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FINANCE COMMITTEE CALL FOR EVIDENCE 
 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE (SCOTLAND) BILL: FINANCIAL MEMORANDUM 
 

SUBMISSION FROM DUNDEE CITY COUNCIL 

 
Consultation 
Did you take part in either of the Scottish Government consultation exercises 
which preceded the Bill and, if so, did you comment on the financial 
assumptions made? 
1. No 
 
Do you believe your comments on the financial assumptions have been 
accurately reflected in the FM? 
2. N/A 
 
Did you have sufficient time to contribute to the consultation exercise? 
3. N/A 
 
Costs 
If the Bill has any financial implications for your organisation, do you believe 
that these have been accurately reflected in the FM?  If not, please provide 
details? 
4. We do not believe that all the potential additional costs have been accurately 
reflected in the FM. No consideration has been given to the potential increased 
volume of Social Work reports as a result of an increase in the number of 
prosecutions and associated requests for Social Work court reports. The FM 
assumes that the costs of supporting additional community sentences will not 
translate directly into additional financial cost but will be an additional demand in 
managing workloads. However locally we are already facing a sustained increase in 
the number of community based sentences (up 30%) within a context of reduced 
Criminal Justice Grant funding leading to funding pressures and the proposals in the 
Bill will exacerbate this problem should no additional funding be provided. In 
addition, should the Change Fund be successful in achieving its objectives, there is a 
presumption in the fund criteria that these services are funded from mainstream CJS 
funding in the longer term should there be a local commitment for them to continue. 
This would further reduce resources available to fund an increasing number of 
community based sentences.  
 
5. In relation to the proposal to increase the time limit for the period of remand 
from 110 to 140 days we consider the potential financial implications to be 
underestimated based on our recent experience. Taking the whole system approach 
which encourages young people to stay under supervision for longer periods of time, 
any serious offending will potentially involve remand in secure provision paid for by 
the local authority. Through comparing the cost of 2 Dundee young people recently 
placed in secure care on remand before and after the proposed changes we 
estimate the potential increase in expenditure would be around £45k under the new 
proposals. In addition, the local authority incurred expenditure of over £12k on 
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secure transport costs relating to court/Children’s Hearing appearances/ medical 
appointments etc over the remand period for the 2 individuals, an average of around 
£610 per journey. It is therefore unreasonable to expect that this cost nationally 
would be around £56k per annum and that the costs would be met by local 
authorities.  
  
6. The assumptions made around funding support to child suspects appear to be 
reasonable. 
  
Do you consider that the estimated costs and savings set out in the FM and 
projected over 15 years for each service are reasonable and accurate? 
7. See comments at 4 above.  
 
If relevant, are you content that your organisation can meet the financial costs 
associated with the Bill which your organisation will incur?  If not, how do you 
think these costs should be met? 
8. See comments at 4 above.  
 
Does the FM accurately reflect the margins of uncertainty associated with the 
estimates and the timescales over which such costs would be expected to 
arise? 
9. See comments at 4 above.  
 
Wider Issues 
Do you believe that the FM reasonably captures costs associated with the Bill?  
If not, which other costs might be incurred and by whom? 
10. There could potentially be an impact on agencies supporting victims of crime 
through increased numbers of prosecutions. 
 
Do you believe that there may be future costs associated with the Bill, for 
example through subordinate legislation?  If so, is it possible to quantify these 
costs? 
11. None considered 

 
 
 

 

 


