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Leicestershire Police & Partner Agencies 
Youth Out-of-Court Scrutiny Panel 

Minutes 
19th August 2017  

 
 

1. Attendance 
Angela Perry (AP) – Chair - Office of Police & Crime Commissioner  
Mark Verran – Leicester YOS  
Adrian Bakari – Leicestershire YOS  
Nigel Chapman – CPS  
Andy Cook – Deputy Chair Youth Panel 
Rosemary Monk – Deputy Chair Youth Panel 
John Norman (JN) - Leicestershire Police 
Jonny Monks – Leicestershire Police  
 
2. Apologies  
Caroline Barker (CB) Leicestershire Police 
Hilary Allton – Leicester Magistrate Court  
David Sandall (DS) – Leicestershire Police  
 
3. Minutes and Actions from last meeting  

Previous minutes were from January 2017 – no amendments.  
 
4. Youth Offender Disposal Data  

Data sheets were handed out at the meeting due to late submission and JN 
apologised for this.   

 
5. Panel Cases for Consideration  

The 15 cases chosen at random by the OPCC were reviewed by the panel 
and the following recorded: 

 
 13 cases graded 1  
1 Case graded 2 
1 Case graded 3 
0   Cases graded 4 

  
There were no cases deemed 4 where the panel failed to reach a conclusion.    
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Case No: 

 
Case: 

 
Disposal: 

 
Outcome: 

 
Category: 

 
Comments: 

 
 

01 DV related 
Battery 

Youth 
Community 
Resolution 

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

02 DV related 
Battery  

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

03 Damaged 
and Battery  

Youth 
Caution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

04 Common 
Assault 
(Battery) 

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

05 Theft from 
Store 

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

06 DV related 
Damage  

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

07 Theft from 
Store  

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

08 Theft 
Store/Fraud  

Youth 
Caution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
 

1 
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09 Theft  Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

10 Damage (less 
than £5,000) 

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

11 Common 
Assault 
(Battery) 

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

12 Common 
Assault 
(Battery) 

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 
1 

 

13 S5 Public 
Order  

Youth 
Conditional 

Caution  

Appropriate 
but with 

Observations 
2 

 

14 Damage (less 
thank £5,000) 

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Inappropriate 
and 

Inconsistent  
3 

 

15 Common 
Assault 
(Battery) 

Hate Crime  

Youth 
Community 
Resolution  

Appropriate 
and 

Consistent 1 
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6. Communication  

AP asked if JN could provide a more detailed report for the website, 
explanation of the cases in depth (as much as can be disclosed to the 
public and press releases), how the process works, how we reach our 
decisions and what happens next.    
Also more detail in the table included within the minutes for the group.  
 
AP asked if the group about their consideration around MOB Trails, AMOB 
taking to their Youth Committees and getting their reactions for the cases.  
Holding Roadshows and holding mock trials finding out what be their 
decision and how they would make these.   
    

7. AOB  
• Andy Cook asked again for breakdown of data into ethnicity.  This is 

not an unreasonable request and members of the public could ask 
for this under FOI request.  This has been requested previously.  JN 
apologised for the delay and would make further enquiries around 
getting this data for the next meeting.  

• Legal Advisors – enquired if the OOC Disposal was putting a delay 
in young cases going to court, or is there anything in the process 
that could delay cases going to court - as they had noticed a 
reduction.   

• Andy Cook – Old cases i.e.: 9 month old cases coming to court – 
whey is there a delay, is it due to Postal Requisition that it has a 
delay coming to court?  - JN to make enquiries and update Andy.    
 

 
8. Meeting Dates  
 
3rd November 2017 @ 10am  
 


