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IN THE CROWN COURT AT SHEFFIELD 
 

THE KING 

— v— 
MOHAMMED UMAR KHAN 

 

 

SENTENCING REMARKS OF THE HONOURABLE MRS JUSTICE ELLENBOGEN DBE   
 

 

Umar Khan, you may remain seated for now. 

 

1. On Monday, 3 February 2025, in the central courtyard of the school at which you were 

both Year 10 pupils, you fatally stabbed Harvey Willgoose in his heart, using a hunFng 

knife which had a 13-cenFmetre blade, with a serrated edge. Each of you was 15 years 

old at that Fme.  

 

2. On 8 August 2025, the jury convicted you of Harvey’s murder, rejecFng your parFal 

defence of loss of control. Today, I must sentence you for that offence, and for the 

offence of having a bladed arFcle on school premises, to which you pleaded guilty at 

your Plea and Trial PreparaFon Hearing. 
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Vic;m impact 

3. Your senseless acts have had a devastaFng effect on Harvey’s family. You heard his 

older sister, Sophie speak movingly on behalf of them all. She told you of the 

unbearable pain and grief which you have caused and of how you have shaSered their 

world. She and her family struggle to comprehend that the teenage boy whom she 

describes lovingly as having been warm, cheeky, and humorous has died as a result of 

your acFons. She described the constant reminders of the traumaFc events of 3 

February — when they see teenage boys; students in uniform; or a police presence. 

She detailed the effect of your offending on her own mental health, and on that of her 

family, and its consequences for their professional and personal lives. Harvey’s family  

are haunted by the CCTV footage of the events of that day, and exhausted by the 

trauma in their lives, in which his absence is felt every day. 

 

4. From the evidence given at trial, it is clear that Harvey was also a popular pupil, whom 

students and teachers held in affecFon. Their lives, too, have been blighted by your 

acFons, which have affected them deeply and will conFnue to do so. 

 

The facts 

5. I am now going to summarise the facts of this case. Where I make findings in relaFon 

to maSers which were in dispute at trial, I do so to the criminal standard, that is on the 

basis that I am sure of them.  

 

6. Harvey became a pupil of All Saints Catholic High School in Year 7.  You moved to All 

Saints from a different school. Following a trial period during the last few weeks of the 

Summer term of Year 9, you returned at the start of Year 10, a_er the Summer holiday. 

IniFally, you and Harvey were friends, but, over the weekend of 1 and 2 February 2025, 

you became involved in an argument online, relaFng to an incident at school which 

had occurred during the previous week, on 29 January. On that day, it had been 

necessary for staff to intervene in a dispute between two other boys in your year, one 

of whom was your friend. The other (to whom I shall refer as ‘Boy X’) had, in the past, 
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subjected you to racist abuse and directed his friends to ‘jump’ you and another boy, 

also threatening that you would be stabbed. Having tried to support your friend by 

intervening in that dispute, and having informed staff that Boy X had a knife, you had 

been sent home. The school had been placed in lockdown and the two boys who had 

been fighFng had been suspended. You had not been suspended from school, but had 

decided not to aSend on the following two days. Your aunt had informed a member 

of staff  that you were scared of going to school but that she had told you that there 

was no need to be scared because the boys who had been involved in the earlier fight 

had been suspended. Harvey had not been in school on the day of lockdown, or on the 

following two days.  

 

7. Over the weekend of 1 and 2 February, the incident on 29 January was discussed by 

members of a Snapchat group which included you and Harvey. It led to the two of you 

falling out, because you had sided with your friend and he had sided with Boy X. 

Eventually, another member of the group removed you both from it because of your 

arguments.  

 
8. Between 05:46 and 07:50 on the Monday morning — the day of Harvey’s death — you 

and he exchanged text messages, beginning with a message which he sent to you. He 

asked you whether you were in school and you said that you were not. He asked you, 

‘Is it beef or what?’ You replied, ‘Beef with who?’ and his response was ‘Me’. ‘Me an 

u’, you replied, going on to send him the following messages, ‘Nah but, if you want 

beef we can hav it. But ygm’ [meaning, ‘you get me’], and ‘U was my first boy in skl.’  

