultural wage rates into force is justified on 

the basis it will minimise the length of time agricultural workers covered by the 

Agricultural Minimum Wage are disadvantaged in relation to their pay awards and 

make compliance easier for agricultural employers.” 

Welsh Government response 

A Welsh Government response is required. 

Committee Consideration 

The Committee considered the instrument at its meeting on 22 April 2024 and reports to the 

Senedd in line with the reporting points above. 
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Government Response: The Agricultural Wages (Wales) Order 2024 

 

The Agricultural Wages Order is made pursuant to section 4 of the Agricultural Sector 
(Wales) Act 2014. Although the Order is made by the Welsh Ministers, it is drafted and 
prepared by the Agricultural Advisory Panel for Wales (“the Panel”). The Welsh 
Ministers can either approve and make the Order as submitted to them by the Panel 
or refer the Order back to the Panel for further consideration and resubmission. 
 
 
Technical Scrutiny points 1, 2, 2a, 3, 4, 5, 5b, 6, 8, 9, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17:   We 
have advised the Panel of your comments, and they will take them into account for the 
2025 Order. We do not consider this drafting to be defective nor to adversely affect 
the meaning and effectiveness of the Order and would note that the wording reflects 
that from the 2023 Order. 
 
 
Technical Scrutiny point 2b:   We note your comments and will take them 
into account for the 2025 Order. We do not consider this drafting to be defective nor 
to adversely affect the meaning and effectiveness of the Order. 
 
 
Technical Scrutiny point 5a:   We have advised the Panel of your 
comments, and they will take them into account for the 2025 Order. We do not consider 
this drafting to be defective nor to adversely affect the meaning and effectiveness of 
the Order. 
 
 
Technical Scrutiny point 5c:   We note your comments and will take them 
into account for the 2025 Order. We do not consider this to adversely affect the 
meaning and effectiveness of the Order. 
 
 
Technical Scrutiny point 7:   We are satisfied that the wording and dates 
are correct and as intended and have confirmed the same with the Panel. The pay 
protection clause relates specifically to changes made in 2022 and offer ongoing 
protection to those who may have otherwise suffered a reduction in pay as a result of 
their assimilation to the new grading structure which came into effect from 22 April 
2022. Due to the age groups mainly affected by the change in grading structure, this 
provision will become obsolete next year and will therefore be omitted from the 2025 
Order. 
 
 
Technical Scrutiny point 10:   The comments are noted, and we 
acknowledge that although article 19(a) is clear, article 22(5) could potentially be read 
in different ways. We understand however that the criteria are clear from the 
accompanying guidance provided for stakeholders and that this is a longstanding 
provision going back to 2016. We have been advised that the Panel will give 
consideration to the removal of article 22(5) for the 2025 Order. 
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Technical Scrutiny point 11:   The comments are noted, and whilst we 
acknowledge that article 25(1) in the Welsh text could be clearer, the accompanying 
guidance provided for stakeholders will assist in clarifying the meaning, intention and 
effect and the wording will be reviewed again for the 2025 Order.  
 
 
Technical Scrutiny point 13:   We note your comments in respect of articles 
26(2) and 43(2) and will take them into account for the 2025 Order. In respect of the 
use of “the worker” and “agricultural worker” we have advised the Panel of your 
comments, and they will be taken into account for the 2025 Order. We do not consider 
these to adversely affect the meaning and effectiveness of the Order and would note 
that the wording reflects that from the 2023 Order. The accompanying guidance 
provided for stakeholders will also assist in clarifying the meaning, intention and effect 
of the wording. 
 
 
Technical Scrutiny point 18:   In respect of the third column of the table, we 
will investigate with the SI Registrar the possibility of making the change by correction 
slip. In respect of the table headings in Schedule 4, we have advised the Panel of your 
comments, and they will take them into account for the 2025 Order. We do not consider 
this drafting to be defective nor to adversely affect the meaning and effectiveness of 
the Order and would note that the wording reflects that from the 2023 Order. 
 
 
Merit Scrutiny point 19:    We note your comment and refer to the 
contents of the letter dated 19 March 2024. Due to the unique arrangements relating 
to the drafting of this Order, we acknowledge there was a short reduction in the 21-
day convention between the making and coming into force of the Order and all 

endeavours were made to keep this reduction to a minimum.  
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Huw Irranca-Davies AS/MS 
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Newid Hinsawdd a Materion 
Gwledig 
Cabinet Secretary for Climate Change & Rural Affairs 
 
 

Huw Irranca-Davies AS/MS 
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Newid Hinsawdd a Materion 
Gwledig 
Cabinet Secretary for Climate Change & Rural Affairs 

 

Bae Caerdydd • Cardiff Bay 
Caerdydd • Cardiff 

CF99 1SN 

Canolfan Cyswllt Cyntaf / First Point of Contact Centre:  
0300 0604400 

Gohebiaeth.Huw.Irranca-Davies@llyw.cymru 
               Correspondence.Huw.Irranca-Davies@gov.wales 

 
Rydym yn croesawu derbyn gohebiaeth yn Gymraeg.  Byddwn yn ateb gohebiaeth a dderbynnir yn Gymraeg yn Gymraeg ac ni fydd 
gohebu yn Gymraeg yn arwain at oedi.  
We welcome receiving correspondence in Welsh.  Any correspondence received in Welsh will be answered in Welsh and corresponding 
in Welsh will not lead to a delay in responding.   

Ein cyf/Our ref: HID/PO/0134/24 
 
Sarah Murphy MS 
Chair 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee 
Welsh Parliament 
Cardiff Bay 
Cardiff 
CF99 1SN 

 8 May 2024 
 
Dear Sarah,  
 
In accordance with the inter-institutional relations agreement, I wish to notify you of the 
cancellation of the latest Environment Food and Rural Affairs Interministerial Group. The 
Group was due to meet on 1 May and would have been the first meeting since September 
2023. 
 
I said in my Written Statement on 29 April on the Extreme Weather Summit that I would be 
discussing the impact of farmers and growers in Wales at the Interministerial Group. This 
was just one of a number of important and time sensitive discussions we were due to have. 
We were also planning to discuss ongoing issues with the Windsor Framework command 
paper, and we intended to sign off the National Biodiversity Strategic Action Plan which will 
be launched later this month. 
 
This cancellation was a disappointing lost opportunity. I have written to the Secretary of 
State to express my disappointment and asked that he commits to a new date at haste. I 
hope we will be able to rearrange the meeting quickly, and I will inform you when we have 
been able to do this. 
 
I am copying this letter to Rebecca Evans MS, Cabinet Secretary for Finance, Constitution 
& Cabinet Office and the Chairs of the Climate Change, Environment and Infrastructure 
Committee and the Economy, Trade and Rural Affairs Committees. 
 
Yours sincerely, 

 
 
Huw Irranca-Davies AS/MS 
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Newid Hinsawdd a Materion Gwledig 
Cabinet Secretary for Climate Change & Rural Affairs 
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WRITTEN STATEMENT  

BY 

THE WELSH GOVERNMENT 
 

 

TITLE  

 

Inter-Ministerial Standing Committee – 12 March 2024 

DATE  9 May 2024 

BY Counsel General, Mick Antoniw MS 

 
I chaired the sixth meeting of the Inter-Ministerial Standing Committee (‘IMSC’) on 12 
March. The then Minister for Social Justice and Chief Whip, Jane Hutt MS, also attended for 
Welsh Government.  
 
A joint communique was published following the meeting, which contains full details of 
other attendees. As this was the first IMSC meeting since the re-establishment of the 
Northern Ireland Executive, I opened the meeting by welcoming Northern Ireland’s First 
Minister and deputy First Minister. The agenda enabled discussion of a range of issues 
including: how to support multi-faith communities and foster community cohesion; the UK 
Legislative Programme (specifically, legislation relating to tobacco and vapes and the Post 
Office); and the final report of the Independent Commission on the Constitutional Future of 
Wales.  
 
In relation to the discussion on community cohesion, the then Minister for Social Justice and 
Chief Whip outlined common threats to community cohesion, noting the sometimes-divisive 
narratives in the media around immigration and highlighting Wales’ aspiration to be nation of 
sanctuary. She requested further information from the UK Government on their approach to 
tackling online extremism and noted the need to look at prevention in a holistic way. I 
emphasised the need for consensus on these issues.  

As part of the discussion relating to the Tobacco and Vapes Bill, I noted that, whist we 
agreed to work together on a UK-wide basis at the October IMSC, the portfolio level Health 
Inter-Ministerial Group has yet to properly meet. That Group will be vital for discussion of 
the legislation as it develops and to ensure the smooth passage of the Senedd consent 
process. Alongside the health focus of this legislation, I also noted the concerns raised by 
vapes as single use plastic items.  

I welcomed the Post Office legislation introduced and queried whether, if similar injustices 
relating to the earlier CAPTURE system were found, that would be taken into account.  
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I welcomed the improved engagement and co-operation seen recently relating to the UK 
legislative programme, something that is absolutely necessary if further breaches of the 
Sewel Convention are to be avoided. I requested further official level discussions to facilitate 
progress on the Data Protection and Digital Information Bill; the Victims and Prisoners Bill; 
the Trade (CPTPP) Bill and the Leasehold Reform Bill. 

I took the opportunity to highlight the recently published final report of the Independent 
Commission on the Constitutional Future of Wales, given the shared relevance of some of 
the issues raised by it. Specifically, I drew attention to Commission recommendations 1 and 
2, which relate to strengthening democracy and citizen engagement – areas which 
represent a challenge for us all; recommendations 4 and 5, which look at the strengthening 
intergovernmental relations mechanisms and the Sewel Convention – matters which are 
clearly of collective interest; and recommendation 6, which relates to financial management. 

The next IMSC is currently scheduled to be held in June, with chairing arrangements to be 
determined. 
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Lynne Neagle AS/MS 
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Addysg 
Cabinet Secretary for Education 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Sarah Murphy MS, Chair 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee 
Senedd Cymru 
 

8 May 2024 
 

 

 
Memorandum of Understanding Welsh Ministers and HM Prison and Probation 
Service 
 

In accordance with the inter-institutional relations agreement, I am writing to notify 
you that a Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between Welsh Ministers and HM 
Prison and Probation Service was published on 11th April 2024. 
 

The MOU describes the working relationship between the Welsh Government and 
HM Prison and Probation Service. It sets out the general principles which underpin 
the Parties’ shared commitment to reducing re-offending in Wales and the continued 
acknowledgement that learning and skills provision leading to sustained employment 
is one of the most effective means of reducing re-offending and combating crime. 
The MOU covers offender learning and skills within custody and sets out how 
offender learning is to be taken forward in Wales. 
 
I have also copied this letter to the Children, Young People and Education 
Committee, the Equality and Social Justice Committee, and the Culture, 
Communications, Welsh Language, Sport, and International Relations Committee. 
 

 

 

Yours sincerely  
 

 
 
 
Lynne Neagle AS/MS 
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Addysg 
Cabinet Secretary for Education 
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Mick Antoniw AS/MS 
Y Cwnsler Cyffredinol 
Counsel General  

 

 

Bae Caerdydd • Cardiff Bay 
Caerdydd • Cardiff 

CF99 1SN 

Canolfan Cyswllt Cyntaf / First Point of Contact Centre:  
0300 0604400 

Gohebiaeth.Mick.Antoniw@llyw.cymru                 
Correspondence.Mick.Antoniw@gov.Wales 

 
Rydym yn croesawu derbyn gohebiaeth yn Gymraeg.  Byddwn yn ateb gohebiaeth a dderbynnir yn Gymraeg yn Gymraeg ac ni fydd 
gohebu yn Gymraeg yn arwain at oedi.  
 
We welcome receiving correspondence in Welsh.  Any correspondence received in Welsh will be answered in Welsh and corresponding 
in Welsh will not lead to a delay in responding.   

Ein cyf/Our ref: CG/PO/130/2024 
 
 
 
Sarah Murphy, Chair 
Legislation, Justice & Constitution Committee 
Senedd Cymru  
Cardiff Bay 
Cardiff  
CF99 1SN 
 
 

3 May 2024 
 
Dear Sarah  
 
Corrections to statutory instruments subject to the draft affirmative scrutiny 
procedure 
 
Thank you for your letter of 23 April and your kind wishes.  The Government has a full 
programme of legislation ahead, and I look forward to working with you and to my ongoing 
engagement with the Committee. 
 
In your letter you indicate the Committee has understood my previous correspondence as 
saying that if the Government sought to make minor amendments to draft affirmative 
instruments, we would apply the same criteria as the SI Registrar to the type of 
amendments sought to be made.  
 
In my letter of 18 January 2023 I explained there were two points when corrections could be 
made to instruments: correction prior to making (i.e. before the statutory instrument has 
been made by the relevant Cabinet Secretary or Minister) and correction on publication 
(more accurately correction as part of the registration process).  In the case of the latter, 
which is of course after the instrument has been made, it is in accordance with paragraph 
4.7.13 of Statutory Instrument Practice: if the correction: “… is in the nature of something 
that could be covered by a correction slip ... this can be remedied”. 
 
In respect of correction prior to making, then my letter noted (with emphasis added): 
 

If the correction is considered to be of the type which could be dealt with by 
correction slip … or is a matter which the Minister has committed to remedy 
before the making the SI – for example in the Senedd’s consideration of a draft 
affirmative SI – then the draft SI is corrected before it is submitted for making. 

 
In the same letter I also noted (again with emphasis added): 
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In general terms, if the error is one which could be remedied by correction slip then 
we would prefer to deal with that as a correction [prior to] making. If it is a very 
minor matter, but not one which would be suitable for a correction slip, then it 
still may be the case that we would seek to deal with this as matter [prior to] 
making. 

 
As to your second point, we are clear we would not seek to make substantive changes as 
part of the ‘correction prior to making’ process.  Referring again to my letter of 18 January 
2023 I said: 
 

…we will either seek to withdraw and re-lay the instrument, or if time does not permit 
for that, then we may commit to bring forward an amending instrument … It will 
always be the case that our preferred approach in these cases is to correct the draft 
instrument and re-lay it before the Senedd. 

