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Minutes 
Violence Against Women and Girls (VAWG) Panel 
Thursday 15 October 2015, 10.00-12.00, City Hall 

 

1. Attendees and apologies for absence 

 Co-chair Stephen Greenhalgh (StG), Deputy Mayor Policing and Crime (DMPC) 

 Co-chair Joan Smith (JS), Independent Co-Chair 

 Alison Renouf (AR), London Children’s Safeguarding Board (LSCB) 

 Baljit Ubhey (BU), Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) 

 Carlene Firmin (CF), MsUnderstood Partnership 

 Gemma Woznicki (GW), MOPAC 

 Hong Tan (HT), NHS England London Region 

 Jain Lemom (JL), MOPAC 

 Karen Ingala Smith (KIS), Nia 

 Katy Makepeace-Gray (KMG), London Councils 

 Keith Niven (KN), Metropolitan Police  Service (MPS) 

 Lee Barnard (LB), MPS 

 Marai Larasi (ML), IMKAAN 

 Nikki Norman (NN), Women’s Aid 

 Phoebe Pluckrose-Oliver (PPO), MOPAC 

 Sam Cunningham (SC), MOPAC 

 Sam Faulkner (SF), MPS 

 Sarah Green (SaG), End Violence Against Women (EVAW) Coalition 

 Sarah Tyler (ST), MOPAC 

 Sima Maqbool (SM), London Councils 
 
Apologies from: 

 Christine Jones, MPS 

 Dean Haydon, MPS 

 Heather Harvey, Eaves for Women 

 Jo Todd, Respect 

 Mathew Pickering, MOPAC 

 Mike Howes, London Heads of Community Safety (LHoCS) 

 Siwan Hayward, Transport for London (TfL) 
 



   

2 
 

N.b. the order of items was changed from the original agenda to 
accommodate presenters only being able to attend part of the meeting. 
 

2. Minutes and actions from previous meetings 
 
Jain Lemom (JL), MOPAC, updated on the actions from the previous meeting. 
Progress against each action is given in the table below. 
 

Action Owner Update 

Amend March 2015 VAWG Panel minutes 
to reflect amendments from Siwan 
Hayward. 

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) Complete 

Incorporate update paper on headline 
information from DSV dashboard into 
panel papers as a standing item 

Mathew Pickering 
(MOPAC) 

Complete – with 
papers for this 
meeting 

Re-send link to Dashboard with minutes of 
this meeting 

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) Complete 

Circulate Tony Gallagher’s data on sample 
of domestic violence cases 

Mark Simmons (MPS) 
Incomplete –data is 
now out-of-date 

Arrange workshop to look at resourcing 
and taking forward commitment 3 on 
prevention. 

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) 

Complete – took 
place on 5 October 
and will be fed back 
on at this meeting 

Task Evidence and Insight Team to 
conduct data analysis with regards to 
prevention of VAWG to inform subsequent 
workshop. 

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) 
Complete – will be 
presented at this 
meeting 

Provide MOPAC with information on 
housing and refuge provision from a 
service perspective to supplement UKROL 
data. 

Heather Harvey (Eaves 
for Women), Karen 
Ingala-Smith (Nia), 

Marai Larasi (IMKAAN), 
Sarah Green (EVAW) 

Complete - provided 
at 15 October 
meeting 

Utilise data collected from UKROL and 
VCS to understand current position around 
housing need for victims/survivors of 
VAWG in London and bring information to 
next Panel. 

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) 
Complete - 
completed at 15 
October meeting 

Invite Paul Martin or housing 
representative to be a member of the 
VAWG Panel 

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) 

This is in progress. 
An appropriate rep 
will be identified for 
the February VAWG 
Panel. 

Send information on DHR funding to Mike 
Howes 

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) Complete 

Send comments on proposed VAWG 
governance model to 
VAWG@mopac.london.gov.uk by 31 of 
July. 

All Complete 

mailto:VAWG@mopac.london.gov.uk
mailto:VAWG@mopac.london.gov.uk
mailto:VAWG@mopac.london.gov.uk
mailto:VAWG@mopac.london.gov.uk
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Action Owner Update 

Send revised version of VAWG governance 
model inclusive of comments from 
members and proposed terms of reference 
to Panel members for further comment 
and approval. Bring final version to 
October VAWG Panel for sign-off. 

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) 
Complete – sent on 
16 September 

Arrange conversation for Sam Cunningham 
and Lib Peck to discuss VAWG 
governance. 

Samantha Cunningham 
(MOPAC) 

Complete 

Align new governance structure with other 
boards/groups that deal with VAWG 
external to this governance framework. 