 
9. CCTV footage of that day, collected from various cameras around the school, captured 

a number of interacFons between you and Harvey. You arrived in school shortly a_er 

08:30, meaning that you had to sign in at the late desk. Albeit that you made some 

effort on that day to avoid Boy X and his associates, in your coat pocket was the hunFng 

knife. At around 09:15, you were asked by the Assistant Head Teacher, Mr Morgan 

Davis, to write a statement about the events of 29 January.  He discussed with you the 

rumours that a knife had been brought into school on that day and reassured you that 

the police officers who had aSended had not found one. Mr Davis asked you whether 
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you had brought anything (meaning a weapon) into school and you lied to him, telling 

him that you had not.  

 
10. As you were wriFng your statement outside Mr Davis’ office, Harvey walked past you 

and the two of you chaSed for several minutes. There was some physical interacFon 

which I am saFsfied was good-natured. A few minutes later, there was some further 

interacFon between you which Mr Davis observed, seeing nothing of concern. At 

around 10:35 that morning, you and Harvey separately entered the same form room. 

There is no evidence to suggest that there was any parFcular issue between you at 

that Fme. During the morning break which followed, the CCTV footage shows you 

chakng to each other in the corridor and there was some pushing. Another pupil who 

was present, and friendly with both of you, later described that behaviour as ‘banter’ 

and ‘joking around’. 

 
11. At 11:10, you and Harvey were due to aSend the same Science class. You each arrived 

late, Harvey having arrived three minutes before you did. At or about the Fme of your 

arrival, Harvey asked the teacher for Fme out. The evidence is that you squared up to 

each other in the classroom. One of you — it is not clear which one — said something 

along the lines of, ‘Let’s take this outside.’ It would seem that further words were 

exchanged between you, and the teacher physically intervened. Harvey then le_ the 

classroom and went to see the Assistant Head of Year 10, Ms Staniforth. On the way, a 

teacher overheard him telling another pupil that something was about to happen. 

Harvey told Ms Staniforth that he was upset that you had rubbed your fists up and 

down his chest. He asked if he could go, and he did go, to the school isolaFon room, 

known as the Damascus Room. Harvey told Ms Kidder,  the teacher who supervised 

that room, that you had pretended to take something out of your trousers, later telling 

another pupil that you had been acFng as though you had had a knife. On your behalf, 

Mr Hussain KC suggested that it was at least as likely that any such acFon by you was 

a form of pretence, to ward off any prospecFve aSack upon you. Having regard to the 

fact that you had brought a knife into school that morning, I am saFsfied that that 

theory should be rejected.  
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12. At 11:52, whilst Harvey was in the Damascus Room, you le_ the Science classroom. Ms 

Staniforth then asked you about the incident with Harvey. You simply shrugged. She 

told you to go to lunch and to avoid him. Ms Staniforth spoke to Harvey again, by 

telephone, at 12:05, when he was sFll in the Damascus Room. He appeared to her to 

be in good spirits. 

 
13. At 12:10, the lunch break began. You made your way to the dining area which ran 

alongside the central courtyard. At around the same Fme, Harvey was making his way 

along the external footpath from the Damacus Room to that courtyard. In the dining 

area, you spoke to another boy who later described the conversaFon which he had 

had with you at that Fme. He said that you had both been talking about Harvey, 

because you had been mad at him, and that you had then suddenly started to talk 

about a knife. His evidence was that he had told you to give the knife to him before 

you did something stupid, but that you had not listened to him. 

 
14. Together with that friend, you walked from the dining area out into the courtyard. I 

cannot be sure that you had seen and made a beeline for Harvey, bearing in mind the 

number of people present in both the dining area and the courtyard at that Fme. Once 

in the courtyard, however, you saw Harvey walking towards you. The CCTV footage 

records your interacFon with him. His back was to the camera. You were facing it. It 

appears that Harvey placed his hand on your right arm and that he said something to 

you. On the evidence of another pupil, which I accept, a few minutes earlier Harvey 

had informed him that, if you were to try anything, he (Harvey) would ‘smash [you] all 

over’.   