 
As your letter references the Packaging Waste (Data Collection and Reporting) (Wales) 
(Amendment) Regulations 2024 I have copied this response to the Cabinet Secretary for 
Climate Change and Rural Affairs. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
 
 
Mick Antoniw AS/MS 
Y Cwnsler Cyffredinol 
Counsel General 
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Y Pwyllgor Deddfwriaeth,  
Cyfiawnder a’r Cyfansoddiad 
— 
Legislation, Justice and  
Constitution Committee 

Senedd Cymru 
Bae Caerdydd, Caerdydd, CF99 1SN 

SeneddDCC@senedd.cymru 
senedd.cymru/SeneddDCC 

0300 200 6565 

— 
Welsh Parliament 

Cardiff Bay, Cardiff, CF99 1SN 
SeneddLJC@senedd.wales  

senedd.wales/SeneddLJC 
0300 200 6565 

 23 April 2024 

  

Dear Mick 

Corrections to statutory instruments subject to the draft affirmative scrutiny procedure 

First, may I congratulate you on your re-appointment as Counsel General. The Committee looks 

forward to continuing productive engagement with you on the matters which fall across our 

respective remits and responsibilities. 

On 15 March 2024 my predecessor, Huw Irranca-Davies MS, wrote to you on the subject of the 

correction of Welsh statutory instruments. In that letter, it was noted that the Committee would likely 

write again to comment more broadly on the arrangements the Welsh Government has put in place 

to make Members of the Senedd aware of any corrections that will be made to a draft statutory 

instrument subject to the affirmative procedure, after a draft has been approved by the Senedd but 

before it is signed by one of the Welsh Ministers. 

On 19 March 2024, during the Plenary debate on The Packaging Waste (Data Collection and 

Reporting) (Wales) (Amendment) Regulations 2024 (the Packaging Waste Regulations), my 

predecessor commented on these new arrangements. In doing so, he noted that, while the 

Committee initially saw the positives in these new arrangements, its welcoming of the new processes 

was not meant to be seen as providing support for substantive corrections being made to an 

instrument after Members of the Senedd have given it their approval. 

In the debate, my predecessor explained that the Committee has concerns that there is a vires point 

to be considered. You will know that the draft affirmative procedure is a statutory requirement, and 

one which is set out in the enabling Act. The Welsh Ministers may not make such regulations unless a 

draft of the statutory instrument has been laid before, and approved by, the Senedd. My predecessor 

Mick Antoniw MS 

Counsel General  
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noted that there may come a point at which proposed corrections are so substantive that the Senedd 

cannot be said to have ‘approved’ a draft of the instrument signed into law. 

When the Welsh Government seeks correction slips from the SI Registrar to instruments already 

made, there are, the Committee has been told, strict criteria that must be adhered to, including that 

the corrections must be minor and obvious.  

The Committee understood that the Welsh Government would apply such criteria when it proposed 

to make amendments to draft affirmative instruments after the Committee had scrutinised them and 

after the Senedd votes on them, but prior to them being made. This is not what we believe we might 

be seeing in some cases. 

As a specific example, the comments made by the then Minister for Climate Change, Julie James MS, 

during the Plenary debate I refer to above on the Packaging Waste Regulations on how the Welsh 

Government would seek to correct the error highlighted in our ninth reporting point are of concern. 

You may be aware that, in this example, the Welsh Government is proposing to replace an entire sub-

paragraph in regulation 10 of the Packaging Waste Regulations after the Senedd has voted to 

approve the draft laid before the Senedd. My predecessor questioned how that was a minor and 

obvious correction. The then Minister for Climate Change said “I would submit to you that those 

[changes] are very technical and the likelihood of any Member of the Senedd thinking that that has 

substantively changed the policy intent of the regulations is zero.“ 

Respectfully, we suggest that this misses a very important point. It is our understanding that legislation 

is interpreted first by reference to the text of the instrument, not by reference to policy intent. As 

such, we believe that of key importance when considering a proposed correction should be the effect 

of the legislation as it appears in the draft version, and whether the correction would change that 

effect in any substantive way. We are unclear why the Welsh Government may be of the view that a 

“technical” change would therefore automatically be minor (particularly when perceived “technical” 

changes, such as the addition of a comma, can change the meaning of text included in a statutory 

instrument). 

We would welcome clarification and confirmation that the Welsh Government is applying the same 

criteria for correction prior to making that the SI Registrar applies for correction slips. We would also 

welcome clarification on whether the then Minister for Climate Change’s comments reflect the Welsh 

Government’s policy on correction prior to making and, if so, the basis on which the Welsh 

Government considers this to be appropriate and intra vires. 

In my predecessor’s opening remarks during the debate on the Packaging Waste Regulations he said 

that the Committee’s scrutiny of statutory instruments is genuinely undertaken in the spirit of trying to 

be a constructive critical partner in the overall legislation-making process. The Committee welcomes 

the Welsh Government’s positive engagement in this Sixth Senedd to ensure better quality of Welsh 

Pack Page 19



 

 

statutory instruments, and clarity and transparency around any corrections which may be 

subsequently needed. It is as this constructive partner that we seek this further clarity from you. 

I am copying this letter to the new Cabinet Secretary for Climate Change & Rural Affairs, Huw Irranca-

Davies MS. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Sarah Murphy 

Chair 
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Lesley Griffiths AS/MS 
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Ddiwylliant a Chyfiawnder 
Cymdeithasol 
Cabinet Secretary for Culture and Social Justice 

 

 

Bae Caerdydd • Cardiff Bay 
Caerdydd • Cardiff 

CF99 1SN 

Canolfan Cyswllt Cyntaf / First Point of Contact Centre:  
0300 0604400 

Gohebiaeth.Lesley.Griffiths@llyw.cymru 
                Correspondence.Lesley.Griffiths@gov.wales 

 
Rydym yn croesawu derbyn gohebiaeth yn Gymraeg.  Byddwn yn ateb gohebiaeth a dderbynnir yn Gymraeg yn Gymraeg ac ni fydd 
gohebu yn Gymraeg yn arwain at oedi.  
 
We welcome receiving correspondence in Welsh.  Any correspondence received in Welsh will be answered in Welsh and corresponding 
in Welsh will not lead to a delay in responding.   

 
 
Sarah Murphy MS 
Chair 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee 
Senedd Cymru 
Cardiff Bay 
Cardiff 
CF99 1SN 
 
seneddljc@senedd.wales 
 

 
 
 

7th May 2024   
 

 
Dear Sarah, 
 
Further to the Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee’s report on the Legislative 
Consent Memorandum (LCM) on the Criminal Justice Bill published on 29 January 2024.  
 
I would like to thank the Committee for their valuable scrutiny during this process. 
 
I note your recommendation and conclusions and have responded to them below. 
 
Recommendation 1. The Minister should explain why the Memorandum was laid  
nearly 11 weeks after the Bill’s introduction. 
 
The former Minister for Social Justice and Chief Whip’s letter to the Llywydd on 22 
November, explored the circumstances surrounding the introduction of the Bill and the scale 
of analysis required which impacted the timing of the LCM. Information on the context 
surrounding the delay was also included in the LCM. 
 
Conclusion 1. We consider that clauses 11 and 12 of the Bill, as set out in the  
Memorandum, fall within a purpose within the legislative competence of the  
Senedd, as described in Standing Order 29, and therefore require the consent of  
the Senedd. 
 
Conclusion 2. We do not believe that clauses 30, 38 to 40, 42, 43, 46, 47, 51 to 53,  
55, 56, 59 to 61, 63 to 65, 71, 72, and Schedule 8 of the Bill, as set out by the Welsh  
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Government in the Memorandum, contain relevant provision for the purposes of  
the purposes of Standing Order 29.1. 
 
 
 
Conclusion 3. The Senedd’s consent is not required for clauses 30, 38 to 40, 42,  
43, 46, 47, 51 to 53, 55, 56, 59 to 61, 63 to 65, 71, 72 and Schedule 8 of the Bill. 
 
I welcome the Committee’s views on these clauses. The rationale for our position on which 
clauses engage the LCM process is set out in the LCM laid on 29 January. 
 
Clauses making provision in respect of nuisance begging and nuisance rough  
sleeping 
 
I welcome the Committee’s decision to write to the UK Government on the begging and 
rough sleeping elements of the Bill, following the letter you received from charities which 
underlines the points the former Minister for Social Justice and Chief Whip made in the 
LCM. 
 
I am copying this letter to all Members of the Senedd and Jenny Rathbone MS, Chair of the 
Equality and Social Justice Committee.  
 

 
Lesley Griffiths AS/MS 
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Ddiwylliant a Chyfiawnder Cymdeithasol 

Cabinet Secretary for Culture and Social Justice 
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Adam Price AS/MS 
Dwyrain Caerfyrddin a Dinefwr 
Carmarthen East and Dinefwr  

37 Wind Street  
Ammanford 

SA18 3DN 
 

08.05.2024 
 

 
Annwyl Cadeirydd, 
  
I know that you share my concern about recent events at HM Prison Parc. Indeed, I am sure that 
these concerns are shared by all members of the Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee.  
  
Two deaths within hours of each other at the prison on Tuesday are the latest in what has become a 
profoundly worrying trend. Nine inmates have died at the prison in just over two months, and the 
Prisons and Probation Ombudsman has confirmed that he is investigating a total of 13 deaths.  
  
Parc Prison is the only private prison in Wales, and it is operated by G4S, whose delivery of publicly-
funded services has long been marked by controversy. In 2018, G4S’ contract to run Birmingham 
Prison – awarded in 2011 – was revoked after the Chief Inspector of Prisons reported that the prison 
had fallen into a state of crisis under the company’s management.  
  
It is clear to me that G4S now has questions to answer over recent events at Parc Prison, and as 
such, I am writing to request that representatives of the company be asked to appear in front of the 
Committee as a matter of urgency, to face scrutiny and be held to account on their management of 
the prison. 
  
Gyda diolch, a chofion cynnes, 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
Adam Price AS / MS,     
Dwyrain Caerfyrddin a Dinefwr    
Carmarthen East and Dinefwr    
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Julie James AS/MS 
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Lywodraeth Leol, Tai a Chynllunio 
Cabinet Secretary for Housing, Local Government and Planning 

Bae Caerdydd • Cardiff Bay 
Caerdydd • Cardiff 

CF99 1SN 

Canolfan Cyswllt Cyntaf / First Point of Contact Centre: 
0300 0604400 

Gohebiaeth.Julie.James@llyw.cymru 
Correspondence.Julie.James@gov.Wales 

Rydym yn croesawu derbyn gohebiaeth yn Gymraeg.  Byddwn yn ateb gohebiaeth a dderbynnir yn Gymraeg yn Gymraeg ac ni fydd 
gohebu yn Gymraeg yn arwain at oedi.  

We welcome receiving correspondence in Welsh.  Any correspondence received in Welsh will be answered in Welsh and corresponding 
in Welsh will not lead to a delay in responding.   

Elin Jones MS  
Llywydd  
Senedd Cymru  
Cardiff Bay, Cardiff, CF99 1SN  
Email - Llywydd@senedd.wales  

 9 May 2024 

Dear Elin 

The UK Government introduced the Renters (Reform) Bill into Parliament on 17 May 2023. 
No Legislative Consent Memorandum (LCM) was required at that time.  

As previously advised, my officials have been working with UK Government counterparts to 
extend blanket ban “No benefit claimant” and “No children” provisions into Wales. The 
amendments which seek to introduce the ban on these practices into England and Wales 
were laid on 15 November. I submitted a LCM to cover the amendments at Committee 
Stage on 30 January.  

On 18 April, UK Government published 250 Report Stage amendments which further affect 
the blanket ban provisions in Wales. There are also amendments that we are aware of to 
the Housing Act 2004 which deal with superior landlords in Houses in Multiple Occupation in 
Wales. There are also amendments to paragraph 10, Schedule 2 to the Housing Act 1996 
for which we believe that we will require legislative consent.   

Unfortunately, we will be unable to consider all 250 amendments that the Government 
tabled within the standard timeframe, but I will endeavour to lay a supplementary LCM with 
all of the amendments that we have already identified as affecting Wales as soon as 
possible. This will likely be beyond the 2-week Standing Order 29 deadline, however, will 
hopefully be submitted in time for the Business Committee to consider at its meeting on 14 
May.  

I am copying this letter to the Chair of the Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee, 
Sarah Murphy MS and the Chair of the Local Government and Housing Committee, John 
Griffiths MS. 

Yours sincerely 

Julie James AS/MS 
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Lywodraeth Leol, Tai a Chynllunio  

 Cabinet Secretary for Housing, Local Government and Planning 
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Framework Legislation 
 

Professor Richard Whitaker1 

University of Leicester and UK Parliament  
 

1. Introduction 
 
Framework bills, sometimes known as skeleton bills, are those in which the bulk of policy is made via 
delegated powers rather than appearing on the face of a bill. This paper assesses how much this 
type of legislation is used in UK legislatures, why it is used, and the consequences for parliamentary 
scrutiny. The paper draws on academic research and reports and debates from the UK’s legislatures. 
 
Governments may have an incentive to use framework legislation as it enables them to delay the 
making of policy where details have not been worked out before a bill is introduced. It can also be 
used to enable ministers to respond to unknown future events by giving them flexibility to make 
policy changes without having to introduce new primary legislation.  
 
Delegated powers bring problems for parliamentary scrutiny though. In many legislatures, the 
procedures for scrutinising delegated legislation are much less rigorous than those for primary 
legislation. This may not be problematic for uncontentious policy details. However, if the main 
elements of a policy are decided via delegated legislation, legislatures are left with much less of an 
opportunity – compared with primary legislation – to discuss and assess policy before it becomes 
law. There is also the possibility that delegated powers will be used in ways not expected when the 
relevant enabling legislation was passed.  
 
Some academic research (Carey and Shugart 2009; Huber and Shipan 2002) argues that delegation 
should be much less likely when there is a coalition or minority government. In the first scenario 
parties may fear their coalition partners will use secondary legislation to shift policy away from a 
coalition agreement. In the second, the majority of legislators will not want to delegate power to a 
minority to make policy with little scrutiny. Where the executive is in a strong position though, party 
discipline in a governing party may assist executives in ensuring framework bills are passed, even 
where governing-party legislators have misgivings.  
 
