GLASGOW CITY COUNCIL

RESPONSE TO CONSULTATION “SHAPING SCOTLAND’S COURT SERVICES”
Glasgow City Council welcomes the opportunity to respond to this consultation. We would preface our comments by saying that as the vast majority of our business with the Scottish Court Service involves pursuing and defending civil court actions on behalf of the local authority the focus of our comments relate to the civil court aspects of the consultation.
We would be interested in participating in any future consultation that is undertaken. 

Q1.
Do you agree with the proposed structure of sittings of the High Court at first instance?


We have no comment to make in relation to the court structure for criminal business. 

We would suggest that a similar structure to the proposed court structure to support the High Court Circuit could be used for personal injury cases. Regionalising this function would allow for local access to justice to be maintained while allowing for specialist centres to be created. 
Q2. 
If you disagree with the proposed structure of sittings of the High Court at first instance, or a specific aspect of the proposal, please say:
(a) why you disagree, and

(b) how you would prefer the sittings structured, being as specific as you can about how your preference would operate in practice.

We have no comment to make in relation to the court structure for criminal business.
Q3. 
What impact would the proposals for High Court sittings at first instance have on you?

We have no comment to make in relation to the proposals for High Court sittings at first instance. 
Q4. 
Do you agree with the proposals for a supporting court structure for sheriff and jury business?

We have no comment to make in relation to the court structure for criminal business.
Q5. 
If you disagree with the proposals for sheriff and jury business. Please say:

(c) why you disagree, and

(d) how you would prefer the provision of court facilities for sheriff and jury business to be structured, being as specific as you can about how your preference would operate in practice.

We have no comment to make in relation to the court structure for criminal business.
Q6.
Do you agree with the proposal that the sheriff and jury centres should become centres of specialism in the civil, administrative and miscellaneous jurisdiction exclusive to sheriffs?

We welcome and support judicial specialisation and are in favour of centres of specialism in civil, administrative and miscellaneous matters. 

We consider that Glasgow is capable and best placed to be a centre of specialism for the vast majority of civil business. In particular we would suggest that Glasgow becomes a centre of specialism for personal injury, licensing, homelessness, anti-social behaviour orders, election issues, adults with incapacity and children’s cases.


Glasgow City Council is the largest local authority in Scotland and a very frequent customer of Glasgow Sheriff Court. Moving these areas outwith Glasgow’s jurisdiction would have a significant detrimental impact on the costs of this local authority and other parties.


Glasgow is a central location with excellent public transport links to surrounding areas making it an ideal location as a centre of specialism. 

We would also welcome and support the development of rules and procedures that would allow for as much civil business as possible to be conducted through electronic and video conferencing. 

Q7.
If you disagree with the proposal that sheriff and jury centres should become centres of sherieval specialism, please say:
(a) why you disagree, and

(b) how you would prefer the exercise of the sheriff’s exclusive civil, administatvie and miscellaneous jurisdiction to be structured, being as specific as you can about how your preference would operate in practice. 

We do not disagree with the proposal that the proposed sheriff and jury centres should become centres of sherieval specialism if the vast majority of civil business is retained at Glasgow Sheriff Court. 
Q8.
What impact would the hearing of sheriff and jury business only in theses sixteen centres have on you?

We do not foresee any substantial implications of sheriff and jury business being held in sixteen centres. However, we would have concerns if sheriff and jury business impacted on the courts ability to deal with civil business. 
Q9.
What impact would sherieval specialisation based in the sheriff and jury centres have on you?

We believe that sherieval specialisation based in the sheriff and jury centres would have a positive impact if the vast majority of civil business was retained at Glasgow Sheriff Court. 
Q10.
Do you agree with the proposals for the justice of the peace courts at Annan, Coatbridge, Cumbernauld, Irvine and Motherwell?

We have no comment to make in relation to these justice of the peace courts.

Q11.
If you do not agree with the proposals, please say:
(a) why you disagree, and

(b) what court structure would you prefer to support the business of theses justice of the peace courts, being a specific as you can about how your preference would operate in practice.
 
We have no comment to make in relation to these justice of the peace courts.
Q12.
What impact would the closure of these justice of the peace courts have on you?

We have no comment to make in relation to these justice of the peace courts.
Q13.
Do you agree with the proposal to disestablish the justice of the peace courts at Portree, Stornoway and Wick?

We have no comment to make in relation to these justice of the peace courts.
Q14.
If you disagree with the proposal to disestablish these justice of the peace courts, please say:

(a) why you disagree, and

(b) what alternative proposal you would prefer to see in place, being as specific as you can about how your preference would operate in practice.

