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JUSTICE 1 COMMITTEE

AGENDA

20th Meeting, 2001 (Session 1)

30 May 2001

The Committee will meet at 12.15 pm in The Chamber, Assembly Hall, The Mound,
Edinburgh to consider jointly, with the Justice 2 Committee, the following agenda
items:

1. Item in private: The Committee will consider whether to take item 2 in private.

2. Budget Process 2002/3: The Committee will consider the final draft Stage 1
report on the Budget Process 2002/3.

Lynn Tullis
Clerk to the Committee, Tel 85246



The following paper is attached for this meeting:

Final Draft Stage 1 Report (PRIVATE) J1/01/20/1

The following paper is circulated for information:

Fire Service – Supplementary Evidence J1/01/20/2
Note on ‘Miscellaneous’ section of AER J1/01/20/3



J1/01/20/2 & J2/01/17/2

Budget process: Evidence from Fire Brigades Union

Note by the Clerk

Mr Robertson of the Fire Brigades Union has asked us to draw to the Committee’s
attention a clarification of the evidence he gave on 8 May (OR col 49).

Christine Grahame asked a question about table 1.6 and whether the funding of
training of retained and volunteer firefighters came from the central rather than the
local authority budget.  Mr Robertson said at the time that he thought that the funding
was not from local authority GAE.  He has now clarified that only a small minority of
retained and volunteer firefighters are trained at the Scottish Fire Service Training
School and that table 1.6 deals with the training budget that is provided by the
Scottish Executive for central training, normally initial training and not the on going
day to day training within brigades, the cost of which will come from the local
authority funding.

Clerk to the Committee 23 May 2001



J1/01/20/3 & J2/01/17/3

RESPONSE FROM SCOTTISH EXECUTIVE ON ‘MISCELLANEOUS’ SECTION OF
ANNUAL EXPENDITURE REPORT

The Committees requested further information on the remarkably large rise in annual
provision for the ‘other miscellaneous’ category in Table 1.13 on page 28 of the AER.

A variety of civil and criminal law areas are covered in this multi-category subhead.
The Justice Miscellaneous level 2 is, as its title would suggest, home to a myriad of
spending categories (over 50 in number) which do not sit easily in any of the other
clear level 2 spending areas.  These spending areas range from the very small such
as the Lord High Commissioner’s garden party costs and Holocaust Memorial Day to
the running costs of various bodies such as the Scottish Criminal Complaints
Commission and the Parole Board to name but two.

It is obviously not an option to give each of these small spending categories level 3
status and thus a defined entry in the AER or other publications such as the Budget
Documents which accompany the Budget Bill.  For reasons of space we have
therefore concentrated on those areas which have a sufficiently large enough budget
on their own to justify a level 3 designation, and up until now this has been only the
emergency planning budget and residential accommodation for children.

Due to the additional funds secured for Justice in SR2000, a number of new
initiatives are coming on stream and these are included in the ‘other miscellaneous’
category.  They are included in my reply dated 27 April to the Committees’ written
questions - see the final three categories in question 17.  To recap, with provision for
2001-02 through to 2003-04, these are the Criminal Justice Joint Working Fund
(£1.7m/2.5m/2.5m), the Risk Management Agency (£0.0/3.0m/5.0m) and the
Scottish Information Commissioner (£0.7m in each year).

However, simple arithmetic will show that these new initiatives do not account for all
of this large increase in the Miscellaneous level 2/other miscellaneous level 3.  The
other part of this large increase is attributable to a new fund for ECHR-linked costs
which was established in the final year of the Comprehensive Spending Review
plans, 2001-02, and which was simply rolled forward in SR2000.  This ECHR fund
stands at around £8m per year.

The reason for establishing this fund was simple.  It was expected that any financial
implications for the Justice programme arising from challenges to domestic law from
the incorporation of ECHR would begin to impact in 2001-02.  As nobody could
accurately forecast what these challenges would be, and therefore on what category
of expenditure the costs would impact, it was decided that it would be useful to hold
this provision at the centre of the programme, where it could be transferred to any of
the areas requiring additional financial assistance following any judicial review, such
as Courts, SPS, Police, legal aid etc.

The remainder of the increase can be accounted for by small year on year increases
in other miscellaneous spending categories, such as SCCRC rising from £650k in



2000-01 to £750k in 2001-02, the Parole Board rising from £430k in 2000-01 to
£706k in 2001-02 etc.

Ruth Ritchie
23 May 2001