In its 2021-22 and 2022-23 annual reports, the Senedd’s Legislation, Justice and Constitution 
Committee (2022d, 2023c) drew attention to the use of framework bills by the Welsh Government. 
In the first of these two reports the committee expressed its ‘belief’ that in some cases ‘the balance 
of the legislation is tilted too much in favour of executive power which marginalises the democratic 
mandate of the Senedd’ (paragraph 18). These and other examples are covered in more detail 
below. 
 
Committees in the UK Parliament have lamented the increasing use of skeleton bills at Westminster. 
While acknowledging that these types of bills are not new, the chairs of three House of Lords 
committees pointed out that in response to Brexit and Covid-19, the UK government had introduced 
bills that were: 
 

                                                           
1 I am grateful to Hedydd Phylip and to officials in the Senedd, Northern Ireland Assembly, Scottish and UK 
Parliaments for much helpful advice on the topics discussed here. Any errors remain my own responsibility. 
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2 
 

‘extraordinary in terms of the extent to which they have permitted a shift of power from the 
legislature to the executive. In many cases they have given ministers extraordinarily wide 
powers, powers which have, in some cases, been conferred by primary legislation which is 
nothing short of skeletal’ (Hodgson et al. 2020).  
 

The House of Lords Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (DPRRC 2021a) went 
further in its report Democracy Denied, saying that the boundary between primary and secondary 
legislation matters for protecting parliamentary democracy. They argue if governments make too 
much use of delegated powers within a bill, Parliament’s integrity may be undermined.  
 
Nevertheless, there are procedures used in other legislatures that can help to reduce some of the 
problems associated with framework legislation including opportunities to amend or veto secondary 
legislation before it comes into force. These are discussed in more detail below. 
  
This paper will consider the significance of governments’ use of framework legislation in the UK and 
how this affects parliamentary scrutiny. Beyond this introduction, the paper is structured under the 
following headings: 
 
2. Definitions of framework or skeleton bills 
 
3. How prevalent is framework legislation in legislatures across the UK? 
 
4. When might skeleton or framework bills be appropriate? 
 
5. How do UK legislatures scrutinise framework bills and statutory instruments? 
 
6. The drawbacks of framework legislation 
 
7. Examples of best practice in scrutinising framework legislation 
 
8. Conclusion 
 
Appendix: Procedures for scrutiny of secondary legislation in the UK’s legislatures 
 
 

2. Definitions of framework or skeleton bills 
 
Framework bills, often known as skeleton bills, are defined by the House of Lords’ Delegated Powers 
and Regulatory Reform Committee (2021: 26) as those ‘where the provision on the face of the bill is 
so insubstantial that the real operation of the Act, or sections of an Act, would be entirely by the 
regulations or orders made under it’. The same committee offered an earlier definition of skeleton 
bills in its Special Report for Session 1998-99 as ‘Bills which are little more than a licence to legislate 
and so give flesh to the "skeleton" embodied in the Bill’. In other words, framework bills are those 
where the content of policy is almost entirely decided through secondary legislation. 
 
A similar definition has been applied by the DPRRC to parts of bills where certain sections delegate 
extensive powers to government ministers and, for that part of the bill, provide little indication of 
policy content. 

These definitions are qualitative and rely on judgements about how far policy content can be 
determined from the text of a bill. It is difficult to develop a quantitative measure of framework 
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legislation at least for comparative purposes. In the academic literature on delegated powers, 
Epstein and O’Halloran (1999) calculate a delegation ratio by taking the number of sections in a bill 
that delegate powers and dividing it by the total number of sections in the bill. The difficulty of using 
this measure is that, in the UK case, there has been an increase in the number of sections in bills 
over time but these sections have become shorter on average (Kosti 2023: 8). In addition, there has 
been a decline in the number of statutes produced at Westminster per year in the post-war period 
but an increase in the total number of words taken up by these (Williams 2018: 46). These issues 
make it difficult to devise a quantitative definition of framework bills that allows for meaningful 
comparison to be made. 

2.1 Skeleton, framework and headline bills 
 
Some parliamentarians draw distinctions between skeleton and framework bills. Framework bills 
offer more detail about how delegated powers might be used than do their skeletal counterparts. 
This distinction was made by several legislators during the passage of the Medicines and Medical 
Devices Act 2021 at Westminster. Speaking for the UK government during this bill’s report stage in 
the House of Lords (HL Deb 12 January 2021, c.666), Lord Bethell said ‘noble Lords suggested that 
the Bill needed to move from a skeleton Bill to a true framework Bill.’ Later, when the House of 
Commons was considering Lords’ amendments (HC Deb 27 January 2021, c.487), the government 
minister, Jo Churchill, said the bill had been changed from ‘a skeleton Bill into a true framework 
Bill that makes it clear how delegated powers will be used’. Nevertheless, the terms ‘framework’ and 
‘skeleton’ appear to be widely used interchangeably in many discussions of bills identified in 
Westminster at least, as framework bills.  
 
Welsh Government ministers have recently referred to a further type of bill in the form of headline 
bills. At a meeting of the Legislation, Justice and Constitution committee on 25 September 2023, the 
Minister for Climate Change used this term to describe the Infrastructure (Wales) Bill: ‘This is a 
headline Bill, because it sets out a detailed structure of the process and what will be caught by the 
Bill, and also contains a number of quite narrowly drawn regulation-making powers, which allow 
appropriate detail to be put in. But all the detail isn't on the face of the Bill’. She distinguished 
headline from framework bills by defining the latter as including very little policy detail and many 
delegated powers, often Henry VIII powers.  
 

3. How prevalent is framework legislation in legislatures across the UK? 
 
Skeleton bills are not new. They are mentioned in the 1932 Donoughmore report of the Committee 
on Ministers’ Powers. The report refers to Acts of Parliament that are passed ‘only in skeletal 
form…with the result that laws are promulgated which have not been made by, and get little 
supervision from Parliament’. According to the report, critics at the time said skeletal acts had 
‘assumed the character of a serious invasion of the sphere of Parliament by the Executive’ (p.53).  
 
To understand how prevalent framework bills are, we need a clear definition of framework 
legislation. Given the difficulty of defining this quantitatively, as outlined in the previous section, 
qualitative definitions make this task more manageable. One approach is to defer to the expertise of 
the relevant committees in the UK’s legislatures and measure the amount of framework legislation 
by references to it in committee reports on bills. 
 
3.1 Framework bills in the UK Parliament 
 
Although the electronically available data do not allow us to assess the presence of these types of 
bills as early as the 1930s when the Donoughmore report was published, we can go back to the early 
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1990s. The House of Lords DPRRC’s reports are a good place to look for measuring the presence of 
framework bills at Westminster. When the UK Government produces a bill, it must supply a 
Delegated Powers Memorandum, setting out the powers taken in a bill and offering a justification 
for them and for the parliamentary-approval procedures (if any) through which the resultant 
statutory instruments will be considered. The DPRRC examines these memoranda and reports on 
them, offering recommendations to the government. The committee’s reports are frequently cited 
in debates on bills during the legislative process, especially among members of the Lords. DPRRC 
reports are available online back to the 1997/98 session but a special report from the 1998/99 
session helpfully lists all bills the committee deemed to be skeletal from the time of its creation in 
1992/93 (Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee, 1999).  
 
To gather information about the prevalence of framework bills at Westminster, the content of all 
DPRRC reports from the 1997/98 session up to the 2022/23 session was searched for references to 
skeleton or skeletal bills or parts of bills. The committee normally uses these terms rather than 
‘framework bills’ and, as noted above, provides a definition of what constitutes a skeleton bill. Figure 
1 shows how many bills in each year were designated by the committee as skeletal either in full or in 
part from the 1991-2023. Note that this is quite a conservative measure. Searches of Hansard reveal 
bills not included in these data which were labelled as skeletal by MPs or peers if not by the DPRRC. 
In these cases, often the committee had not labelled a bill as skeletal for one of two reasons: (1) 
because the government had taken action to mitigate problems (discussed in more detail in the Best 
Practice section later) or (2) that the problem was not that a bill was skeletal but that one or more 
powers in the bill were very wide ranging and, in the committee’s view, inappropriate for delegated 
legislation.  
 
Figure 1 Number of skeleton bills or bills with skeletal sections introduced in the UK Parliament, 
1991-2023 (based on DPRRC reports) 
 

 
 
While the number of skeleton bills identified by the DPRRC is not that large, the trend is broadly 
upward and seems to change after the 2016 referendum on the UK’s membership of the European 
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Union. Figure 1 shows numbers of such bills by year, rather than by session, in order to take account 
of the varying lengths of sessions. The average number of skeleton bills per year in the 1991-2023 
period is 1. The average number per year from 1991-2015 is 0.7 but this triples to 2.1 in the 2016-
2023 period. Even if we simply split the time in half chronologically, the mean number of skeleton 
bills in the first 17 years in the data (0.6) is lower than that for the second 17 (1.4). Nevertheless, the 
figures fluctuate as can be seen be the absence of any bills in 2023 labelled by the DPRRC as skeletal. 
 
Considering these numbers as a proportion of all government bills introduced, and using 
parliamentary sessions as the unit of time,2 the 2022-23 session saw 13% of bills falling into the 
skeleton category. The next highest figure is 9% for the 2017-19 session.3 The time frame here is 
limited and so we should exercise caution as to whether this trend will continue. The data do seem 
to indicate though, that these bills are occurring in small numbers but more frequently, on average, 
over time and particularly since 2016, notwithstanding the lack of skeleton bills in 2023.  
 
In a recent working paper, the Hansard Society (2023) argue framework legislation provides its own 
momentum. As more delegations of power are included in Acts of Parliament, governments can 
more easily argue for further delegations given precedents set in previous primary legislation. An 
example of this, to which the Hansard Society drew attention, is the Tobacco and Vapes Bill. The UK 
Government justified the delegation of powers on tobacco, nicotine and vape products and their 
packaging in this bill on the basis that similar powers were introduced for tobacco products and 
packaging in the Children and Families Act 2014 (England, 2024). 
 
Another way of looking at this is by examining the enabling acts that have been the source of 
statutory instruments (SIs) passed by the UK Parliament in recent years. The data in Table 1 are 
drawn from all SIs passed in the UK Parliament from 2017-2023, taken from data in the UK 
Parliament’s data platform (api.parliament.uk). 
 
Unsurprisingly, the European Union (Withdrawal) Act 2018 is the source of by far the most SIs since 
2017. This was a mechanism by which retained EU law was transferred to the UK statute book. The 
European Communities Act is also high up the list as the enabling act for the implementation of 
much EU law while the UK was a member. Aside from the outlying case of the EU (Withdrawal) Act, 
there is no clear concentration of SIs from Acts passed in the most recent years. The Public Health 
(Control of Disease) Act 1984 was the source of many SIs made over 30 years after the act was 
passed, during the Covid-19 pandemic.  
 
Academic research on the nature of delegated powers in the UK has examined how far they contain 
permissive (the Secretary of State ‘may’ make regulations) versus mandatory (the Secretary of State 
‘shall’ or ‘must’ make regulations) delegations of power. Based on all UK legislation from 1900-2020, 
Kosti (2023) shows that the numbers of permissive delegations of power in bills rose from 228.7 on 
average per year in the 1970s to 428.2 per year in 2000s. The numbers are lower during the 2010-20 
period when there was a coalition and later a minority government. Nevertheless, the upward trend 
from the 1970s to the 2000s is significant because it indicates delegation that gives the executive 
freedom to decide whether and when to use powers granted. 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
2 Data on numbers of government bills are published by session, hence the use of sessions as a time unit for 
these calculations. 
3 These data are calculated by session as Parliament’s website provides detail of all government bills 
introduced on a sessional basis. 
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Table 1  Top 20 enabling acts based on number of SIs passed, 2017 - September 2023 
 

Act SIs Year of Enabling Act 

European Union (Withdrawal) Act 2018  807 2018 

European Communities Act 1972  379 1972 

Local Democracy, Economic Development and 
Construction Act 2009  

201 2009 

Public Health (Control of Disease) Act 1984  198 1984 

Taxation (Cross-border Trade) Act 2018  140 2018 

Social Security Contributions and Benefits Act 1992  137 1992 

National Health Service Act 2006  97 2006 

Sanctions and Anti-Money Laundering Act 2018  93 2018 

Social Security Administration Act 1992  93 1992 

Social Security Contributions and Benefits (Northern 
Ireland) Act 1992  

68 1992 

Merchant Shipping Act 1995  64 1995 

Public Service Pensions Act 2013  64 2013 

Welfare Reform Act 2012  61 2012 

Value Added Tax Act 1994  51 1994 

Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 
2012  

49 2012 

Courts Act 2003  47 2003 

Town and Country Planning Act 1990  46 1990 

Local Government Finance Act 1988  44 1988 

Scotland Act 1998  44 1998 

Source: UK Parliament GitHub 
 

 
3.2 Framework bills in the Senedd 
 
There is evidence of framework bills in the Senedd stretching back to the 2007-11 term. In February 
2011 the then National Assembly for Wales Constitutional Affairs Committee reported on the 
drafting of Welsh Government Measures in the first three years after the then Assembly gained the 
power to pass primary legislation. The committee explained that a number of these Measures were 
skeletal in nature ‘with the detail to be filled in later through subordinate legislation’ (Constitutional 
Affairs Committee 2011, paragraph 23). In the Fourth Senedd, the Constitutional and Legislative 
Affairs Committee’s inquiry on law-making during 2011-16 was partly set up due to a trend towards 
bills being brought forward ‘before the policy had been fully developed and leaving important details 
to be brought forward by subordinate legislation at a later date’ (Constitutional and Legislative 
Affairs Committee 2015, paragraph 12). The committee argued that much of the detail contained in 
the Welsh Government’s Statements of Policy Intent could have been added to the text of bills. This 
would provide a legal basis to the government’s plans for how delegated powers were to be used. A 
report of the Committee’s successor in the Fifth Senedd on the Landfill Disposals Tax (Wales) Bill 
(Constitutional and Legislative Affairs Committee 2017) sets out several areas of policy that were left 
to delegated powers but which the committee felt should be included on the face of the bill.  
 