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) 
Complete – 
presented for sign off 
at this meeting 

Bring data on victim journey for 
victims/survivors of rape and sexual 
violence to future VAWG Panel. 

Betsy Stanko 
On forward plan for 
February panel 
meeting  

Conduct analysis of victims who fail to 
attend court, with a particular focus on 
mental health needs. Bring findings to 
Panel. 

Christine Jones (MPS) 
For February panel 
meeting 

Send learning from the Trial Blitz to Panel 
members. 

Mark Simmons (MPS) 

Complete – will be 
circulated with 
minutes of 15 
October meeting 

Circulate Sexual Violence Needs 
Assessment specification to attendees for 
comment  

Jain Lemom (MOPAC) 

Was circulated with 
papers for this 
meeting 15 October 
meeting 

 
3. VAWG Governance Model sign-off 

 
SC talked through the proposed governance model, reiterating to the group that this 
had been brought to VAWG Panel on 16 July and subsequently been subject to two 
rounds of feedback.  
 
SC noted the feedback received and discussed how this has been incorporated into 
the final proposal as follows: 
 

 Over emphasis on value for money - VCS colleagues felt that there was not 
enough focus on positive outcomes for victims and an over focus on value for 
money – the text has been re-drafted to ensure this is more balanced. 

 Too many layers/over-complicated - it was noted both at the Panel on 16 
July and in response to consultation that the proposal was over complicated; 
there were too many layers and over emphasis on commissioning and contract 
management. As a result, the Contract and Performance Board has been 
removed with key information from contract monitoring to feed into the 
Commissioning and Delivery Group. 

 Membership - suggested membership has been updated to include feedback. 
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 Representation of VCS - VCS colleagues also felt there was an over 
representation of the statutory sector and requested that two VCS reps be on 
the VAWG Board – this change was made to the proposed membership. 

 Wider governance - it was suggested that an understanding of the wider 
context was needed – a section on links to wider governance has been 
included with details on London-wide partnership boards to be considered in 
this context.  

 Links to front-line work - it was suggested that the model could include a 
practitioners forum to ensure it linked to front-line work. It was decided, 
however, that this pathway already exists via the VAWG Coordinators Forum 
which can be used as a reference group where required. The VCS Reference 
Group also provides access to practitioners and front-line service delivery. 

 
StG agreed that the revised model appropriately captures the need for wider 
representation from the VCS and recognises that the VAWG Board gives a good 
strategic overview linking to other governance structures. 
 
The Panel agreed to sign-off the new governance model. 
 

4. Prevention Programme 
 
SC reminded the Panel that the issue of VAWG prevention had been raised at the 
meeting on the 16 July linked to the following commitment in the Pan London 
VAWG Strategy1 to: ‘work with schools in London to develop and implement a 
“whole school” approach to VAWG and promote and disseminate learning’. An action 
was set at this meeting for MOPAC and the VCS to take this work forward and report 
back at the October Panel. 
 
SC reported to the Panel that MOPAC and the VCS had met to discuss the principles 
that should underpin a VAWG prevention programme and to consider approach to 
data collection in terms of identifying a pilot area. 
 
Approach to data collection 
 
SC talked through the data exercise conducted so far. This exercise involved analysis 
of crime and non-crime indicators that may indicate an increased need for VAWG 
prevention work (such as rate of domestic abuse, child sexual exploitation and 
deprivation indicators). SC asked the panel to feedback on whether they felt this data 
was sufficient, and if not; what other measures should be included. 
 

The following additional indicators were suggested by the panel: 

 data on individuals with English as second language; 

 rates of violence in schools; 

                                                 
1 https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/VAWG%20Strategy%20Refresh%20online.pdf  

https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/VAWG%20Strategy%20Refresh%20online.pdf
https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/VAWG%20Strategy%20Refresh%20online.pdf
https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/VAWG%20Strategy%20Refresh%20online.pdf
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 school exclusions;  

 data on gangs and serious youth violence; 

 wider access to services in local area; 

 domestic homicides; 

 truancy figures; 

 info from MERLIN packs; 

 data on adults coming to notice; and 

 Looked After Children (LAC) both from a borough and moved into a borough. 

 

CF noted that it is important to consider what the work aims to prevent; either peer-

on-peer abuse or familial abuse. The age of the cohort will play into this, e.g. if you 

are working with under 10s, the focus should be on familial abuse. 

 

KIS noted that there are a number of women who have recently immigrated, have no 

access to services and are becoming victims of domestic abuse and homicide. 

 

SC acknowledged this and responded that a prevention programme should focus on 

young people as a priority. However, as a product of this the programme should 

underpin wider prevention work that can be taken forward into the community. 

