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REPORT for CIDAC Panel: Livia Tossici-Bolt (LTB)  

CIDAC hearing date:    14 October 2025  
Year of events:      2022 and 2023.     
Occupation:                                                                               Retired clinical scientist.   
Was there a legal outcome? Yes. An appeal is in progress.  
Sex:      Female.       
Denominations:     Catholic.      
Use of data Unrestricted.   
Evidence Evidence bundle, including videos. 
 
Background 
 
Since 2019, LTB led pro-life vigils for 40 Days for Life in Bournemouth. Before the imposition of a buffer zone 
or public space protection order (PSPO) around the abortion facility in Bournemouth, the group prayed and 
offered help to women accessing the BPAS facility. According to their code of practice for vigils, she says 
that those forming vigils showed compassion, respect and gentleness. LTB sent a copy of the code to the 
police, ahead of the group’s presence near the clinic. Once Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole Council 
(BCP) introduced a PSPO around the clinic, LTB said that the vigils continued outside of its border, thus 
ensuring they remained legal. Her pro-life outreach is motivated by what she calls her “Christian solidarity”. 
She says that prior to the BCP Council bringing in the buffer zone, they held a consultation to secure a 
democratic mandate, asking residents, “Do we need to protect women from harassment, intimidation?” 
LTB opines that, “Of course, everybody would agree with that!” but she notes that harassment and 
intimidation are already crimes, and says there was never any evidence that these were ever committed 
against users of the clinic.1 LTB knows of women’s testimonies summed up by, “I wish you were here when 
I walked into this building 10 years ago, when I was young, and I believed that I had no choice.” 
 
Before the PSPO was introduced, LTB says that between two and four people would convene to pray on the 
grassy area near the clinic during its opening times. The reason why this site was chosen was to ask the 
Holy Spirit to reach out to the hearts of mothers and couples, so that they would have hope and courage to 
know that there are solutions other than abortion, she explains. Mothers are, she says, sometimes in a 
state of confusion, despair or agitation. LTB and her volunteer colleagues also prayed for the clinic’s staff, 
as well as for the “babies that were going to be killed that day”, she says. She further explains: “nobody 
should die without prayer, and so we were there to pray for these human beings who were going to die.” The 
“reason,” she says that she was there, is “because that's the place of Calvary.” 
 
LTB believes there’s many in the community who support her presence near the clinic, while for others, her 
“nasty presence [needs] to be reported”. Based on interactions with the public she had outside the buffer 
zone, some people, she believes, think “we are judging or condemning”. However, she has discovered that 
it’s “beautiful” when conversations develop further with time to discuss things, so that people come away 
with a “completely different perspective that we are really there trying to help out”. She explains that, “we 
recognize the trauma of abortion,” and she believes that for people who “fall in this abortion trap”, this 
explains the “many reactions” of anger. She believes it’s a trap because people don’t know about 
alternatives, but “we are able to offer a genuine alternative.” 
 

 
1 LTB cites an unnamed report in which it was found that there was no evidence of harassment and intimidation committed by pro-
life activists congregating outside abortion clinics. Editor’s note: this reference appears to be a 2018 report by the Home Secretary. 
See: https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2018-09-13/debates/18091329000018/AbortionClinicProtestReview  

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2018-09-13/debates/18091329000018/AbortionClinicProtestReview
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On the day before the PSPO was implemented, a man issued a threat of harm to LTB and her colleague, as 
they stood opposite the clinic. He warned that if they didn’t leave, his friends would be brought to the scene. 
LTB called the police, this being the only occasion she needed to do so. Police cautioned the man. LTB and 
her colleague rejected the police’s offer to proceed with charges. 
 
20 October 2022 
 
A week after the PSPO was introduced, LTB was approached by two council community safety accredited 
officers (thereafter referred to as ‘council officers’) while she prayed with another female volunteer outside 
of the PSPO’s perimeter. The council officers were insistent in asking the women to “move away” because 
they claimed that they were causing distress to BPAS staff, and to the nearby school. LTB said they refused. 
Her colleague phoned her solicitor to “ascertain our rights”. 
 