In the Sixth Senedd, the LJC committee’s report on the Welsh Tax Acts etc. (Power to Modify) Bill 
refers to the problems of skeleton bills and cites academics’ views, Senedd committee reports and 
reports by the DPRRC and House of Lords Secondary Legislation Scrutiny Committee as evidence of 
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the problems. Evidence to the committee from Sir Paul Silk indicated that powers to impose taxes 
should normally be made by primary rather than delegated legislation (Legislation, Justice and 
Constitution Committee 2022b).  
 
The LJC committee’s 2022-23 annual report identifies a further three framework bills (or bills that 
have framework elements): the Agriculture (Wales) Bill, Health Service Procurement (Wales) Bill and 
the Environment (Air Quality and Soundscapes) (Wales) Bill (Legislation, Justice and Constitution 
Committee 2023c). Since then, the committee has identified two further framework bills: the 
Infrastructure (Wales) Bill and the Local Government Finance (Wales) Bill. Taken together, these six 
bills constitute 43% of the fourteen bills introduced in the sixth Senedd by March 2024. This is a 
much higher proportion than in the UK Parliament but is based on a far smaller number of bills 
overall. 
 
3.3 Framework bills in the Scottish Parliament 
 
As in the Senedd, there is evidence of framework legislation in the Scottish Parliament from the 
2011-16 term. The Delegated Powers and Law Reform committee (DPLRC) of the Scottish Parliament 
noted in its report on the 2011-16 term that the numbers of framework bills increased during that 
period. They stated that ‘in most instances they are… bills where it appears that the policy is still to 
be fully developed’ (Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee, 2016, paragraph 51) and that 
delegated powers should not be used ‘simply to give the Scottish Ministers flexibility’ when they 
have not fully worked out the detail of a policy (Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee, 
2016, paragraph 53).  
 
The same committee’s report on the Legislative Consent Memorandum on the European Union 
(Withdrawal) Bill explained the committee had ‘consistently raised concerns about the use of so-
called framework legislation’ (Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee, 2017a, paragraph 27). 
The committee drew attention to the extremely wide-ranging powers granted to ministers via this 
bill although they accepted the need for them given the unprecedented size of the task at hand 
(adjusting UK legislation to ensure a coherent statute book after the UK had left the EU). The 
DPLRC’s report on use of the made-affirmative procedure (Delegated Powers and Law Reform 
Committee, 2022a) took evidence on the use of framework bills. Witnesses pointed to the increased 
use of these bills, a claim that was denied by then Deputy First Minister John Swinney in his evidence 
to the committee. 
 
The importance of this issue to Scottish Parliament committees, was clear from the Conveners 
Group’s4 questioning of the former First Minister on 27 March 2024. They began with questions 
about framework bills. Points were raised about the implications of these for parliamentary scrutiny 
and the need to provide more detail on how delegated powers will be used. 
 
While it is difficult to quantify the number of framework bills in the Scottish Parliament, partly due 
to variations in the terminology used to describe these types of bills over time, there are some 
prominent examples from reports of the DPLRC. They identify at least two bills from the 2011-16 
term (Land Reform (Scotland) Bill and the Burial and Cremation (Scotland) Bill) as framework bills in 
a letter from the chair of the committee to the Commission on Parliamentary Reform (Delegated 
Powers and Legal Reform Committee, 2017b).  
 
During the sixth term of the Scottish Parliament, in 2022, the DPLRC reported on the Coronavirus 
(Recovery and Reform) (Scotland) Bill and drew attention to the inclusion of five delegated powers 
to which the made-affirmative procedure had been applied (Delegated Powers and Law Reform 

                                                           
4 The Conveners Group brings together conveners of Scottish Parliament committees. 
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Committee 2022b). The committee asked Scottish ministers to supply written statements giving 
evidence for the need to introduce measures urgently, before the relevant statutory instruments 
come into force. They also asked that each measure have a sunset provision and that ministers 
include an assessment of the impact of each measure on those it would affect. The Scottish 
Government conceded on all these points except for the impact assessments. 
 
The National Care Service (Scotland) Bill, introduced in 2022 is described by the Health, Social Care 
and Sport committee as a framework bill. The committee’s summary of responses to its call for 
views on the bill, says that among respondents ‘There is widespread frustration at the overall lack of 
detail because the Bill is a framework bill, and this…poses challenges for scrutiny’ (Health, Social 
Care and Sport Committee, 2022, p.4). Respondents also argued that the lack of policy detail in the 
bill meant there were wide margins of error in the estimates of costs, adding uncertainty to the 
outcomes that might result from use of delegated powers. 
 
The DPLRC report on the Circular Economy (Scotland) Bill says ‘The Bill will primarily deliver enabling 
powers that will set a framework for taking action into the future’ (Delegated Powers and Law 
Reform Committee 2023, paragraph 4). Although this appears to be a framework bill, the committee 
agreed with the bulk of the delegated powers. This acceptance results from a range of factors 
including that sufficient restrictions on the powers are stated on the face of the bill, enough 
information is provided about how the power will be used, there are precedents for similar use of 
delegated powers elsewhere or there is a requirement to consult affected parties before bringing 
forward policy detail. 
 
In its Policy Memorandum, the Scottish Government labelled the Agriculture and Rural Communities 
(Scotland) Bill, published in January 2024, as a framework bill (Scottish Government 2023). The 
DPLRC’s (2024) report on the bill drew attention to the problems of this, noting that ‘the total 
amount of funding to be allocated [to the rural support plan proposed by the bill] and the 
breakdown of this funding is not known ahead of the legislation being passed’ (paragraph 29). In its 
report on the bill, the Rural Affairs and Islands Committee (2024) accepted the need for a framework 
bill on this issue but drew attention to the implications for parliamentary scrutiny, given the lack of 
detail on how powers in the bill might be used. 
 
This is not an exhaustive list so it is difficult to be precise about the proportion of bills that fall into 
the framework category in Scotland. At the time of writing, 40 government bills had been introduced 
in the sixth term, with four identified as framework. Roughly speaking, this percentage of framework 
bills in Scotland since 2021 (10%) is lower than in the Senedd (43%) and slightly higher than that at 
Westminster for the 2021-22 and 2022-23 sessions combined (9%). 
 
3.4 Framework bills in the Northern Ireland Assembly 
 
Framework bills in the Northern Ireland Assembly (NIA) are not expected to occur frequently on the 
basis that the NIA’s decision-making rules require broad support for any legislation to be passed. 
Delegating many policy-making powers to a minister in a single bill is not likely to be an attractive 
option in this scenario.  
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4. When might skeleton or framework bills be appropriate? 
 
The academic literature on delegation of power sets out several reasons why legislators might 
delegate policy-making power to executives. One theme in studies of this subject is time constraints. 
If there is an urgent need to implement legislation, primary legislative procedures may be too slow 
and so parliamentarians may be more willing to delegate (Carey and Shugart 2009: 18, Epstein and 
O’Halloran 1999: 49). 
 
Levels of trust among members of a government may also affect how far legislators are willing to 
delegate policy-making power. According to this approach, the motivation to include policy detail in 
a bill will be at its highest when members of government do not trust each other to implement their 
desired policies (Huber and Shipan 2002: 185). More broadly, this is particularly important for 
coalition governments. Coalition partners will want to make sure they each stick to agreements 
reached about policy. According to this approach, we should  see more policy detail in laws when 
there are coalitions in government. This explanation would fit well with the case of the Northern 
Ireland Assembly (as noted in the previous section) where governments are always coalitions of 
parties from the unionist and nationalist communities.  
 
If there is a minority government in office, the academic literature suggests we should  see more 
detail in primary legislation because non-governing parties will not want to delegate policy-making 
power to ministers who could use this power to shift policy away from what a majority in the 
legislature wants to see (Carey and Shugart 2009; Huber and Shipan 2002).  
 
Beyond the academic literature, the Welsh and UK governments state the circumstances under 
which they argue delegated powers may be acceptable. The Welsh Government’s principles of when 
suchpowers might be acceptable are set out in its Legislation Handbook on Assembly Bills (paragraph 
10.1). These include that: 

 the matters in question may need adjusting more often than it would be sensible for the 
Assembly to legislate for by primary legislation; 

 there may be rules which will be better made after some experience of administering the new 
Act and which it is not essential to have as soon as it begins to operate; 

 the use of delegated powers in a particular area may have a strong precedent and be 
uncontroversial; 

 there may be transitional and technical matters which it would be appropriate to deal with by 
delegated powers. 

 
The UK Cabinet Office Guide to Making Legislation sets out similar but slightly wider-ranging advice 
on when the UK government sees the delegation of powers as appropriate. These circumstances 
include: 

 Filling in the detail of minor, technical or administrative matters. 

 Situations when amendments to legislation might be needed more frequently than could 

reasonably be carried out by Parliament through the primary legislation process. 

 When consultation is needed on the detail of a policy such as the level of a fee. 

 When operating in a new area of policy to give ministers “an acceptable level of flexibility” to 

make changes in the light of experience.  

 To allow flexibility for policy to be made differently for different groups or areas. 

 Where there are precedents for using delegated powers and where it is uncontroversial to do so. 

 
Some of the circumstances set out above are evidenced in reports from the DPRRC. For example, 
part of the Land Registration Act 2002 sets out a legal framework for the introduction of electronic 

Pack Page 80

https://www.gov.wales/legislation-handbook-assembly-bills
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/guide-to-making-legislation/guide-to-making-legislation-html
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2002/9/contents


10 
 

conveyancing. In this case, stakeholders recommended that the government needed flexibility to 
take account of future developments in implementing this policy. Given this and the detailed and 
uncontroversial nature of the delegated powers to introduce electronic conveyancing, the DPRRC 
felt this bill was acceptable (Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee 2001).  
 
Similarly, when considering the Pension Schemes Act 2015, the DPRRC noted that there were strong 
precedents for delegating many powers in this area of policy and did not dismiss the government’s 
arguments about the need for flexibility to accommodate changes in the pensions market 
(Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee 2014b). This is surely an example of a 
complex policy area that requires expertise on the part of policy makers and where the delegations 
are on matters of detail. Given this, the DPRRC was more concerned with the scrutiny procedures to 
be used for regulations made under the Act than with the amount of delegated powers it contained.  
 
There are also examples of more policy detail being provided by governments under pressure from 
parliaments as a framework bill passes through the legislative process. The UK government made 
changes in response to DPRRC reports on the problems of introducing a Community Infrastructure 
Levy as part of the Planning Act 2008 (Greenberg 2011: 210). This levy is paid by owners or 
developers of land, the value of which might increase as a result of housing developments. 
According to the DPRRC’s first report on this bill, too many of the features of the levy were to be 
established by powers delegated to ministers. The UK Government responded by introducing 
amendments providing detail on how the levy would work in practice. The DPRRC noted in two 
reports (13th and 15th reports of the 2007-08 session, 2008b, 2008c) that these amendments made 
the relevant part of the bill much less skeletal in nature, making it more acceptable to the 
committee. 
 
Nevertheless, parliaments do not have to agree with government guidance on when the use of 
skeleton bills or delegated powers more broadly might be acceptable. In its report on the 
Infrastructure (Wales) Bill, the LJC rejected the Welsh Government’s argument about some of the 
delegated powers in the Bill. Specifically, ministers were delegated the ability to define the kinds of 
infrastructure developments for which consent might be sought. The Government argued this was 
needed to allow for flexibility to respond to future situations not yet anticipated (LJC Committee 
2023d, paragraph 138). While this might have been consistent with some of the guidance in the 
Legislation Handbook on Assembly Bills, the committee argued the Government had not provided 
‘robust reasoning’ for the delegation and that it was not ‘appropriate that the Senedd will have no 
role in approving its use’ (paragraph 154).   
 
A similar point was made by the LJC’s predecessor with reference to the Counsel General’s 
guidelines on procedures for scrutinising delegated legislation. In its report on the Higher Education 
(Wales) Bill in 2014, the Constitutional and Legislative Affairs Committee (2014) discussed the 
scrutiny procedures to be used for statutory instruments enabled by the Act. Paragraph 25 of the 
committee’s report stated:  
 

We acknowledge that the Welsh Government will use the Counsel General‘s guidelines on 
the choice of affirmative or negative procedure in drafting legislation. While they are 
extremely helpful, we will come to our own view on a particular provision based on a range 
of factors, including our own analysis of the Bill and the context of each provision. 

 
Similarly, the DPRRC in the UK Parliament, has its own guidance on how skeleton legislation should 
be dealt with and the limited circumstances in which it might be acceptable (see section 7 below). 
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The following section assesses how UK legislatures scrutinise framework bills and statutory 
instruments in general. 
 
 

5. How do UK legislatures scrutinise framework bills and statutory instruments? 
 
5.1 Procedures for framework bills 
 
The Senedd’s Legislation, Justice and Constitution committee considers all bills introduced in the 
Senedd. This includes examining ‘the balance between the information that is included on the face 
of the Bill and that which is left to subordinate legislation’.5 This mechanism allows the committee to 
establish how skeletal each bill is. The committee’s evidence sessions with relevant ministers as part 
of Stage 1 of the legislative process can be used to question the government on this point. The LJC 
also draws attention in its annual reports to the use of framework bills. 
 
The Welsh Government’s (2019) Legislation Handbook on Assembly Bills does not refer explicitly to 
framework or skeleton bills but does so implicitly, stating that when drafting legislation, ‘Careful 
thought will need to be given to whether the matters, although detailed, are so much of the essence 
of the Bill that the Assembly ought to consider them along with the rest of the Bill’ (paragraph 
10.2a). The Handbook provides advice on the provision of draft statutory instruments and states in 
chapter 11 that ‘it is helpful’ for the Senedd to see draft regulations that are ‘central to a bill’s effect’ 
(11.1). Ideally the relevant committee should be able to consider draft regulations at Stage 1 of the 
legislative process. If this cannot be done, then a statement of policy intent ‘must be prepared’ 
(11.7). 
 
In the UK Parliament, the process of scrutinising framework bills is fundamentally the same as for 
any other type of bill. These bills do not have any special status in the Standing Orders of either 
House. Nevertheless, the DPRRC asks the government to make a declaration when a bill is a skeleton 
bill. The Cabinet Office Guide to Making Legislation offers a definition of what it calls ‘framework (or 
‘skeleton’)’ bills or provisions. It states that ‘legislation in this form will need to be fully justified to 
the DPRRC. In these cases it is helpful to explain the steps taken to include policy detail, limitations 
on the power and appropriate safeguards on the face of the bill’ (Cabinet Office, 2022, paragraph 
15.19). Similar to the advice given in the Legislation Handbook cited above, the Cabinet Office Guide 
also points out that MPs and peers ‘will find it helpful’ (paragraph 15.35) to see draft versions of 
regulations at the committee stage in the legislative process. 
 
