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Leicestershire Police & Partner Agencies 
Adult Out of Court Scrutiny Panel 

Minutes 
 15th November 2019  

 
 

1. Attendance 
David Crane – (DC) - Chair - Leicestershire Police 
D/C/Insp Chris Baker (CB) – Leicestershire Police 
Jaspal Hulait (JH) – Probation  
Sally Cook – CPS  
Suzi Felstead – JP Chair Magistrates Bench 
Insp Caroline Barker - Leicestershire Police 
Jyoti Chavda – Leicestershire Police 
 
2. Apologies  
Angela Perry – OPCC Office  
Emma Langham – HMCTS 
Joe O’Callaghan – Turning Point 
Louise Cox – CPS 
  
3. Minutes and Actions from last meeting  
The minutes of the last meeting were approved and no matters arising. 
In the absence of representation from OPCC office, David Crane chaired the 
meeting.  
 
4. Adult Offender Disposal Data  
DC gave an overview of the data information provided to the group.   
 
5. Panel Cases for Consideration 
The 15 cases chosen, at random, by the OPCC were reviewed by the panel 
and the following recorded: 
 
5 cases graded as 1   
4 cases graded as 2   
6 cases graded as 3   
0 cases graded as 4  
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Case No: Case: Disposal: Outcome: 
 

Category: 
 

 
Comments: 

01 Possess Cannabis  Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent  
1 

 

02 Threats to cause 
Criminal Damage  

Community 
Resolution  

 

Appropriate 
with 

Observations  
2 

Low level  
Action: Feedback to 
Officer  

03 Theft  Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 
 

04 Battery  Community 
Resolution  

Inappropriate 
and 

Inconsistent  
3 

Should have been a CC  
Offer protection to victim 
for a few weeks 
Custody Sgt decision 
incorrect  

05  Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
with 

Observations  
2 

No offer of help ie: Turning 
Point etc 
Maybe a CC with 
observations  
Action: Feedback to office  

06 Possession Class 
A – Cocaine  

Community 
Resolution  

Inappropriate 
and 

Inconsistent 
3 

Condition not force able – 
possibly a CC / markers 
on system and no offer of 
a referral  
Action: Feedback to 
Officer  

07 Criminal Damage / Community Appropriate 1  
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Assault  Resolution  and 
Consistent 

08 Theft  Community 
Resolution  

Inappropriate 
and 

Inconsistent 
3 

Possibly a CC with 
conditions  
Action: Feedback to 
Officer  

09 DA Criminal 
Damage  

Community 
Resolution 

Inappropriate 
and 

Inconsistent 
3 

Possible CC with 
conditions  

10 
 Public Order S5 Community 

Resolution  

Inappropriate 
and 

Inconsistent 
3 

Possibly consider CC due 
to previous convictions  

11 Public Order / 
Criminal Damage  

Community 
Resolution 

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

12 Drugs 
(supply/production) 

Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

13 Public Order S5 Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
with 

Observations 
2 

Possibly a CR with 
Observations  

14 Possess bladed 
article DA  

Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
with 

Observations 
2 

Possibly a CR with more 
intervention and offer of 
support  

15 Battery / S4 Public 
Order  

Community 
Resolution 

with 
conditions  

Inappropriate 
and 

Inconsistent 
3 

Explore other evictions   
Offer of referral and more 
support  
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6. AOB  
• Court Representation – SF 

Emma Langham has moved roles and will no longer be attending these 
meetings and her replacement is Mark Chamberlain but with changes in the 
courts they will not be able to send a representative to all these meeting.   
Suzi and Mark/Emma have agreed for future meetings once Suzi has 
reviewed the papers/cases and feels that a court representative is required 
she will advise Mark to try and attend.  
 

• New Guidelines – DC  
DC will review the new guidance, as going forward we have no representation 
from the courts, and suggested that he and selected members of the group 
get together to review these changes and set up new TOR guidance for these 
meeting. 
 
Meeting closed. 
 

7. Future Meeting Dates:  
 
Wednesday 19th February 2020 – Small Conference Room – FHQ  
 
 
  