We have no comment to make in relation to these justice of the peace courts.
Q15.
What impact would the disestablishment of the justice of the peace courts at Portree, Stornoway and Wick have on you?

We have no comment to make in relation to these justice of the peace courts.
Q16.
Do you agree with the proposal to close the sheriff courts and justice of the peace courts at Dornoch, Duns, Kirkcudbright, Peebles and the sheriff court at Rothesay and transfer the business into the neighbouring sheriff courts districts of Tain, Jedburgh, Dumfries, Edinburgh, and Greenock respectively?

We have no comment to make in relation to the proposal to close these sheriff and justice of the peace courts.
Q17.
If you disagree with the proposals regarding these courts, please say:

(a) why you disagree, and

(b) how you would prefer the sheriff court and justice of the peace court provision for these districts structures, being as specific as you can about how your preference would operate in practice.

We have no comment to make in relation to the proposal to close these sheriff and justice of the peace courts.
Q18.
How would the closure of any of these courts affect you?

We have no comment to make in relation to the closure of these courts.
Q19.
Do you agree with the proposals to close the sheriff courts and justice of the peace courts at Alloa, Cupar, Dingwall, Arbroath, Haddington and Stonehaven and transfer the business into the sheriff court districts of Stirling/Falkirk, Dundee, Inverness, Forfar, Edinburgh and Aberdeen respectively?

We have no comment to make in relation to the proposal to close these sheriff and justice of the peace courts.
Q20.
If you disagree with the proposals to close these courts, please say:

(a) why you disagree, and

(b) how you would prefer the sheriff court and justice of the peace court provision for these districts structured, being as specific as you can about how your preference would operate in practice. 

We have no comment to make in relation to the proposal to close these sheriff and justice of the peace courts.
Q21.
How would the closure of any of these courts affect you?

We have no comment to make in relation to the closure of these courts.
Q22.
If you consider that the boundary of any sheriff court district should be redrawn, please specify what changes you would like to see made, and give reasons for the changes you propose.

We are happy with the current sheriff court district boundaries and would strongly oppose any changes to the boundaries of the Sheriffdom of Glasgow and Strathkelvin that would impact on Glasgow, as the current Sheriff Court district lies wholly within the boundaries of this local authority. .  
Q23.
If there are any aspects of this consultation paper about which you wish to comment and an opportunity to do so has not arisen in any of the earlier questions, please let us have your comments here.

We are in favour of the proposal to increase the exclusive jurisdiction of the sheriff court to £150,000 which would bring before the sheriff a large amount of the cases that go to the Court of Session. Not only would it decrease the workload of the Court of Session, it would reduce the legal expenses incurred in raising and defending civil actions.

We are in favour of all sheriff court civil appeals going to a new sheriff appeal court. Again we believe that this would reduce the workload of the Court of Session and reduce the legal expenses incurred in raising and defending civil actions.


Although these measures have the potential to improve civil court business, the introduction of a personal injury court sitting exclusively in Edinburgh would have a significant detrimental impact on the costs of this local authority and other parties including neighbouring local authorities.


Personal injury claims and cases against local authorities form an increasingly  large proportion of civil business and there is no indication that this trend is not going to continue. Although we can see the merits of judicial specialism in this area of law, exclusive jurisdiction within Edinburgh will not survive a cost/benefit analysis across the public sector as a whole..


The legal expenses for personal injury claims are already high, in some cases the legal expenses exceed the amount claimed. Having every personal injury case litigated in Edinburgh will only increase the costs. 


Although a personal injury court in Edinburgh may appear to save the public purse money if the cost to the public sector as a whole is looked at rather than the Scottish Court Service alone any savings are simply displaced to local authorities and other public bodies, who will have to meet the increased costs of personal injury cases going to court in Edinburgh.


We consider that a personal injury court in Edinburgh would not good for members of the public. Although members of the public would be able to access their local court and return home by public transport on the same day in accordance with paragraph E of the Judicial Office for Scotland’s “Principles for Provision of Access to Justice”, contained within Appendix A of this consultation, a large proportion of members of the public in Scotland would not be in a position to travel to Edinburgh and return home in the same day. 

As an alternative we would suggest regionalisation for personal injury cases, following the proposal for the High Court circuit. A personal injury court in Glasgow, Edinburgh and Aberdeen would allow for access to justice and legal costs would be cheaper than all cases being heard in Edinburgh. 
Q24.
If there are any aspects of the provision of court services in Scotland about which you wish to comment, express a view or offer an idea, and an opportunity to do so has not arisen in any of the earlier questions, please let us have your comments, views and ideals here.

We have no further comments to make.  
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