5.2 Scrutinising statutory instruments in UK legislatures: differences from Senedd procedures 
 
The Appendix provides summaries of procedures used to scrutinise statutory instruments (SIs) in the 
legislatures of the UK. This section draws attention to two procedures that differ from the Senedd’s 
approach. 
 
5.2.1 Consideration of Scottish Statutory Instruments under the affirmative procedure in the Scottish 
Parliament 
When the Scottish Parliament considers a Scottish Statutory Instrument (SSI) under the affirmative 
procedure, the relevant Scottish Minister is required to propose a motion to the lead committee 
(meaning the committee responsible for the relevant policy area) that the SSI be approved. The 
minister gives evidence to the committee which then reports to the Scottish Parliament. This 

                                                           
5 This statement appears at the start of LJC committee reports on bills. See for example, paragraph 10 of the 
LJC’s report on the Local Government Finance (Wales) Bill, March 2024. 
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procedure is significant because it differs from how affirmative SIs are considered in the UK and 
Welsh parliaments in that the lead (subject-specific) committee has the opportunity to question the 
relevant Minister as part of the standard procedure. More details of this are in the Appendix. 
 
5.2.2 The SL1 Letter procedure in the Northern Ireland Assembly 
The distinctive aspect of the Northern Ireland Assembly’s (NIA) procedure for considering what are 
called statutory rules (SRs rather than SIs) is that committees consider proposals for SRs ahead of 
them being laid before the Assembly. Proposed SRs are sent to the policy-relevant committee 
(rather than a delegated legislation committee) via what is known as an SL1 Letter. This letter must 
explain the procedure to be used for the SR and its purpose as well as the results of any 
consultation. The committee can scrutinise the statutory rule from a policy as well as a legal 
perspective. This process is derived from the statutory duty of NIA committees to ‘advise and assist 
each Northern Ireland minister in the formulation of policy’ (Northern Ireland Act 1998, section 
29(1)(a)).  
 
Ministers do not have to accept changes suggested by the committee and may be less likely to 
implement them if they are certain of support from a broad range of Members of the Legislative 
Assembly (MLAs) for their version of the SR. In addition, committees have wide remits and limited 
resources and this can mean that SL1s may proceed quite quickly through committees. The technical 
aspects of scrutiny are delegated to the Examiner of Statutory Rules who uses similar tests of the 
SR’s legality to those used by staff in the JCSI. 
 
 

6. The drawbacks of framework legislation 
 
These descriptions of statutory instrument procedures hint at the problems of limited opportunities 
for scrutiny compared with that of primary legislation. This section looks in more depth at these and 
other drawbacks of framework legislation and the extensive use of delegated powers.  
 
6.1 Inability to scrutinise policy detail 
 
The principal drawback of framework legislation is that it results in much policy being made via 
statutory instruments, the scrutiny of which is far more limited than that of primary legislation. This 
fundamental problem was set out in a letter from the chairs of three House of Lords committees 
(SLSC, DPRRC and the Constitution Committee) in 2020 to government ministers. The committee 
chairs argued that that skeleton bills mean policy development is limited at the point bills are being 
scrutinised and that this is ‘detrimental to good government as well as effective parliamentary 
scrutiny’. They also said:  
 

Without substantive provision on the face of the Bill, Parliament is being asked to pass 
legislation without knowing how the powers conferred may be exercised by ministers and so 
without knowing what impact the legislation may have on members of the public affected by 
it. It is not enough for the Government to give assurances to Parliament about how the 
powers will be exercised…powers delegated to ministers have to be assessed not by how the 
Government say they will be exercised but by how they could be exercised by future 
administrations (Hodgson et al. 2020). 

 
In its 2014 study of delegated legislation based on interviews with MPs, peers, and staff from both 
Houses of the UK Parliament, the Hansard Society explain how framework legislation sometimes 
comes about due to a combination of disagreements over policy and time pressure on governments. 
This can lead drafters to write delegated powers into a bill rather than including policy detail. If there 
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is a lack of clarity about how the power might be used, then it may be difficult to draft anything 
other than a wide-ranging power. This would likely slow down the passage of the bill because 
legislators may object to the breadth of the powers (Fox and Blackwell 2014, p.59) and may reason 
that widely drawn powers introduce the possibility of the delegated legislation being used in an 
unanticipated way. 
 
Elsewhere, the Hansard Society has argued that the advice set out by the Cabinet Office on 
framework bills is not followed consistently. This advice, set out earlier, is to explain how delegated 
powers in framework bills have been limited and to provide draft versions of regulations for 
parliamentarians to see during the legislative process. The Hansard Society argues that if this advice 
was closely followed, many of the problems described above would be greatly reduced (Hansard 
Society 2023, p.9). 
 
6.1.1 Examples from the Senedd 
The Agriculture (Wales) Act 2023 provides a prime example of the inability to scrutinise policy detail 
in framework bills. In its report on the bill, the LJC (2023a) committee pointed to a range of 
problems. First, they noted that significant elements of two parts of the bill ‘fall into the category of 
an enabling bill’ (paragraph 64). Second, concerns about how delegated powers might be used were 
heightened by the Welsh Government’s justification of a framework approach on the grounds that 
the bill will be in place for several decades. These powers could be used to make major policy 
changes well into the future without adequate scrutiny (paragraphs 66 and 71). An example of these 
concerns was raised by the Economy, Trade and Rural Affairs Committee. In its report on the bill, 
attention was drawn to a section that allows the definition of agriculture to be altered by statutory 
instrument. This meant that ‘the entire scope of this framework Bill for Welsh agriculture policy 
could be changed by Welsh Ministers in future by subordinate legislation’ (Economy, Trade and 
Rural Affairs Committee 2023, paragraph 23).6 Third, the LJC committee rejected the Welsh 
Government’s argument that the affirmative procedure for statutory instruments provides for 
‘significant’ or ‘full scrutiny’. This is on the grounds that the procedures for scrutinising delegated 
legislation are far more limited than those for primary legislation (paragraphs 83-84), as the next 
section goes on to discuss.  
 
LJC committee reports on other bills highlight the issue of the Welsh Government declining to 
provide draft versions of regulations, despite the advice in the government’s Legislation Handbook 
on Assembly Bills (chapter 11). The LJC committee requested that the Welsh Government publish a 
draft of the ‘public services outsourcing and workforce code’ prior to the Social Partnership and 
Public Procurement (Wales) Act 2023 reaching Stage 3 of the legislative process (Legislation, Justice 
and Constitution Committee 2022c: paragraph 67). The Government declined to do so stating that it 
needed to consult with stakeholders first (Blythyn 2022).  
 
Similarly, the LJC committee requested the Welsh Government publish drafts of regulations enabled 
by the Tertiary Education and Research (Wales) Act 2022 so that these could be considered at Stage 
2 of the legislative process (Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee 2022a, recommendation 
3). The Welsh Government declined to do so for similar reasons to those given in the Social 
Partnership and Public Procurement example above (Miles 2022). 
 
 
6.2 Limited scrutiny of statutory instruments 

The LJC committee considers all statutory instruments laid before the Senedd. It assesses them in 
technical terms and with regard to their legal or political importance (see Senedd Standing Orders 

                                                           
6 For more on futureproofing, see section 6.5. 
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21.2 and 21.3). LJC reports on SIs must be published no later than 20 days after an instrument has 
been laid. Committees in the Senedd and academic researchers have pointed to the problems of 
scrutinising the policy content of SIs given committees’ workload, which includes both legislative and 
oversight functions. Stirbu explains that the size of the Senedd means members often need to take 
on roles in multiple committees. The resulting high workloads along with turnover in committee 
membership can make it difficult at times for committee members to give as much attention as is 
needed for detailed scrutiny of legislation (Stirbu 2021: 42-44). In its 2015 report Making Laws in 
Wales, the Constitutional and Legislative Affairs committee stated, ‘It is particularly difficult for 
committees with a heavy policy and Bill workload to factor in such scrutiny at short notice following 
the laying of an instrument and given that there is only a relatively short period in which to report’ 
(2015, paragraph 331). They suggest this strengthens the argument for expanding the size of the 
Senedd. They recommend that when committees do have sufficient time to look at delegated 
legislation, they do so during the government consultation process before an SI is laid. This gives 
more time and an opportunity to suggest amendments before the content of the SI is fixed. 
Nevertheless, the problem remains of the limited time and resources needed to monitor 
government consultations. 

Research on delegated legislation in the UK case indicates that scrutiny of SIs is minimal. One 
problem is that they are unamendable and therefore present legislators with a take-it-or-leave-it 
decision. There is theoretically a possibility of an SI either being annulled (if subject to the negative 
procedure) or not being approved (if subject to the affirmative procedure). Defeats are very rare 
though. Hansard Society data from 2021 in the UK case show only six SIs have been rejected since 
1950 and none have been rejected in the Commons since 1979 (Hansard Society 2021). The House of 
Lords tends not to reject (although does debate) SIs, conscious of its position as an unelected 
chamber.  
 
While MPs can attempt to trigger a debate on an SI subject to the negative procedure by tabling an 
Early Day Motion (EDM) to ‘pray’ that the SI be annulled, this happens infrequently. In the 2016-17 
session, for instance, only 21 of 537 negative SIs were prayed against (Pywell 2019, p.110). Even 
when an MP tables an EDM, the government controls whether a debate takes place or not.  
 
When affirmative procedures are used at Westminster, after consideration in a Delegated 
Legislation Committee (DLC), votes on the floor of the House tend to take place without debate (as 
noted above). This means that many MPs may know little about the SI on which they are voting 
(Pywell 2019, p.111). Data from the 2016-17 session indicate the Commons spent only 0.5% of its 
sitting time on motions to approve SIs and that the average duration of a DLC meeting was 26 
minutes (Pywell 2019, p.111). These limitations on scrutiny are compounded by the fact that the 
Joint Committee on Statutory Instruments does not consider the merits of delegated legislation. 
 
 
6.3 The use of delegated legislation to make guidance and tertiary legislation 
 
Further problems with the scrutiny of delegated legislation identified by the DPRRC (2021a) in its 
Democracy Denied report and in the SLSC’s (2021) Government by Diktat report include the use of 
delegated powers that allow ministers to issue guidance, with no parliamentary procedure for 
scrutiny of the power. This is not unusual in itself but the DPRRC draw attention to powers allowing 
ministers to issue mandatory guidance or guidance to which the person to whom it is addressed 
‘must have regard’. The committee points out that such guidance is, in effect, legislation that the UK 
Parliament cannot scrutinise (paragraphs 91-95). In its Government by Diktat report, the SLSC gives 
an example of how guidance can be used to ‘amplify’ legislation in the form of the Health Protection 
(Coronavirus, Restrictions) (No. 3) and (All Tiers) (England) (Amendment) Regulations 2021. Here the 
definition of a ’critical worker’ was left to guidance and yet this was central to deciding who was 
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entitled to benefit from childcare during the pandemic (Secondary Legislation Scrutiny Committee 
2021, paragraph 56). 
 
The DPRRC and Constitution Committee reports also refer to the use of delegated powers to create 
tertiary legislation. This is when ministers are delegated the ability to sub-delegate power to an 
institution of some kind. The European Union (Withdrawal) Act 2018 allowed for tertiary legislation 
not subject to any parliamentary procedure. The DPRRC’s report on the Bill said some of the powers 
within it ‘could, for example, be used to create new bodies with wide powers to legislate in one of 
the many areas currently governed by EU law, including aviation, banking, investment services, 
chemicals and medicines’ (Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee 2017, paragraph 
28). Such bodies could make law without being subject to scrutiny in the UK Parliament. 
 
 
6.4 Using framework legislation and delegated powers for financial and fiscal matters 
 
The problems of poor scrutiny of SIs noted above are particularly significant when it comes to the 
financial implications of legislation made in this way. The Renewable Heat Initiative scheme in 
Northern Ireland, which proved to be a very costly policy was established using delegated legislation 
and ultimately led to the resignation of the Deputy First Minister and the collapse of the Northern 
Ireland Executive.  
 
In Wales, the change to the general speed limit for restricted roads from 30 to 20 miles per hour was 
brought about through a statutory instrument.7 This SI was considered by the LJC Committee and 
the Climate Change, Environment and Infrastructure Committee but not by the Finance Committee. 
The financial implications of the change are potentially widespread. The Welsh Government argued 
it would save costs due to the lower likelihood of accidents, while others argued costs would 
increase for those transporting goods by road and for the bus industry due to longer journey times 
(Howorth, 2023). The opportunity for scrutiny of these potential financial implications was 
considerably more limited than it would have been had the change been made through primary 
legislation.  
 
The Welsh Tax Acts etc. (Power to Modify) Act was discussed briefly in Section 3 above. Debate on 
the delegated powers in this piece of legislation was partly concerned with whether tax changes 
should be possible through delegated legislation. For the purposes of comparison, in the UK case, 
changes to taxation are made via primary legislation in the form of the Finance Bill although the 
procedure is different from that used in other areas of law-making. The 1968 Provisional Collection 
of Taxes Act allows for some tax changes to take effect by 6pm on budget day via a Provisional 
Collection of Taxes motion, which Parliament must approve. Other resolutions must be passed by 
Parliament within ten sitting days of the budget to give effect to tax changes. The Finance Bill must 
then be passed within a fixed time period in order to give permanent effect to the resolutions (Seely 
2023, p.8). This procedure is specific to the budget but crucially it does not involve delegated 
legislation.  
 
For some, taxation powers are so fundamental that they must only be made by primary legislation. 
Some witnesses giving evidence to the LJC committee on this bill made exactly that point. The Welsh 
Government’s argument was that it needed the powers to respond quickly to changes in UK tax law 
to protect Welsh revenues. This was particularly the case for tax avoidance schemes where changes 
might be needed swiftly to ensure revenues are protected. The LJC committee report (2022b) 
engages in questions of whether a system similar to that used in the UK Parliament (through the 

                                                           
7 The Restricted Roads (20 mph Speed Limit) (Wales) Order 2022, enabled by the Road Traffic Regulation Act 
1984. 
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Provisional Collection of Taxes Act 1968 and an annual Finance Act) should be adopted in Wales with 
views for and against this set out by witnesses. Ministers argued that this would not directly address 
the reasons why they included delegated powers in the Welsh Tax Acts etc. (Power to Modify) Act. 
This was on the basis that these powers were designed for rapid changes being made outside of the 
annual budgetary cycle. 
 
