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	In the case of Norway, the offender may participate in psychological or addiction treatments. In these cases, a follow-up of 6-12 months follows the conference, always in collaboration with other services.
	In addition there was further discussion whether and to what extent community service may be a way to repair victim’s harm. One of the assistants was not sure this type of outcome would be really reparatory. Mediators pointed out that victim’s voluntary participation is fundamental and, therefore, the outcome is always the result of a dialogue process. 
	Another important issue was related to the idea of participation of specific professions, such as social workers and lawyers. According to the Norwegian experience, social workers have an important role in the follow-up. As concerns lawyers, they do not participate in the process of conferencing. 
	The workshop closed discussing how the approach to the victims’ needs should be managed. On this issue, two ideas were mentioned: firstly, victims must not be pushed to participate. The mediator has to play the role of being an informant. The preparative work is also fundamental in orienting the victim. Secondly, it seems to be important to respect victim’s timing which tends to be longer the more serious is the crime.
	Jaume Martin is a social educator and has a social sciences diploma at the Institut Catòlic d’Estudis Socials de Barcelona, (ICESB). Since 1982, he works at the Department of Justice of Catalonia developing successively the functions of educator on community sanctions, of adviser and expert, responsible for international relationships of the Secretary of Penitentiary Services, Rehabilitation and Juvenile Justice. He has been a member of the boards of the European Conference of Probation from 2001/2007 and is, since 0ctober 2002, a member of the European Forum for Restorative Justice. He is also a co-ordinator or member of working groups in studies, inquiries and researches about: the psychosocial consultancy to the judiciary, victim-offender mediation, the execution of sanctions and measures in the community, the inquiry into youth and citizen security, into juvenile cultures and the violence.
	In November 2003, there was a shift within the Greek youth justice system towards a more justice-based approach. Act 3189/2003 was established, promoting a) diversion and deinstitutionalisation (see for example the regulation concerning the prosecutor’s power to divert the case from court (art.45A Code of Penal Procedure) or the elaboration of non-custodial measures applied to minors by a juvenile court (arts 122 para.1 and 123 para.1 Penal Code)) and b) respect for due process safeguards (see the regulations regarding the abolition of indeterminate sentences (new arts 54 and 127 para.2 Penal Code), the extended right of the minor to lodge an appeal (new art.489 para.1 d Code of Penal Procedure), the increase of both the minimum and the maximum ages over which the juvenile court has jurisdiction (new art.121 Penal Code), and the focus on the gravity of the offence for the determination of the precise treatment of the young offender (art.127 Penal Code)).
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