March 2 and 3, 2023  
 
On both days, council officers asked LTB to move away from her spot for different reasons and again, she 
refused. She had “refused to leave when requested by an officer”, which was one of the listed prohibitions 
in the PSPO. She was issued with fixed penalty notices on each of the respective days with related fines 
but, declining to pay them, she later appeared in court. On the second day, she understands that the 
council officer was called by BPAS, who had claimed that she was protesting. On both these days, she held 
a sign that read: “Here to talk, if you want.” She felt “convinced” that holding this sign didn’t place her in 
breach, even though she admits that she was within the PSPO perimeter. She had not displayed this sign 
previously. Abortion was never discussed with anyone and so she was sure it was permissible for her to talk 
to the public. On this site, she had previously had many interactions with what she describes as, 
“pedestrian traffic”. 
 
As the PSPO prohibited her from reaching out “effectively to women” assessing the clinic, she believed that 
she could still be present with an offer to talk to people living in the area. She believes there was no 
prohibition preventing her from connecting with other people. She explains: “I thought it was particularly 
poignant after all the suffering, all the lockdowns, and the pandemic forced many people into isolation.” 
She says that she knew some vulnerable and elderly men and women in the area. She thought about these 
individuals during the lockdowns and now wished to reconnect with them. 
 
On the day, she spoke to students about their university studies, women walking their dogs, to men about 
their families, including children. Passers-by were also offered a cup of tea. She feels that she had a “very 
interesting interaction” with the person she believes had reported her. A council officer told her that 
someone had “felt harassed or intimidated by my presence”.2 She says that towards the end of her “shift”, 
this man told her that “you cannot be here, you should talk to some officers.” She replied that she had just 
spoken to the officers.  At that point, the two officers returned, telling her that, “you cannot be here.” LTB 
challenged this, inviting them to read with her the PSPOs terms that were fixed on the lamppost. She then 
asked: “tell me what I'm breaching … Am I protesting? Am I harassing? Am I filming? Am I doing this?” She 
explains that she “was doing nothing of the sort.”  The officer cited the charge of “refusal to leave” when 
asked to do so. LTB wanted a reason, but she felt the conversation went around in circles, as reference 
would again come back to this prohibition. LTB was asked, “I want to know your views on abortion,” to which 
she answered, “We cannot talk about this in this location. It's prohibited.”  She adds: “It wasn't what I 
wanted to talk about. It was what they wanted to talk about.” A conversation followed outside the buffer 
zone.  
 
Court3 
 
In court, LTB was found guilty of breaching the terms of the PSPO terms and for staying within its perimeter 
“without reasonable excuse” on the days of 2nd and 3rd of March 2023. She had also failed to pay the fine 
for the two fixed penalty notices. The council officers, the court noted, only needed a reasonable belief that 

 
2 The officer had not confirmed the identity of the person. 
3 March 2025. 
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she was breaching the buffer zone, a belief that drew its support from BPAS, who saw her as a protester. 
She was brought to court for having refused to pay the fines. She was required to pay £20,000 as a 
contribution toward overall council costs of prosecuting the case against her, amounting to over £60,000. 
She would have found it difficult to pay this sum, and it was paid by way of crowdfunding. She notes that 
support for her was overwhelming. She is appealing, though the grounds for her appeal were not disclosed. 
 
November 2, 2023  
 
LTB says that she stood outside the buffer zone, praying alone, and held what she calls a “solidarity sign” 
which read, “Pregnant? Do you need help?” A telephone number was displayed. This is the same sign 
previously used during 40 Days for Life campaigns before the PSPO began.  She felt intimidated when three 
council officers approached her. They claimed that, as they approached her, she had moved out of the 
buffer zone, a claim she denied. She therefore refused to move away when asked to do so. The council 
officers referred to a map and insisted that she was within the buffer zone and instructed her to move away. 
She clarifies that this “argument” with the officers took place outside the buffer zone. The officers told LTB 
that they would make a report to the council. This was to be the last encounter she had with the officers. 
She was told by a CSAS officer that a fixed penalty notice would be “forthcoming”, but this did not happen 
because, LTB explains, she was outside the buffer zone. 
 
Council complaints 
 
LTB complained formally to the council about the November episode but never received an apology, other 
than what she calls a “defense of the conduct of the officers”. She also complained on another of the two 
occasions when she was present outside the buffer zone, following a complaint about her presence there. 
LTB asked the council if there maybe was discrimination against her religion. They answered that “we need 
to respond” to complaints by members of the public. To this day, she doesn’t know who raised the 
complaints and on what grounds. This indicates a “chilling effect” of these buffer zones, “where the 
population feels that we are doing something wrong, we are “criminals”, and worse, to be reported.” She 
doesn’t place blame on the people, but the “narrative that's been created around this pro-life activity trying 
to show it as something detrimental.” 