 
6.5 Unintended consequences of framework legislation and the process of futureproofing 
 
One possible effect of framework bills is that the extensive use of widely drawn delegated powers 
may mean they are used in ways not anticipated when the powers were drawn up. An example from 
the UK is the power given to ministers via the Social Security Contributions and Benefits Act 1992 to 
determine the amount of Housing Benefit that can be received by claimants. This Act allows 
ministers to set the ‘appropriate maximum housing benefit’. This begins at a particular level from 
which deductions are made depending on the regulations made by ministers via delegated 
legislation. In 2012 the Conservative-Liberal Democrat coalition government introduced a change 
that reduced the amount of benefit paid if claimants, in the social rented sector, had spare 
bedrooms in their dwellings.8 The government referred to this as the removal of the spare room 
subsidy, while opponents labelled it a ‘bedroom tax’ (Tucker 2018, p. 351). It led to tension within 
the coalition, evidence of which was the introduction by a Liberal Democrat backbench MP of a 
private members’ bill to alter the policy, although the bill did not become law. 
 
A further example is the laying of a statutory instrument (SI) by the UK government in 2015 to make 
over £4bn worth of cuts to tax credits.9 The House of Lords voted to delay consideration of this SI. 
The House of Lords Constitution Committee argued that this was an example of an SI being used in a 
very different way from that intended by the authors of the enabling legislation (Tax Credits Act 
2002), which was to vary these tax credits rather than to make huge cuts to them (Constitution 
Committee, 2016, paragraph 41).  
 
Alternatively delegated powers may be included in bills where there is no intention of using them at 
the time the bill is being passed through the legislative process. Often known as futureproofing, this 
gives ministers the option to introduce policy changes in future without having to make primary 
legislation. The LJC has drawn attention to this practice in its reports on Senedd bills. A recent 
example is the inclusion of a power in the Environment (Air Quality and Soundscapes) (Wales) Bill 
2023 expanding the circumstances under which Welsh Ministers can introduce trunk road charging. 
Under the new law, tolls could be introduced for the purpose of reducing air pollution. The Welsh 
Government’s explanatory memorandum for the bill indicated there were no plans to introduce 
such road charges. The then Minister for Climate Change, Julie James defended the policy to the 
Climate Change, Environment and Infrastructure Committee (CCEIC) on 29 March 2023 saying: 
 

‘I know it does seem counterintuitive that we’re taking powers to do something we’re not 
planning to do. But it’s because we want to futureproof this Bill; we don’t want to have to 
come back with more primary legislation in circumstances where, actually, we haven’t been 
successful in reducing airborne pollutants as a result of vehicle emissions by the other 
measures that we’re taking forward’ 

 

                                                           
8 This change was made through the Housing Benefit (Amendment) Regulations 2012. 
9 This SI was the Tax Credits (Income Thresholds and Determination of Rates) (Amendment) Regulations 2015. 
The House of Lords’ vote to delay consideration of this SI led the UK Government to launch the Strathclyde 
Review into Secondary Legislation and the Primacy of the House of Commons.  
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In its report on the bill the LJC (2022b) said ‘As a matter of principle, we do not believe it is 
appropriate for the Welsh Ministers to take powers “just in case” they may be needed in the future, 
particularly when the policy may be more appropriate for primary legislation’. The CCEIC’s report 
(2023) added to this point by referring to unintended consequences that might follow from 
introducing road charging, such as higher levels of traffic on residential roads. On this basis, the 
committees argued that it would be better to introduce these changes through primary legislation 
which provided an appropriate opportunity for scrutiny.  
 
UK governments use futureproofing as a motivation for the inclusion of delegated powers in some 
bills. This term can be found in delegated powers memoranda that the government must produce at 
the point of introducing a bill. In response to this, the House of Lords’ Constitution Committee’s 
2018 report on The Legislative Process: The Delegation of Powers, referred to the problems of 
scrutinising skeleton bills and argued that the Government ‘cannot rely on generalised assertions of 
the need for flexibility or futureproofing’ as justification for framework legislation (Constitution 
Committee 2018, paragraph 58). These similar responses from committees in the UK Parliament and 
Senedd indicate the problematic nature of futureproofing in the eyes of some parliamentarians.  
 
 

7. Examples of best practice in scrutinising framework legislation 
 
In the specific case of framework bills, the Cabinet Office Guide to Making Legislation (paragraph 
15.19) advises ministers they will need to justify the use of this type of legislation in full to the 
DPRRC. This means explaining what has been done to include policy detail in the bill, explaining 
limitations to the powers included and pointing to appropriate precedents for the use of delegated 
powers.  

One of the things that governments can do to improve a parliament’s ability to scrutinise framework 
bills is to provide drafts of the regulations that ministers plan to make with the powers delegated to 
them in a bill. The Cabinet Office Guide advises that this should be done at committee stage in 
Westminster when MPs and peers consider the detail of a bill (paragraph 15.35). If draft regulations 
cannot be produced at that stage, UK government departments are asked to consider providing 
policy statements that indicate how delegated powers would be used (paragraph 15.36).  

The DPRRC (2021b) goes further in its guidance for Departments on skeleton bills. This asks 
governments to use skeleton bills only in exceptional circumstances and to indicate their use with a 
“skeleton legislation declaration” in the delegated powers memorandum produced with each 
government bill. This memorandum must list all the delegated powers in a bill, indicate the 
proposed parliamentary procedure and justify the need for the delegation as well as the choice of 
procedure. 

Examples of good practice from Westminster include those where the skeletal nature of bills is 
reduced by the provision of information about how delegated powers will be used. For example, in 
its report on the Health and Social Care Act 2008 the DPRRC pointed to a new health-in-pregnancy 
grant that was to be made available. All aspects of the rules concerning entitlement to and the 
amount of the new grant were to be set out in regulations. These therefore appeared to be skeleton 
clauses but, in line with the Cabinet Office Guide to Making Legislation, the Government provided 
draft regulations. The committee responded that, on this basis, they did not consider the power to 
be ‘inappropriate’ (Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee 2008a, paragraph 17).  
 
In its report on the Infrastructure Bill in the 2014-15 session, the DPRRC (2014a) drew attention to 
part of the Bill that is ‘entirely enabling in character’. It grants powers concerned with allowing 
individuals and groups to purchase a stake in local renewable electricity generation facility. This was 
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acceptable to the DPRRC because Schedule 5 of the Bill provides much detail about what provisions 
can be made using these powers and therefore limits how the power can be used. Again, this is 
consistent with what the Cabinet Office Guide asks legislative drafters to do. 
 
Based on discussions in the House of Lords’ second reading debate of the Criminal Defence Service 
Bill in the 2005-6 session, the DPRRC (2015) considered whether this was a skeleton bill. The Bill 
deals with the provision of legal aid. It amended the Access to Justice Act 1999 which had set up the 
Criminal Defence Service. The committee concluded that when read with this 1999 Act, there was 
sufficient clarity about the policy that the delegated powers would implement, that they did not 
deem this to be a skeleton bill. The lesson from these examples is that bills that delegate 
considerable numbers of powers to ministers may be acceptable if enough detail is provided about 
the limits to and the policies to be implemented by those powers. Such information reduces the 
scrutiny deficit in that legislators are more aware when assessing a bill, of the policies that could 
follow from it. 
 
Academic literature on delegated powers offers some pointers as to good practice from outside the 
UK. Fleming and Ghazi (2023) look at how delegated legislation is scrutinised in Australia, Canada, 
India, Ireland, New Zealand and South Africa. Although they find that merits-based scrutiny is weak 
in all six of these cases, they find strengths in other aspects. In the Australian case, backbenchers are 
in a better position than those in the UK’s legislatures in forcing debate on disallowing a piece of 
delegated legislation. In the Australian Senate, such motions take precedence over other business. 
Australia also has a system whereby motions to disallow an SI will automatically take effect if not 
dealt within fifteen sitting days. This means that, in the House of Representatives (the lower house 
in the Australian Parliament) motions of that type are normally debated in government time in order 
that the government does not lose the SI. Canada and New Zealand have similar procedures 
although these are limited in that they are not open to all members to move. For instance, in 
Canada, such motions can only be moved if based on a report from the committee that looks at the 
legality of secondary legislation. These procedures might allow for more attention to be drawn to SIs 
than at present in UK legislatures and might generate change through government anticipating 
reactions to particular SIs.  
 
 

8. Conclusion 
 
Framework or skeleton legislation is used in some cases to outline a policy to be introduced and for 
stakeholders to be consulted before policy detail is worked out. Framework bills enable 
governments flexibility to deal with future scenarios, the details of which are not yet known. This 
was particularly the case in the run up to the UK leaving the EU 
 
Framework legislation, however, brings problems for parliamentary scrutiny. Statutory Instruments 
that follow from framework legislation cannot be amended by the Senedd. Furthermore,  
opportunities for scrutinising the policy detail implemented through delegated legislation are far 
more limited than those for scrutinising primary legislation. This may mean that significant policy 
changes are introduced without much scrutiny. As noted in earlier, such changes might have 
widespread financial implications or could involve making changes to taxation. As pointed out in 
2015 by the Constitutional and Legislative Affairs committee and by Stirbu (2021), the limited size of 
committees in the Senedd, combined with their heavy workload and their dual legislative and policy 
functions means that finding time to scrutinise SIs within the time allowed can be difficult. This 
problem is not limited to the Senedd. The UK Parliament’s procedures mean that very little time is 
spent in the chamber of the House of Commons scrutinising SIs. Even Commons committees 
dedicated to discussing delegated legislation may deal with it rapidly. 
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Granting powers to ministers that they have no intention of using in the foreseeable future – often 
described as futureproofing – can add to the problems of framework bills. This generates 
uncertainty by creating possibilities for powers to be used in unintended ways by future 
governments, who may have different intentions from those introducing the delegated powers.  
 
These drawbacks are significant given the prevalence of framework legislation. 43% of the bills 
introduced in the sixth Senedd by March 2024 were framework bills. Although it is difficult to be 
precise, the equivalent figure was 10% for the sixth Scottish Parliament and roughly 9% for the 2021-
22 and 2022-23 sessions combined in the UK Parliament.  
 
Some of these problems might be reduced by following the advice contained in the Legislation 
Handbook on Assembly Bills or the Cabinet Office’s Guide to Making Legislation about the use of 
delegated powers and framework bills (covered in section 4 above). Nevertheless, the Senedd has 
repeatedly pointed to the problems of framework bills where policy detail cannot be scrutinised 
through the primary legislative process and where – even if government guidance is followed – 
delegated powers are open to be used by future governments without sufficient scrutiny and in 
ways not envisaged at the time enabling bills are passed.  
 
Some of the procedures used outside of the Senedd and UK Parliament for scrutinising statutory 
instruments may help to reduce the scrutiny deficit caused by framework bills. One example is the 
requirement for ministers to move a motion in the relevant policy-based committee in the Scottish 
Parliament for statutory instruments considered under the affirmative procedure. Another, in the 
NIA, is the SL1 Letter procedure, meaning amendments can be suggested before secondary 
legislation formally begins its passage through the legislature. The system, in Australia, for giving 
priority to votes disallowing a statutory instrument may help to improve scrutiny in a procedure that 
is otherwise balanced in favour of the executive. Nevertheless, there would be less need for these 
innovations if the use of framework legislation was reduced. 
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Appendix: Procedures for scrutiny of secondary legislation in the UK’s legislatures 
 

Scrutiny of statutory instruments in the Senedd 
 
When proposing a statutory instrument, the Welsh Government must publish an explanatory 
memorandum, a Regulatory Impact Assessment and a report from the Auditor General for Wales if 
needed, with views given the appropriateness of any expenditure that follows from the instrument. 
 
There are several procedures for parliamentary scrutiny of statutory instruments in the Senedd. 
Senedd Acts that delegate powers will state the procedure assigned to each. This choice, along with 
the instrument itself, will be considered by the Legislation, Justice and Constitution committee. 
Some SIs have no parliamentary procedure assigned to them and so are not considered by the 
Senedd. This is often the case for commencement orders which bring into force all or part of an Act. 
 

Affirmative procedure  
This procedure, in essence, means that an SI must be approved by the Senedd before it can come 
into force. In this case a minister must table a motion that the SI be approved. Before this can be 
done, the committee considering the instrument must have reported or 20 days need to have 
passed since the motion was tabled. SIs normally go to LJC committee which considers them on the 
basis of legality and whether their aims are best achieved via secondary rather than primary 
legislation. Any SIs involving taxes are also looked at by Finance Committee. Other committees can 
choose to report on an instrument although they must give the Welsh Government notice of this 
within seven days of the SI being laid. The SI comes into force only if approved by the Senedd. 
 

Negative procedure  
This is the most frequently used procedure. In this case, the Senedd has the power to annul an SI 
within a particular period after it is laid. First, the minister makes the policy by signing the 
instrument. Once it is made, the relevant minister will lay the SI before the Senedd which then has 
up to 21 days to annul it. The LJC committee cites breaches of this rule in its annual reports, in other 
words, it points out cases where an SI comes into force fewer than 21 days after it was laid. If no 
motion to annul is tabled, or if a motion is tabled but defeated, the SI remains law. As with 
affirmative-procedure SIs, the LJC committee reports on these instruments. 
 
Watkin and Greenberg (2018, pp.203-204) point out that if there is a vote in the chamber to annul 
an SI and the vote is a tie, the Presiding Officer must vote against the motion thereby allowing the 
instrument to remain valid or, in other words, for the status quo to persist. Significantly, this is the 
opposite of what happens with primary legislation when, in a tied vote, maintaining the status quo 
means voting against the legislation. Governments anticipating tied votes (for instance, if they were 
to have 50% or close to 50% of the Senedd seats) may therefore have an incentive to use secondary 
legislation under the negative rather than affirmative procedure.  