 
15. You took the knife which you had brought to school that day out of your le_ pocket, 

passed it to your right hand, and stabbed Harvey in the chest, twice. At trial, Dr Lumb, 

the pathologist, explained that the force which you had used had been severe, as 

indicated by the fact that your knife had cut through the full thickness of one of 

Harvey’s ribs. As Harvey backed away, you advanced towards him, across the 

courtyard, before returning to your original posiFon, gesturing at him and appearing 

to shout something. Harvey ran towards you and you were seen to have advanced 
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again, dancing on your feet and waving the knife. Harvey again backed away. Forty-

nine seconds a_er you had stabbed him, he collapsed on the ground. 

 

16. Meanwhile, sFll holding the knife, you went back into the dining area, causing other 

pupils to run in fear and panic. You were approached by two members of staff who 

told you to put the knife down, but you did not do so. Having been alerted to the 

incident by a group of older boys, Mr Davis ran to the scene, passing Harvey in the 

courtyard, who, by then, was being treated by other members of staff. When he 

reached the dining area, he encountered you, sFll holding the knife, and saying, ‘You 

know I can’t control it.’  In an act of considerable bravery, Mr Davis held out his hand 

and took the knife from you. At the same Fme, the Head Teacher, Mr Sean Pender, 

placed his arm around your shoulder and took you to his office. Whilst awaiFng the 

arrival of the Police, you told him, ‘I’m not right in the head. My mum doesn’t look aDer 

me right. I’ve stabbed him’, saying that you had stabbed Harvey once, or twice. You 

also told Mr Pender that you had argued with Harvey during the lesson before the 

lunch break, and that he had grabbed you whilst laughing at you. You said that you had 

been carrying a knife for protecFon, and because of the lockdown incident, and that 

you had been followed over the weekend and were scared of being jumped outside 

school. You also told him that you had been threatened by an associate of Boy X. 

 
17. When paramedics arrived — less than ten minutes a_er you had stabbed him — 

Harvey was not breathing and had no pulse. A  large volume of blood was found in his 

chest. Notwithstanding the valiant efforts of the paramedics and air ambulance crew 

over the next hour, it was not possible to save his life.  

 
18. By the Fme of the tragic events which I have described, you had had a longstanding 

interest in weapons. Found on your telephone by the Police were photographs of you 

posing with a variety of them, including other hunFng-style knives; a machete; and a 

hammer, the earliest of which daFng back to April 2024. Your Internet search history 

revealed that, since at least September 2024, you had been using search terms such 

as ‘zombie killer knife’; ‘dagger’; ‘pocket-knife’; and ‘machete’. In December 2024, your 

mother had contacted the school, having found an axe in your bag. When a police 
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officer visited you at home, on 27 December, you told him, untruthfully, that you knew 

nothing about it. He advised you about the dangers of carrying weapons, advice which 

you ignored. Prior to 3 February 2025, there had been at least one other occasion on 

which you had been in possession of a weapon — a knife on school premises, captured 

in a video-clip and in photographs. Notwithstanding all of this, throughout your trial 

you sought to minimise the extent of your interest and gave explanaFons for the way 

in which photographs of weapons had come to be on your phone which were, put 

simply, not believable.  Over the period spanning November 2024 and January 2025, 

there had been three separate incidents in which you had become angry and 

aggressive towards a person and/or property at school, including on the day of 

lockdown. Other records indicate your longstanding inability to manage your anger. 

 

Sentence 

19. I am now going to explain the sentences which you will receive for your crimes. In 

doing so, I have to set out the informaFon and material which I have considered and 

the legal principles which I must apply. I shall try to make that explanaFon as 

straighqorward as I can. Shortly a_er this hearing, you will have the opportunity to 

speak to your barristers, who will help you to understand anything about which you 

are unclear. You will also be able to read my sentencing remarks in your own Fme. 

 

20. I have given very careful consideraFon to the pre-sentence report which has been 

prepared by the Youth JusFce Team; to the separate statement which that team has 

provided; to the helpful and detailed wriSen notes on sentence and oral submissions 

received from the ProsecuFon and the Defence; and to the material to which they have 

referred. 

Murder 

21. The sentence for murder is fixed by law. The Law treats children and young people 

differently from adults. You were under the age of 18 at the Fme of your offending. 

