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CJS Response to Justice Committee report on Remand  
 
Sent to: The Clerk to the Justice Committee 
Copy to: Community Justice Division, Scottish Government 
 
Community Justice Scotland (CJS) was pleased to submit evidence to the Justice 
Committee regarding the use of remand and also to attend a meeting of the 
Committee to present this evidence. A copy of CJS’s evidence has also been 
published on the CJS website at  https://communityjustice.scot/wp-
content/uploads/2018/01/CJS-Evidence-submission-remand-31-01-18.pdf 
 
CJS notes that the recommendation at paragraph 180 of the Justice Committee 
report has specific implications for CJS. The CJS Board has however considered the 
entire report and its recommendations at its Board meeting on 23 August. The 
outcome of these deliberations is the basis of this response from CJS. The Board 
agreed that this should be shared with the Committee and made available to other 
interested parties. 
 
Community Justice Scotland agree that there is substantial scope for development in 
the use of alternatives to remand, and we welcome the recommendations of the 
Committee. 
 
A fundamental issue raised in the report relates to data: it is unclear who is being 
remanded and the reasons why. It will be important for the relevant agencies and 
decision-making bodies to profile this cohort of people to allow commissioners of 
services to identify where appropriate alternative services can be funded, designed 
and commissioned. Compilation of such data should make it easier to identify 
whether it is the same people who are being remanded regularly. Such a process 
should also identify the primary reason for remand. Remanding a person to ensure 
they are getting to court as opposed to them being a risk to the public or themselves 
would of course require different approaches.  
 
The evidence submitted to the Committee suggests that nature of offence and 
previous history may be contributory factors in decision-making around remand. Until 
consistently recorded data is made available in such a way as to ensure services 
can be provided wherever they are needed and appropriately tailored – in line with a 
person-centred approach advocated in the National Strategy for Community Justice 
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– bail supervision and support will continue to be offered on a piecemeal geographic 
basis rather than on a consistent nationwide basis. 

 
The evidence collated by the Inquiry highlights the risk that though alternatives 
including supported bail have been available, they have in some cases seen little 
uptake and have had limited impact on the use of remand.  Provision of such 
services has always varied by geography and eligibility, with limited consistency and 
with awareness of options available often lacking.  We feel there is significant 
potential to introduce national consistency in some form, capitalising on existing 
resources or indeed in commissioning a new service building on good practice 
nationally and internationally, with the full participation of the relevant agencies. In 
order to properly develop and implement a quality model capable of contributing to 
enduring change, we would highlight that any such model would be best 
implemented with a minimum three-year funding cycle and in partnership with 
relevant national and local organisations. 
 
People who would otherwise be subject to remand are a diverse group.  This 
presents both challenges and opportunities in considering what alternatives would be 
most appropriate.  A need for supervision in the interests of managing risk and 
ensuring compliance should be balanced with the opportunity to address needs and 
reduce risks.  We must also remain conscious that these interventions should be 
distinct from punitive measures available at conviction and sentencing.  Given the 
diversity of the group, we would suggest there is a sliding scale of interventions 
available depending on complexity of individual – from ‘nudging’ people to comply 
with attending supervision meetings, through to problem-solving opportunities and 
facilitating access to needs-based interventions.  Good practice related to these 
areas already exists and can be brought to bear in informing future developments, as 
can the use of new technologies as they become available.     
 
We look forward to considering the recommendations of the Committee in greater 
depth, and in working with the Committee, Scottish Government and others to 
implement the recommendations and develop future plans. 
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