 

Super-affirmative procedure 
Under this procedure, a draft of the SI must be available some time before it is laid. It is possible for 
MSs to suggest amendments during this period but there are no requirements for ministers to take 
them on board. In some cases, ministers may be required to report on how they respond to the 
amendments when they lay the instrument in its final form.  
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Enhanced-negative procedure 
SIs subject to this approach must be published in draft before being laid by the minister. 
Amendments can be suggested but, as with super-affirmative SIs, there is no requirement that 
ministers act on these except that they might be required to explain any changes made when laying 
the instrument. 
 
 

Scrutiny of statutory instruments in the UK Parliament 
 
In the UK Parliament, if an SI has been assigned a procedure for parliamentary scrutiny, it will 
normally be considered by the Joint Committee on Statutory Instruments (JCSI). This includes 
members of the Commons and the Lords although much of its detailed work is done by 
parliamentary lawyers (Page 2001, p.159). The JCSI deals with the legality of SIs and not with their 
policy content. Among other things, the committee looks for drafting errors and assesses whether 
the content of the SI is within that permitted by the enabling act from which it originates.  
 
The House of Lords’ Secondary Legislation Scrutiny Committee (SLSC) considers the policy content of 
SIs. It decides whether to draw the House of Lords’ attention to particular SIs it views as legally or 
politically important. Its decisions are not binding. 
 
As in the Welsh case, some SIs have no parliamentary procedure assigned to them. These tend to be 
uncontentious. For those that do have a procedure, the options are similar to those in the Senedd. 
More detail can be found in the Commons Library Briefing on SIs (Kelly, 2016). 
 

Affirmative procedure 
Under this procedure, SIs require approval by Parliament to become law. SIs considered through the 
affirmative procedure will be assigned to a Delegated Legislation Committee in the Commons. The 
committee can consider the instrument but cannot make any amendments to it. Following this, a 
vote to approve the SI will take place on the floor of the Commons without debate. The House of 
Lords will not debate an SI under this procedure until the Joint Committee on Statutory Instruments 
and the Secondary Legislation Scrutiny Committee have considered the instrument. A vote on the SI 
takes place in the chamber of the House of Lords. 
 
Made-affirmative SIs come into force before being seen by Parliament. These SIs require approval 
within a fixed time period in order to remain in force. For example, 77 Covid-related SIs were made 
using this procedure during the pandemic (Judge 2021, p.289). These allow for legislation to be 
made quickly but such law is only scrutinised after it has come into effect. 
 

Negative procedure 
SIs considered under this procedure become law but can be annulled if either the Commons or Lords 
passes a motion to that effect within a certain time period, normally 40 days. In the Commons, any 
member can put down a motion to annul an SI but the motion is not likely to be debated unless it 
attracts many signatories. It is up to the government to decide whether to give time for a debate. 
 

Super-affirmative procedure 
In this case, Parliament, through its committees, can consider a proposal for an SI before it is laid. 
Amendments can be suggested but do not have to be acted upon. After this, the SI will be laid by the 
minister under the affirmative procedure. 
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Scrutiny of statutory instruments in the Scottish Parliament  
 
SIs laid before the Scottish Parliament (Scottish Statutory Instruments (SSIs)) to which a 
parliamentary procedure has been assigned are considered by the Delegated Powers and Law 
Reform Committee (DPLRC). This committee, like the JCSI in the UK Parliament and the LJC 
Committee in the Senedd, carries out a legalistic assessment of SSIs. The DPLRC then reports to the 
parliamentary committee responsible for considering the substance of a particular SSI (known as the 
lead committee). This committee assesses the merits of the SSI in policy terms. The details of 
scrutiny vary depending on the procedure assigned. The Scottish Parliament’s Guide to SSIs offers 
more detail on this. 
 

Affirmative procedure 
In this procedure, the relevant Scottish Minister must propose a motion to the lead committee 
(which considers the substance of the SSI) that the committee recommends the SSI be approved. 
The relevant Minister will attend a meeting of the lead committee and give evidence, after which the 
committee will vote on the motion. The lead committee then reports to the Scottish Parliament on 
its decision within 40 days of the SSI being laid. If the committee recommends that the SSI be 
approved, Parliament then votes on it. If the committee recommends otherwise, the Parliamentary 
Bureau, which includes the Presiding Officer and representatives from political parties represented 
in Parliament, decides whether MSPs should vote on it in chamber. The SSI must be approved by 
Parliament to become law.  
 
 

Negative procedure 
Under the negative procedure an SSI will be considered by DPLRC and the lead committee. Within 40 
days of the SSI being laid, any member can put down a motion before the lead committee to annul 
the instrument. That committee then votes on whether to recommend that the SSI is annulled. If 
there is a committee vote in favour of annulling the SSI, Parliament will then vote on a motion to 
annul. The SSI ceases to have legal effect if Parliament votes to annul it. 
 

Provisional affirmative procedure  
This is normally only used in emergency situations. As with made-affirmative SIs in the UK 
Parliament, SSIs under this procedure come into effect before the Scottish Parliament has seen 
them. They must be approved within a fixed time period in order to remain in force.  
 

Super-affirmative procedure 
Super-affirmative SSIs are made available in draft form and are normally referred to the DPLRC and 
the lead committee, which can take evidence from those affected by the SSI. There are normally 60 
or 90 days to consider the SSI in draft. The DPLRC and lead committee then report to the Scottish 
Government. After this point the affirmative procedure applies.  
 
 

Scrutiny of statutory instruments in the Northern Ireland Assembly 
 
The distinctive elements of how statutory instruments (known as statutory rules (SRs) are scrutinised 
in the Northern Ireland Assembly (NIA) are set out in the main text above (section 5.2.2). Beyond 
this, procedures used for considering SRs have the same principles and names as those in the other 
legislatures of the UK except that the super-affirmative procedure is known as the draft-affirmative 
procedure and the made-affirmative procedure is entitled ‘confirmatory procedure’. 
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The Chairpersons’ Liaison Group, which brings together committee chairs in the NIA, carried out an 
inquiry into strengthening committee scrutiny during the 2017-2022 term. This occurred in light of 
the controversy surrounding the Renewable Heat Incentive scheme,10 which was introduced through 
a Statutory Rule. Among their recommendations on the scrutiny of SRs, the group suggested 
committees might have power to amend SRs although the detail of the process for this was not set 
out. They also suggest more time should be given to committees if they deem that consultation on 
an SR is needed with those likely to be affected by it. 
 
 
 

References 
 
Blythyn, Hannah (2022) Letter to Huw Irranca-Davies, 15 December 2022, online at: 
https://business.senedd.wales/documents/s132332/LJC6-01-23%20-%20Paper%2039%20-
%20Letter%20from%20the%20Deputy%20Minister%20for%20Social%20Partnership%2015%20Dece
mber%202022.pdf 
 
Cabinet Office (2022) Guide to Making Legislation, online at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/guide-to-making-legislation. 
 
Carey, John and Matthew Shugart (2009) Calling out the tanks or filling out the forms? In John M. 
Carey and Matthew Soberg Shugart (2009) (eds) Executive Decree Authority, Cambridge, Cambridge 
University Press. 
 
Climate Change, Environment and Infrastructure Committee (2023) Environment (Air Quality and 
Soundscapes) (Wales) Bill: Stage 1 Report, July 2023, online at: 
https://senedd.wales/media/cxuaxybj/cr-ld15956-e.pdf. 
 
Constitution Committee (2016) Delegated Legislation and Parliament: A response to the Strathclyde 
Review, 9th report of session 2015-16, HL Paper 116, 23 March. 
 
Constitution Committee (2018) The Legislative Process: The Delegation of Powers, HL Paper 225, 16th 
report of session 2017-19, 20 November. 
 
Constitutional Affairs Committee (2011) Inquiry into the Drafting of Welsh Government Measures: 
Lessons from the first three years, online at: https://senedd.wales/media/dpvdbr4l/cr-ld8393-e-
english.pdf. 
 
Constitutional and Legislative Affairs Committee (2014) Report on the Higher Education (Wales) Bill, 
October 2014, online at: https://senedd.wales/media/43ick0ka/cr-ld9938-e.pdf. 
 
Constitutional and Legislative Affairs Committee (2015) Making Laws in Wales, online at: 
https://senedd.wales/laid%20documents/cr-ld10379/cr-ld10379-e.pdf. 
 
Constitutional and Legislative Affairs Committee (2017) Report on the Landfill Disposals Tax (Wales) 
Bill, online at: https://senedd.wales/laid%20documents/cr-ld10973/cr-ld10973-e.pdf. 
 

                                                           
10 The report of the Independent Public Inquiry into the scheme can be found here: 
https://cain.ulster.ac.uk/issues/politics/docs/rhi/2020-03-13_RHI-Inquiry_Report-V1.pdf.  

Pack Page 94

http://www.niassembly.gov.uk/globalassets/documents/committees/2017-2022/clg/reports/strengthening-committee-scrutiny/chairpersons-liaison-group-report-on-strengthening-committee-scrutiny.pdf
http://www.niassembly.gov.uk/globalassets/documents/committees/2017-2022/clg/reports/strengthening-committee-scrutiny/chairpersons-liaison-group-report-on-strengthening-committee-scrutiny.pdf
https://business.senedd.wales/documents/s132332/LJC6-01-23%20-%20Paper%2039%20-%20Letter%20from%20the%20Deputy%20Minister%20for%20Social%20Partnership%2015%20December%202022.pdf
https://business.senedd.wales/documents/s132332/LJC6-01-23%20-%20Paper%2039%20-%20Letter%20from%20the%20Deputy%20Minister%20for%20Social%20Partnership%2015%20December%202022.pdf
https://business.senedd.wales/documents/s132332/LJC6-01-23%20-%20Paper%2039%20-%20Letter%20from%20the%20Deputy%20Minister%20for%20Social%20Partnership%2015%20December%202022.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/guide-to-making-legislation
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201516/ldselect/ldconst/116/11602.htm
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201516/ldselect/ldconst/116/11602.htm
https://senedd.wales/media/dpvdbr4l/cr-ld8393-e-english.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/dpvdbr4l/cr-ld8393-e-english.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/43ick0ka/cr-ld9938-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/laid%20documents/cr-ld10379/cr-ld10379-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/laid%20documents/cr-ld10973/cr-ld10973-e.pdf
https://cain.ulster.ac.uk/issues/politics/docs/rhi/2020-03-13_RHI-Inquiry_Report-V1.pdf


24 
 

Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee (2016) Legacy Report, 29th report, 2016, online at: 
https://webarchive.nrscotland.gov.uk/3/archive2021.parliament.scot/S4_SubordinateLegislationCo
mmittee/Reports/DPLRS042016R29.pdf. 
 
Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee (2017a) Legislative Consent Memorandum on the 
European Union (Withdrawal) Bill, SP Paper 231, 54th Report, 2017, online at: 
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/DPLR/2017/11/17/Legislative-Consent-Memorandum-on-
the-European-Union--Withdrawal--Bill/DPLRS52017R54.pdf. 
 
Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee (2017b) Letter to John McCormick, Chair of the 
Commission on Parliamentary Reform, 9 February 2017, online at: 
https://webarchive.nrscotland.gov.uk/3/archive2021.parliament.scot/S5_Delegated_Powers/CoPR2.
pdf. 
 
Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee (2022a) Inquiry into the use of the made affirmative 
procedure during the coronavirus pandemic, SP Paper 110, 12th report, 2022, online at: 
https://digitalpublications.parliament.scot/Committees/Report/DPLR/2022/2/10/564c1832-ed18-
49e5-83e4-3ea890131e07#24902f72-2864-4458-b2ca-4bfda80746e4.dita. 
 
Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee (2022b) Coronavirus (Recovery and Reform) 
(Scotland) Bill: Stage 1, SP Paper 147, 22nd report, 2022, online at: 
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/DPLR/2022/3/29/5c98006e-d8d9-4ec6-a0ee-
9d5b2cad5aac/DPLRS062022R22.pdf. 
 
Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee (2023) Delegated Powers in the Circular Economy 
(Scotland) Bill at Stage 1, SP Paper 461, 64th report, 2023, online at: 
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/DPLR/2023/11/2/ab81cc16-48bd-4ebe-b2f9-
421f0feba827/DPLRS062023R64.pdf. 
 
Delegated Powers and Law Reform Committee (2024) Delegated Powers in the Agriculture and Rural 
Communities (Scotland) Bill at Stage 1, SP Paper 515, 6th report, 2024, online at: 
https://digitalpublications.parliament.scot/Committees/Report/DPLR/2024/1/26/da95779b-8433-
412c-b109-795bef958bfa#Introduction. 
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (1999) Special Report for Session 1998-99: The 
Committee’s Work, 29th report of session 1998-99, 27 October 1999. 
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2001), First Report of Session 2001-02, 4 July 
2001. 
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2005) First Report of Session 2005-06, 15 
June. 
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2008a) Sixth Report of Session 2007-08, HL 
Paper 76, 13 March. 
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2008b) Thirteen Report of Session 2007-08, 15 
October 2008. 
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2008c) Fifteenth Report of Session 2007-08, 
12 November 2008. 