Under secFon 259 of the Sentencing Act 2020 (to which I shall refer as ‘the 2020 Act’), 

I must sentence you to what is known as ‘detenFon during His Majesty’s pleasure’. 
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That means a life sentence, in a secure place, imposed on a person who commits the 

offence of murder when himself a child. SecFon 322 of the 2020 Act requires me to 

decide the minimum term which you must spend in detenFon before you can be 

considered by the Parole Board for release on licence.  It is the Parole Board which 

decides whether a person who is in custody is safe to be released. 

 

22. It is important that you and the public understand that a minimum term means just 

that. It is the shortest period which you must spend in custody before you can be 

considered for release. But there is no guarantee that you will in fact be released at 

the end of that period, or at any later Fme. It is only if and when the Parole Board 

decides that you are fit to be released, that you will be released, and you will then 

remain subject to licence for the rest of your life. A licence requires you to comply with 

certain condiFons, or rules. If you offend again, or fail to comply in any other way with 

the condiFons or rules of your licence, you may be re-called to conFnue your life 

sentence. It is in that way that a life sentence protects the public for the future. 

 

23. In order to decide the appropriate minimum term, I must take into account the 

seriousness of your offence and the period which you have already spent on remand 

in custody. When considering the seriousness of your offence, I must have regard to 

the general principles set out in Schedule 21 to the 2020 Act, and to any Sentencing 

Council guidelines which are relevant to your case and are not incompaFble with those 

principles. In this case, I must have regard to the Sentencing Council’s guideline on 

Sentencing Children and Young People, and, in parFcular, to secFons 1 and 4 of that 

guideline. I must also bear in mind the factors to be considered when assessing the 

culpability of a young offender (that is the responsibility which he bears for his 

offence), as set out in paragraph 17 of secFon 14 of the Judicial College publicaFon 

enFtled ‘Child Defendants in the Crown Court’, published in June 2025. 

 

24. You accept that you took the knife into school and intended to have it available to use 

as a weapon (albeit, you said, for protecFon, having experienced earlier threats and 

acts of violence). You then used that knife to commit Harvey’s murder. That means 

that paragraph 5A of Schedule 21 to the 2020 Act applies in this case. That paragraph 
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sets out the appropriate starFng point for the minimum term for a person aged 15, 

which, as Counsel agree, is 17 years.  

 
25. Deciding the appropriate starFng point is the beginning of the process. That starFng 

point is not to be applied in a rigid way, without thought; it is to be applied flexibly, in 

order to achieve a just result in the parFcular case. Having idenFfied it, I must consider 

whether it is appropriate to adjust it — upwards or downwards. I must take account 

of all relevant aggravaFng and miFgaFng factors (meaning all those things which make 

your offending worse, and all those things which count in your favour) in order to reach 

a sentence which is appropriate in all the circumstances of this case. That sentence 

will impose the shortest possible minimum term which reflects the seriousness of your 

offence. When assessing your culpability, I must reflect on, and make all appropriate 

allowances for, your developmental age (which may be the same as, or higher or lower 

than, your actual age) and the level of your maturity. Those principles have been 

summarised in a number of cases, most recently in a case known as R v BGI and CMB 

[2024] EWCA Crim 1591, and I shall now explain how they apply to you, on the facts 

of this case. 

 

26. A non-exhausFve list of aggravaFng and miFgaFng factors is set out at paragraphs 9 

and 10 of Schedule 21 to the 2020 Act. I shall take account of all relevant factors, so 

far as I have not already done so when determining the correct starFng point.  

 

27. I first set out all of the aggravaFng factors in your case. I do not consider that your 

offence involved a significant degree of planning or premeditaFon. The ProsecuFon 

does not suggest that you came to school that morning intending to kill, or cause 

serious injury to, Harvey, but that is not to say that you acted on the spur of the 

moment when you were in the courtyard. On the evidence given by a number of 

witnesses, which I have already summarised, I am sure that, by the Fme of the Science 

lesson on 3 February, you had decided that, should the need (as you saw it) arise, you 

would use your knife on Harvey — a knife which, in your words, you had bought 

because it was ‘scary’.  Your history of carrying weapons, including on school grounds; 
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the fact that your offence took place on school premises; and the fact that numerous 

pupils and teachers were present at the Fme, are all aggravaFng factors in this case. 

