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Prevent Review 

Purpose of report  
For discussion and direction. 
 
 
Summary 
 
This paper sets out:  the background to this policy area and LGG’s work to date; the 
scope and purpose of the Government’s review and our proposed response;  and  
requests comments from members. 

 
 

 
 

 
Recommendation(s) 

Members comment on the proposed response to the review set out in 
paragraphs 16 and 17. 

 
Action 
 

As directed by the Board 
 

 
 
 
 
Contact officer:   Rose Doran 

Position: Community Cohesion Adviser, LGID  

Phone no: 07747 636 843 

E-mail: rose.doran@local.gov.uk 
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Prevent Review 

 
Background   

 
1.  The Prevent strategy was introduced by the previous government as one of the 
four strands of CONTEST, the national counter-terrorism strategy.  The stated aim of 
Prevent was to ‘stop people becoming or supporting violent extremists’. 
 
2.  The strategy had five objectives: 
 

2.1  To challenge the ideology behind violent extremism and support 
mainstream voices 
2.2  Disrupt those who promote violent extremism and support the places where 
they operate 
2.3  Support individuals who are vulnerable to recruitment, or have already 
been recruited by violent extremists 
2.4  Increase the resilience of communities to violent extremism 
2.5  To address the grievances which ideologues are exploiting. 

 
3.  Prevent to date has been explicitly focused Al Qaeda-inspired terrorism.  This is 
felt by some to have risked stigmatising Britain’s Muslim communities. 
 
4.   Local government was identified as a key partner in delivering the strategy, 
working closely with the police, schools, voluntary sector organisations, religious 
institutions and, sometimes indirectly, with other key stakeholders including prisons 
and probation.  During the three years from 2008 to 2011,  94 local authorities 
identified as having some risk factors within their locality received a total of 
approximately £55m of non-ringfenced funding through their Area Based Grant.  This 
funding stream has not been continued under the present administration and in 
reality some authorities scaled back their work on Prevent following the election in 
May 2010, when the new Government stated they would be revising the approach. 
 
5.   Responsibility for Prevent sits across several government departments: primarily 
the Home Office’s Office of Security and Counter-Terrorism (OSCT) and 
Communities and Local Government (CLG).  Local government’s work on Prevent to 
date has largely been directed by CLG.  
 
6.   LGID (formerly IDeA) and the LGA supported authorities with implementation and 
delivery of the Prevent strategy from its inception in 2007.  LGID were funded by 
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CLG to deliver programmes of peer support and challenge to approximately 15 
councils between 2008 and 2010. 
 
7.   LGID also worked with a wide range of local authorities, stakeholders and 
national government throughout the period from September 2007 to March 2010 to 
contribute to national policy development and discourse.  We will draw on these 
relationships and our work to date to inform our response to the present 
Government’s review of Prevent. 
 
8.   In December 2009 the LGA contributed to a CLG Select Committee review of 
Prevent.  Baroness Eaton gave oral evidence to the committee alongside two 
respected IDeA peers.  The LGA accepted that the committee’s concerns about 
stigmatising Muslim communities were legitimate, but also argued that local 
authorities had mediated the policy to make it work locally and used the funding to 
develop locally sensitive and appropriate approaches that had a number of positive 
benefits including: 
 

8.1  improved engagement with the needs and expectations of Muslim 
communities 

8.2  understanding and addressing grievances within all local communities 
8.3  understanding of the interaction between different ‘extremist’ discourses, 
including Far Right 
8.4  strong, inclusive local narratives to promote community cohesion and 
integration 

 
9.  The key finding of the Committee was that the focus on Islam could be 
problematic, and this has informed the present Government’s review. 
 
The coalition Government’s review of Prevent 
 
10.   The review of Prevent will assess how the current strand of the government’s 
counter-terrorism programme can work more effectively. The conclusions will inform 
a refreshed strategy to be published in Spring 2011. 
 
11.   The new Prevent strategy will separate work to prevent terrorism from work to 
promote integration, which will be led by the Department for Communities and Local 
Government. 
 
12.   When the review was announced, Home Secretary Theresa May said that 
stopping radicalisation depended on an integrated society. The programme was 
being reviewed because she didn’t think that it was working as well as it could and 
that she wanted a strategy that was effective and properly focused to confront 
extremism more generally and not just violent extremism.   
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13.  The review will, among other things: 
 
13.1  consider the purpose and scope of the Prevent strategy, its overlap and links 
with other areas of government policy and its delivery at local level 
13.2  examine the role of institutions – such as prisons, higher and further education 
bodies, schools and mosques – in the delivery of Prevent 
13.3  consider the role of other Prevent delivery partners, including the police and 
other statutory bodies 
13.4  consider how activity on Prevent in the UK can be joined up with work overseas 
13.5  examine monitoring and evaluation structures to ensure effectiveness 
13.6  make recommendations for a revised Prevent strategy 
 
LG Group’s response to the review 
 
14.   LGID no longer receive national funding to support work on Prevent, however, 
given our work with councils to date and our continued commitment to supporting 
councils with community cohesion and integration,  it is appropriate to provide a 
response to the Government’s review. 
 
15.  We have contacted our networks and contributed to a number of recent events 
hosted by the Home Office, including a round table for local councillors, as part of the 
review.  LGID are currently working with the Tavistock Institute, London Borough of 
Tower Hamlets and Lancashire County and Districts on an evaluation of their local 
implementation of Prevent, which will inform future approaches. 
 
16.  There is not a formal consultation process or timetable for the review, and much 
of the ‘review’ is actually a statement of intent (for example the separation of work to 
prevent terrorism and work to promote integration).  We therefore think that it is most 
helpful if our response is positioned in a way that sets out the potential role of local 
government going forward, in particular: 
 
16.1   the good work that has happened under the auspices of Prevent to date and 
how that can be consolidated or mainstreamed in the context of reduced spending 
16.2   the importance of a continued role for local government in identifying and 
supporting individuals vulnerable to radicalisation and challenging extremist ideology 
in a mutually respectful and effective partnership with local and national police.  This 
cannot be achieved by a focus on ‘integration’ alone 
16.3   highlight  how the development of appropriate local responses to the Prevent 
strategy to date shows the potential for ‘localism’ in action, and local government’s 
ability to deal with complex and controversial issues in a sensitive and locally 
appropriate way 
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17. We also think that there are some important risks / challenges to be highlighted: 
 
17.1  the need for the Government to acknowledge the impact of foreign policy and 
national discourse on views and interactions in local communities.   
17.2  how will a national approach to ‘preventing terrorism’ delivered by the Security 
Services and other national partners continue to dovetail effectively with local 
approaches to integration? 
17.3  how will those authorities who, arguably, refuse to engage with the reality of 
radicalisation within their local communities be encouraged and supported to 
recognise risk and dedicate resources? 
 
18. Members of the SSCB are therefore asked: 
 
18.1  whether there are any specific points that they would like to see raised within 
the LG Group  response to the Prevent review? 
18.2  whether they agree with the proposed focus of our response as outlined 
above? 
18.3  any further thoughts or comments on future delivery of Prevent at a local level, 
and how that should be supported by the restructured LGG? 
 
 
Financial Implications 
 

19. There are no additional financial implications arising from this report. 
 
 
 
 
 
 