Pack Page 95

https://webarchive.nrscotland.gov.uk/3/archive2021.parliament.scot/S4_SubordinateLegislationCommittee/Reports/DPLRS042016R29.pdf
https://webarchive.nrscotland.gov.uk/3/archive2021.parliament.scot/S4_SubordinateLegislationCommittee/Reports/DPLRS042016R29.pdf
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/DPLR/2017/11/17/Legislative-Consent-Memorandum-on-the-European-Union--Withdrawal--Bill/DPLRS52017R54.pdf
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/DPLR/2017/11/17/Legislative-Consent-Memorandum-on-the-European-Union--Withdrawal--Bill/DPLRS52017R54.pdf
https://webarchive.nrscotland.gov.uk/3/archive2021.parliament.scot/S5_Delegated_Powers/CoPR2.pdf
https://webarchive.nrscotland.gov.uk/3/archive2021.parliament.scot/S5_Delegated_Powers/CoPR2.pdf
https://digitalpublications.parliament.scot/Committees/Report/DPLR/2022/2/10/564c1832-ed18-49e5-83e4-3ea890131e07#24902f72-2864-4458-b2ca-4bfda80746e4.dita
https://digitalpublications.parliament.scot/Committees/Report/DPLR/2022/2/10/564c1832-ed18-49e5-83e4-3ea890131e07#24902f72-2864-4458-b2ca-4bfda80746e4.dita
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/DPLR/2022/3/29/5c98006e-d8d9-4ec6-a0ee-9d5b2cad5aac/DPLRS062022R22.pdf
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/DPLR/2022/3/29/5c98006e-d8d9-4ec6-a0ee-9d5b2cad5aac/DPLRS062022R22.pdf
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/DPLR/2023/11/2/ab81cc16-48bd-4ebe-b2f9-421f0feba827/DPLRS062023R64.pdf
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/DPLR/2023/11/2/ab81cc16-48bd-4ebe-b2f9-421f0feba827/DPLRS062023R64.pdf
https://digitalpublications.parliament.scot/Committees/Report/DPLR/2024/1/26/da95779b-8433-412c-b109-795bef958bfa#Introduction
https://digitalpublications.parliament.scot/Committees/Report/DPLR/2024/1/26/da95779b-8433-412c-b109-795bef958bfa#Introduction


25 
 

 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2014a) Second Report of Session 2014-15, HL 
Paper 15, 27 June. 
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2014b) Twelfth Report of Session 2014-15, 17 
December 2014.  
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2017) Third Report of Session 2017-19, HL 
Paper 22, 28 September 2017. 
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2021a) Democracy Denied? The urgent need 
to rebalance power between Parliament and the Executive, HL Paper 106, 19 November, online at 
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld5802/ldselect/lddelreg/106/106.pdf  
 
Delegated Powers and Regulatory Reform Committee (2021b) Guidance for Departments on the role 
and requirements of the Committee, November 2021.  
 
Economy, Trade and Rural Affairs Committee (2023) Agriculture (Wales) Bill: Committee Stage 1 
Report, January 2023, online at: https://senedd.wales/media/d4befhvr/cr-ld15627-e.pdf. 
 
England, Matthew (2024) Creeping ministerial powers: the example of the Tobacco and Vapes Bill, 
Hansard Society Blog, 15 April, online at: https://www.hansardsociety.org.uk/blog/tobacco-and-
vapes-bill. 
 
Epstein, David and Sharyn O’Halloran (1999) Delegating Powers: A Transaction Cost Politics 
Approach to Policy Making under Separate Powers, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 
 
Fleming, Thomas G. and Tasneem Ghazi (2023) Parliamentary Scrutiny of Delegated Legislation: 
Lessons from Comparative Experience, The Political Quarterly, 94(3): 412-419. 
 
Fox, Ruth and Joel Blackwell, (2014) The Devil is in the Detail: Parliament and Delegated Legislation, 
London: Hansard Society.  
 
Greenberg, Daniel (2011) Laying Down the Law: A discussion of the people processes and problems 
that shape Acts of Parliament, London: Sweet and Maxwell. 
 
Hansard Society (2021) Delegated legislation: the problems with the process, online at: 
https://www.hansardsociety.org.uk/publications/reports/delegated-legislation-the-problems-with-
the-process. 
 
Hansard Society (2023) Proposals for a New System for Delegated Legislation, online at: 
https://www.hansardsociety.org.uk/publications/reports/proposals-for-a-new-system-for-
delegated-legislation-a-working-paper  
 
Health, Social Care and Sport Committee (2022) Summary of responses to the committee’s call for 
views, online at: https://www.parliament.scot/-/media/files/committees/health-social-care-and-
sport-committee/ncs-call-for-views-summary.pdf. 
 
Hodgson, Taylor and Blencathra (2020) Letter from committee chairs to Michael Gove MP and Jacob 
Rees-Mogg MP on skeletal bills and skeletal provision, online at: 
https://committees.parliament.uk/publications/2750/documents/27198/default/  

Pack Page 96

https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld5802/ldselect/lddelreg/106/106.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/d4befhvr/cr-ld15627-e.pdf
https://www.hansardsociety.org.uk/blog/tobacco-and-vapes-bill
https://www.hansardsociety.org.uk/blog/tobacco-and-vapes-bill
https://www.hansardsociety.org.uk/publications/reports/delegated-legislation-the-problems-with-the-process
https://www.hansardsociety.org.uk/publications/reports/delegated-legislation-the-problems-with-the-process
https://www.hansardsociety.org.uk/publications/reports/proposals-for-a-new-system-for-delegated-legislation-a-working-paper
https://www.hansardsociety.org.uk/publications/reports/proposals-for-a-new-system-for-delegated-legislation-a-working-paper
https://www.parliament.scot/-/media/files/committees/health-social-care-and-sport-committee/ncs-call-for-views-summary.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/-/media/files/committees/health-social-care-and-sport-committee/ncs-call-for-views-summary.pdf
https://committees.parliament.uk/publications/2750/documents/27198/default/


26 
 

 
Howorth, Francesca, (2023) Gearing up for 20mph speed limits, Senedd Research, online at: 
https://research.senedd.wales/research-articles/gearing-up-for-20mph-speed-limits/. 
  
Huber John D. and Charles R. Shipan (2002) Deliberate Discretion: The Institutional Foundations of 
Bureaucratic Autonomy, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 
 
Judge, David (2021) ‘Walking the Dark Side: Evading Parliamentary Scrutiny’, The Political Quarterly, 
92(2): 283-292. 
 
Kelly, Richard (2016) Statutory Instruments, House of Commons Library Briefing Paper, No. 06509, 
online at: https://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN06509/SN06509.pdf.    
 
Kosti, Nir (2023) Conceptualization and measurement of regulatory discretion: Text analysis of 120 
years of British legislation, Regulation and Governance, Early view. 
 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee (2022a) Report on the Tertiary Education and 
Research (Wales) Bill, March 2022, online at: https://senedd.wales/media/eazdi3dz/cr-ld14992-
e.pdf. 
 
Legislation, Justice and Constitutional Affairs Committee (2022b) Report on the Welsh Tax Acts etc. 
(Power to Modify) Bill, April 2022, online at: https://senedd.wales/media/t02ctq5w/cr-ld15085-
e.pdf. 
 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee (2022c) Report on the Social Partnership and Public 
Procurement (Wales) Bill, November 2022, online at: https://senedd.wales/media/zp1g3y5r/cr-
ld15466-e.pdf. 
 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee (2022d) Annual Report 2021/22, October 2022, 
online at: https://senedd.wales/media/gjfnzsff/cr-ld15390-e.pdf.  
 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee (2023a) Report on the Agriculture (Wales) Bill, 
January 2023, online at: https://senedd.wales/media/miodmivf/cr-ld15632-e.pdf. 
 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee (2023b) Report on the Environment (Air Quality and 
Soundscapes) (Wales) Bill, July 2023, online at: https://senedd.wales/media/sz4fekki/cr-ld15959-
e.pdf.  
 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee (2023c) Annual Report 2022/23, November 2023, 
online at: https://senedd.wales/media/thmdd2p2/cr-ld16186-e.pdf. 
 
Legislation, Justice and Constitution Committee (2023d) Report on the Infrastructure (Wales) Bill, 
November 2003, online at: https://senedd.wales/media/rvxh0c0o/cr-ld16163-e.pdf. 
 
Miles, Jeremy (2022) Letter to Huw Irranca- Davies, 29 March 2022 online at: 
https://business.senedd.wales/documents/s124474/Letter%20from%20the%20Minister%20for%20
Education%20and%20Welsh%20Language%20to%20the%20Chair%20of%20the%20Legislation%20Ju
stice%20a.pdf.  
 
Page, Edward C., (2001) Governing by Numbers: Delegated Legislation and Everyday Policy-Making, 
Oxford: Hart Publishing. 

Pack Page 97

https://research.senedd.wales/research-articles/gearing-up-for-20mph-speed-limits/
https://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN06509/SN06509.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/eazdi3dz/cr-ld14992-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/eazdi3dz/cr-ld14992-e.pdf
https://senedd/
https://senedd.wales/media/t02ctq5w/cr-ld15085-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/t02ctq5w/cr-ld15085-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/zp1g3y5r/cr-ld15466-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/zp1g3y5r/cr-ld15466-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/zp1g3y5r/cr-ld15466-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/zp1g3y5r/cr-ld15466-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/gjfnzsff/cr-ld15390-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/miodmivf/cr-ld15632-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/sz4fekki/cr-ld15959-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/sz4fekki/cr-ld15959-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/thmdd2p2/cr-ld16186-e.pdf
https://senedd.wales/media/rvxh0c0o/cr-ld16163-e.pdf
https://business.senedd.wales/documents/s124474/Letter%20from%20the%20Minister%20for%20Education%20and%20Welsh%20Language%20to%20the%20Chair%20of%20the%20Legislation%20Justice%20a.pdf
https://business.senedd.wales/documents/s124474/Letter%20from%20the%20Minister%20for%20Education%20and%20Welsh%20Language%20to%20the%20Chair%20of%20the%20Legislation%20Justice%20a.pdf
https://business.senedd.wales/documents/s124474/Letter%20from%20the%20Minister%20for%20Education%20and%20Welsh%20Language%20to%20the%20Chair%20of%20the%20Legislation%20Justice%20a.pdf


27 
 

 
Pywell, Stephanie (2019) Something old, something new: busting some myths about Statutory 
Instruments and Brexit, Public Law, January, pp.102-120. 
 
Rural Affairs and Islands Committee (2024) Stage 1 report on the Agriculture and Rural Communities 
(Scotland) Bill, SP Paper 553, 5th report, 2024, online at: 
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/RAI/2024/3/18/5c333ef7-082b-4555-bf65-ce2006c5fcd4-
1/RAI-S6-24-05.pdf. 
 
Scottish Government (2023) Agriculture and Rural Communities (Scotland) Bill – Policy 
Memorandum, online at: https://www.parliament.scot/-/media/files/legislation/bills/s6-
bills/agriculture-and-rural-communities-scotland-bill/introduction/policy-memorandum-
accessible.pdf. 
 
Secondary Legislation Scrutiny Committee (2021) Government by Diktat: A call to return power to 
Parliament, HL Paper 105, 20th report of session 2021-22. 
 
Seely, Antony (2023) The budget and the annual Finance Bill, House of Commons Library Briefing, 
813, online at: https://commonslibrary.parliament.uk/research-briefings/sn00813/.  
 
Stirbu, Diana (2021) Power, Influence and Impact of Senedd Committees: developing a framework for 
measuring committees’ effectiveness, Cardiff: Welsh Parliament, online at: 
https://senedd.wales/media/xtqk0ojr/gen-ld14672-e.pdf.  
 
Tucker, Adam (2018) Parliamentary Scrutiny of Delegated Legislation, In Alexander Horne and Gavin 
Drewry (eds) Parliament and the Law, 2nd edition, London: Bloomsbury. 
 
Watkin, Thomas Glyn and Daniel Greenberg (2018) Legislating for Wales, Cardiff: University of Wales 
Press. 
 
Welsh Government (2019) Legislation Handbook on Assembly Bills, May 2019, online at: 
https://www.gov.wales/sites/default/files/publications/2019-05/legislation-handbook-on-assembly-
bills.pdf. 
 
Williams, Matthew (2018) How Language Works in Politics: The Impact of Vague Legislation on 
Policy, Bristol: Bristol University Press. 
 
 

Pack Page 98

https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/RAI/2024/3/18/5c333ef7-082b-4555-bf65-ce2006c5fcd4-1/RAI-S6-24-05.pdf
https://bprcdn.parliament.scot/published/RAI/2024/3/18/5c333ef7-082b-4555-bf65-ce2006c5fcd4-1/RAI-S6-24-05.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/-/media/files/legislation/bills/s6-bills/agriculture-and-rural-communities-scotland-bill/introduction/policy-memorandum-accessible.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/-/media/files/legislation/bills/s6-bills/agriculture-and-rural-communities-scotland-bill/introduction/policy-memorandum-accessible.pdf
https://www.parliament.scot/-/media/files/legislation/bills/s6-bills/agriculture-and-rural-communities-scotland-bill/introduction/policy-memorandum-accessible.pdf
https://commonslibrary.parliament.uk/research-briefings/sn00813/
https://senedd.wales/media/xtqk0ojr/gen-ld14672-e.pdf
https://www.gov.wales/sites/default/files/publications/2019-05/legislation-handbook-on-assembly-bills.pdf
https://www.gov.wales/sites/default/files/publications/2019-05/legislation-handbook-on-assembly-bills.pdf

	Agenda
	2.1 SL(6)484 - The Mandatory Use of Closed Circuit Television in Slaughterhouses (Wales) Regulations 2024
	3.1 SL(6)474 - The Agricultural Wages (Wales) Order 2024
	LJC(6)-15-24 - Paper 3 - Welsh Government response

	4.1 Correspondence from the Welsh Government: Inter-Ministerial Group meetings
	LJC(6)-15-24 - Paper 5 - Written Statement by the Counsel General: Inter-Ministerial Standing Committee, 9 May 2024

	4.2 Correspondence from the Cabinet Secretary for Education: Memorandum of Understanding Welsh Ministers and HM Prison and Probation Service
	5.1 Correspondence from the Counsel General: Corrections to draft affirmative Statutory Instruments
	LJC(6)-15-24 - Paper 8 - Letter to the Counsel General, 23 April 2024

	5.2 Correspondence from the Cabinet Secretary for Culture and Social Justice: Welsh Government's response to the Committee's report on the Welsh Government's Legislative Consent Memorandum on the Criminal Justice Bill
	5.3 Correspondence from Adam Price MS: Parc Prison
	5.4 Correspondence from the Cabinet Secretary for Housing, Local Government and Planning: Supplementary Legislative Consent Memorandum on the Renters (Reform) Bill
	7 Supplementary Legislative Consent Memorandum (Memorandum No. 4) on the Data Protection and Digital Information Bill
	8 Supplementary Legislative Consent Memoranda (Memoranda No. 3 and No. 4) on the Leasehold and Freehold Reform Bill
	LJC(6)-15-24 - Paper 14 - Legal Advice Note SLCM 4

	9 Framework legislation: Session on research commissioned from Professor Richard Whitaker
	LJC(6)-15-24 - Paper 16 - Professor Richard Whitaker Research paper