 

28. Turning to miFgaFng factors, the ProsecuFon case is not that you intended to kill 

Harvey, but, it says, the severe force which you used (as explained by Dr Lumb), and 

the fact that you stabbed him twice, in his chest, indicates the high degree of bodily 

harm which you intended to cause him. Having regard to all of that evidence, and to 

the CCTV footage, I am sure that that is the correct analysis. Whilst your premeditaFon 

was not longstanding, it cannot be said that it was lacking altogether. Having come to 

school with a knife, your behaviour and comments to others, from the Fme of your 

Science class onwards, indicate some premeditaFon at that point. Having considered 

that evidence and the CCTV footage with care, in the context of your earlier acts of 

aggression and the available psychiatric evidence, I am also sure that you did not act 

to any extent in self-defence, or in fear of violence. AccepFng that he might have made 

some provocaFve comment towards you, or behaved in a hosFle way, it was not, I am 

saFsfied, at a level which indicated to you that Harvey posed any real threat at that 

Fme, or which provides any miFgaFon for what followed. I am also saFsfied that, by 

the point at which you came to stab him, you were the aggressor and that you acted 

in hurt and anger at what you considered to be his betrayal of your friendship. 

 
29. I bear in mind your young age at the Fme of your offence, already reflected in the 

starFng point which I have selected. I must also take account of everything which is 

known about your mental and emoFonal development which might have lowered your 

culpability. The psychiatric evidence received at trial referred to evidence of physical 

and emoFonal abuse and of neglect in your home life, including a lack of food, and, in 

the psychiatrists’ words, excessive physical punishment. Both psychiatrists considered 

there to be a picture of opposiFonal behaviour and defiance (more obvious in school), 

and that, if you had had a typical level of parenFng, with appropriate boundaries and 

discipline, you would have had beSer emoFonal regulaFon; been less likely to have 

had aSachment difficulFes; and had improved emoFonal resilience and self-esteem. 

The incidents of aggression in the weeks and months prior to your offending of which 
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the jury also heard evidence were said to be examples of your difficulFes in controlling 

your emoFons, including your anger.  

 
30. The Consultant Clinical Psychologists agreed that your intellectual abiliFes fell within 

the very low average range, with parFcular weaknesses in understanding language and 

the speed at which you process it. That is thought likely to have resulted from negaFve 

early experiences. Nevertheless, Dr Forster’s view was that you did not have any 

communicaFon issues. He noted that, whilst your verbal comprehension and 

processing speeds were outside normal limits, that was not to an extent which would 

significantly impair your ability to communicate or comprehend under normal 

condiFons, though, in high pressure situaFons, your ability to understand and 

communicate might be more limited.  

 
31. I have also borne in mind the report and observaFons of the intermediary who helped 

you throughout your trial, and does so again today. Having watched you give evidence 

over a lengthy period at trial and acknowledging that you had the benefit of her 

assistance, I do not consider that your ability to communicate or understand is reduced 

to any significant extent. I have had regard to your very difficult family circumstances 

and upbringing; to your kidney condiFon and its late diagnosis, the way in which it is 

managed, and the bullying which you have encountered as a result; and to the 

separate racist bullying which you have endured. 

 

32. In assessing your culpability, I have taken account of all of those maSers and of the 

way in which you came across at trial. I acknowledge the inherent vulnerability of a 

person of your age. I acknowledge that adverse childhood experiences and 

educaFonal difficulFes or disrupFon can affect, negaFvely, the development of adult 

thought processes. As for the offence itself, the incident was short-lived and, unFl a 

relaFvely short Fme beforehand, unplanned. Nevertheless, you stabbed Harvey 

forcefully, twice in his heart. You were, at that Fme, aware of, and had been recently 

advised about, the dangers of carrying a knife. I am saFsfied that you understood 

them. Taking full account of everything which I have observed and read, I am also 
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saFsfied that your emoFonal maturity and development at the Fme of your offence 

were those of a typical boy of 14, that is of someone below your actual age. 

