Does a curfew discriminate against young people?
Background: a legal case that actually came to court on 20th July 2006.
The Home Office introduced a law that unaccompanied under-16s found in dispersal zones after 9pm can be held and escorted home, whether badly behaved or not.  The Home Office argued: “These powers provide the police with a powerful tool to tackle intimidation and anti-social behaviour by groups of people”
The Case
A 15 year old boy said the use of dispersal zones in Richmond, south west London, breached the European Convention on Human Rights.  

The boy, described as a “model student”, said “of course I have no problem with being stopped by the police if I’ve done something wrong, but they shouldn’t be allowed to treat me like a criminal just because I’m under 16.”
His Lawyer argued that the curfew zones violated the human rights of “wholly innocent” young people. The home office dismissed these claims saying the 15 year old could not bring the claim because he had never been stopped by police inside a dispersal area.  

Different claims made about the curfew

· Police are more likely to stop minority or poor children.
· The curfew is an attempt by the city to sort out major     problems.  

· The curfew interferes with the freedom of children and denies them equal protection.

· It interferes with their right to association.

· The rate of crimes by youths in Richmond is the highest in the country.

· Children are weak and need special protection because they are unable to make informed decisions.

· The curfew will protect children from the drug trade and other dangers at night time.

· It will protect the community from noise, vandalism and crime.

· The curfew limits their participation in political, religious, and economic activities.

· It limits their right to move about freely.

· It will give parents more control over the movement of their children.

· Young people can be arrested without a reason.

· It denies parents the responsibility for their own children’s curfews.
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