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FINANCE COMMITTEE CALL FOR EVIDENCE 
 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE (SCOTLAND) BILL: FINANCIAL MEMORANDUM 
 

SUBMISSION FROM FIFE COUNCIL 

 
1. There were 3 cost implications identified in the consultation – one financial 
cost and two opportunity costs. 
 

 
Proposal to increase 
time-limit for remand – 
will increase numbers 
held on remand – 
possibly more use of 
secure accommodation 
 

 
Financial Cost 

 
£56k  
across Scotland 

 
Child suspects – 16-17 
year olds have the right 
to a responsible person. 
In majority of cases it 
will be someone they 
know, but local authority 
Social Work is the 
backstop. 
 

 
Opportunity Cost 

 
£84k  
across Scotland 

 
Removal of the need for 
corroboration of 
evidence – likely to 
result in increase in 
prosecutions, therefore 
increase in the potential 
number of community 
sentences 
 

 
Opportunity Cost 

 
£1,160k  
across Scotland 

 
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? 
2. YES 
 
Do you believe your comments on the financial assumptions have been 
accurately reflected I the FM? 
3. YES 
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Did you have sufficient time to contribute to the consultation exercise? 
4. YES 
 
Costs 
If the Bill has any financial implications for your organisation, do you believe 
that these have been accurately reflected in the FM? In not, please provide 
details? 
5. YES 
 
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? 
6. YES 
 
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? 
7. YES 
 
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? 
8. YES 
 
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? 
9. We note the potential increase in workload from increased Community 
Sentencing and would anticipate additional costs could be attached to Local 
Authorities in the preparation of Criminal Justice and other associated reports as well 
as placing an increased demand on services providing community based statutory 
supervision. 
 
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? 
10. We recognise that opportunity costs could become actual costs and would 
need to revisit these issues should demand increase to such an extent that would 
detract from the aim of the Bill to modernise and enhance efficiency. 

 

 


