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Hate Crime and Public Order (Scotland) Bill - Financial Memorandum 

 

South Lanarkshire Council welcome the opportunity to contribute to the consultation on 
the Hate Crime and Public Order (Scotland) Bill Financial Memorandum (FM) and would 
like to provide the following response to the questions posed. Please note that the 
response to the FM is in relation to local authority criminal justice social work services 
only. 
 
There is no record to indicate that South Lanarkshire contributed to the consultation 
launched on 14.11.2018 which preceded the Bill.  
 
Financial implications of the Bill would be influenced by the type of court disposal and 
level of intervention.   
 
It is possible that the introduction of additional aggravation(s) is likely to lead to an 
increase in prosecutions through court.  This in turn could have an impact in terms of 
volume of service users for both the court and community social work service. There may 
be an associated increase in the number of criminal justice social work reports requested 
by the court, an increase in the volume of Community Payback Orders, both in terms of 
supervision requirement and unpaid work requirement (level 1 or level 2).  
 
In addition to the anticipated increase in workload in terms of assessment and risk 
management, case management and supervision of offenders which would have 
implications in terms of resource capacity and financial costs.  Further costs may arise 
associated with further development of existing programmes/interventions or requirement 
to buy in/access new programmes. Other associated costs include changes to IT 
systems, staff training, awareness raising and guidance. 
 
With regards the new offence of ‘Stirring Up’ it is noted in the FM that the conduct in 
question would already constitute existing criminal offences such as breach of the peace 
or threatening or abusive behaviour. This is acknowledged however new legislation may 
increase the tariff of such offences resulting in a different, more resource intensive 
intervention. 
 
In relation to estimated costs to local authorities laid out in the FM it would seem that the 
approximate costs per new offence/additional aggravation are realistic. There is however 
a significant uncertainty about the potential number of new offences/additional 
aggravations given the premise on which the scenarios are based. 
 
The Financial Memorandum gives an idea of projected costs in relation to the noted 
scenarios, however given the way information is recorded (as main crime) it is not 
possible to ascertain an accurate picture of the number of current cases in relation to 
aggravation characteristics. This may result in projected numbers based on scenarios 
being an underestimation with the outcome that financial implications may be greater than 
anticipated. 
 