 

33. In addiFon to your developmental age and maturity, I bear in mind the evidence of a 

degree of provocaFon by Harvey, in the context of your knowledge and experience of 

earlier violent conduct and threats made by certain of his friends; the absence of any 

prior convicFons; the informal role as a carer for your younger siblings, one of whom 

parFcularly vulnerable, which you have undertaken from a young age, in the context 

of your mother’s poor mental health and your father’s frequent absence from the 

home; and a degree of remorse. I also bear in mind the mature and posiFve approach 

which you have adopted, whilst on remand. The Youth JusFce Team reports that you 

are known as being ‘well-mannered and well-liked’. You have been commended for 

your good behaviour and twice awarded the Ftle ‘Unit Champion’. You enjoy enhanced 

IncenFves and Earned Privileges status, having received 52 posiFve comments for your 

engagement; your encouragement of peers to follow instrucFon; your assistance to 

staff; and your mature aktude to conflict. You are working in a trusted posiFon which 

is said to highlight your character and proacFve approach, and have indicated a desire 

to work towards gaining GCSEs, and, ulFmately, a professional qualificaFon. I 

commend you for all of that and I hope that you will conFnue to build on the efforts 

which you have clearly been making towards rehabilitaFon.  

 

34. Taking account of all of the aggravaFng and miFgaFng factors to which I have referred, 

and the need to impose the shortest minimum term which is consistent with your 

welfare and necessary rehabilitaFon, I consider that the appropriate minimum term in 

your case is one of 16 years, from which the Fme which you have already spent on 

remand will be deducted, as I shall explain shortly. 

 

Having an arJcle with a blade on school premises 

35. Your offence of murder was commiSed with the knife to the possession of which, on 

school premises, you pleaded guilty. That laSer offence formed part of the same 

sequence of events. In those circumstances, and having regard to the sentence which 



 13 

I have passed for murder and to your offending as a whole, I consider that it would not 

be just or proporFonate to impose any separate penalty for the lesser offence and I do 

not do so. That means that your convicFon for that offence will not extend the 

minimum term which I have imposed for murder. 

 

ParenJng order 

36. For an offender who was 15 at the Fme of his convicFon, secFon 366 of the 2020 Act 

requires the Court to make a parenFng order in respect of that offender’s parent or 

guardian, if it is saFsfied that the order would be desirable in the interests of 

prevenFng the offender from commikng any further offence. No such order is 

recommended by the Youth JusFce Team, and, having regard to the length of the 

minimum term which I have imposed for murder and your family circumstances, I am 

not saFsfied that such an order is desirable in the interests of prevenFng your 

commission of any further offence.  

 

Stand up, please, Umar. 

37. I shall now summarise the sentence which you will receive and what it means for you. 

 

38. For the murder of Harvey Willgoose, I pass the only sentence which the Law allows me 

to pass for someone of your age — that is detenFon during His Majesty’s pleasure. You 

will remain in secure custody unFl the Parole Board decides that you are suitable to be 

considered for release. The shortest period of Fme during which you must remain in 

custody is 16 years, less the number of days which you have spent on remand. I have 

been told that that period is agreed to be 259 days. Therefore, the minimum term 

which I impose in your case is 15 years and 106 days. 

 

39. I remind you that there is no guarantee that you will in fact be released at the end of 

that period, or at any later Fme, and that, if and when you are released, you will remain 

subject to licence for the rest of your life, and may be recalled to conFnue your life 

sentence if you re-offend or fail to comply in any other way with the condiFons of your 

licence. 
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Manslaughter 

40. As you have been convicted by a jury of the offence of murder, no sentence will be 

passed on the lesser offence of manslaughter, to which you pleaded guilty at an earlier 

stage. That offence will lie on the file, meaning that it cannot be re-opened without 

the permission of this court, or of the Court of Appeal. 

 

Possession of a knife on school premises 

41. For your possession of a knife on school premises, you will receive no separate penalty. 

 

Ancillary orders 

42. There are two related orders to be made: 

 

a. A vicFm surcharge will be imposed, in the sum of £41.00, and a collecFon order 

made. That surcharge is fixed by law, takes account of your age at the Fme of your 

offence, and is used to fund organisaFons which support vicFms and witnesses. 

 

b. I order the forfeiture and destrucFon of the knife. 

 

Your legal team will come to see you before you begin your sentence. Please go with the 

dock officer, Umar.  

 

22 October 2025 