 

CF noted that it may also be useful to link this work with the recent Head Teachers 

Conference held by MOPAC on the 7 October. CF has received a number of contacts 

regarding sexual violence as a result of this conference. 

 

ACTION (CF) – send MOPAC list of schools that have approached MsUnderstood 
for support on Sexual Violence issues. 
 

AR noted that when considering indicators around deprivation it is important to be 

clear on how strongly deprivation measures link to risk. The data needs to be 

appropriately weighted to ensure it does not become overly poverty focussed. 

 

ML echoed this and re-iterated the need for a narrative that is not overly focussed on 

deprived areas but that also considers wealthier areas. VAWG is not a class specific 

issue. 

 

SC also noted that the Panel should be mindful of the Child Sexual Abuse report due 

to be published in October and the impact this may have. 

 

SC suggested extending the data exercise to:  
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 include proposed additional measures where possible; 

 be separated into two clusters – peer-on-peer abuse and familial/adult abuse; 

and 

 show results with and without deprivation measures included.  

 

This data will then be circulated to Panel members for comment and taken to a Task 

and Finish Group to finalise pilot area for prevention programme. 

 

ACTION (MOPAC) – conduct further data analysis as per suggested measures and 
method to identify pilot area for VAWG prevention programme. Circulate results to 
the Panel prior to the next meeting. 
 
ACTION (MOPAC) – establish Task and Finish Group to take prevention programme 
work forward. 
 

Principles/Non-negotiables 

 

ML fed back on the initial meetings between MOPAC and the VCS and the key 

principles/non-negotiables that had been developed to underpin a VAWG Prevention 

Programme. These are: 

 

 A programme that does not take a moralistic approach – i.e. it is not preaching 

to young people, rather empowering them to think differently. 

 

 The programme should have a clear focus on VAWG with links to Gangs and 

Serious Youth Violence. 

 
CF emphasised the need to link this to ongoing Gangs work as schools will want a 

linked programme as opposed to several different programmes. 

 

 Due to limitations of resource, the programme should focus on secondary 

school aged young people with potential additional work with feeder schools. 

 

HT noted that it is also important to focus on early intervention. He reported that 

last year the Havens saw at least 200 children who were under 13. Consideration 

should be given to how this is integrated across all ages. 

 

KIS added that useful work could be done with young people around sex roles, 

masculinity and the social construct of gender. 
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JL acknowledged these points but suggested that within the resources available, it 

would be useful to start with a clear focus on the secondary age group and then later 

widen the scope. 

 

SC added that practically, it would be beneficial to initially deliver something small, 

detailed and focussed to build an evidence base which can be taken forward to 

create a larger scale programme. 

 

 The programme should be developed in partnership with schools. 

 

 The programme should have clear, established outcomes based on behavioural 

change, improved outcomes for young people and crime prevention. 

 

Overall, the Panel agreed with these principles. 

 

JS noted that there is currently no funding identified for this work. 

 

KIS reported that Nia are developing a bid to Big Lottery and would be happy to 

work with MOPAC on this to look at taking this work forward. 

 

SC noted that MOPAC are supporting VCS organisations with bids around female 

offending and would be happy to adopt a similar approach with Nia. 

 

ACTION (MOPAC) – arrange meeting with KIS to discuss funding application. 
 

SC also noted that MOPAC are identifying a clear prevention lead who will be 

responsible for pulling together gangs and VAWG prevention strands. 

 

CF asked whether this would be linked to Prevent. 

 

SC responded that this should be the case but is a challenge in the short term due to 

the complexities surrounding Prevent. 

 

ML asked the group if they were happy with the definition of a ‘whole-school 

approach provided’: ‘a programme that feeds through ethos and learning within a 

school and the local community it serves; incorporating curriculum, teacher training, 

school policies, safeguarding and events’. 

 

It was requested that the following be added to this definition: 
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 reference to the school environment; 

 reference to leadership; and 

 reference to gender. 

 

ACTION (MOPAC) – add reference to leadership, environment and gender to 

definition of whole-school approach. 

 

5. Housing and refuge provision 

 

Nikki Norman presented on the UK Refuges Online data on refuge provision across 

London as per the report provided with the papers of the meeting. She noted that 

the data is not borough specific and that where it may suggest trends; Women’s Aid 

is not making official statements about any of the data. Please see slides attached 

with these minutes for key points from data. 

 

StG raised a significant concern about the high proportion of under 18s who are 

unsuccessful in their referrals to refuges. 

 

KIS noted that this is reflective of fewer specialist services available. 

 

CF noted that this data is helpful in terms of under 18s. She raised the concern that 

since the government changed the definition of domestic abuse to include 16 and 17 

year olds in 2013, there has been no change to service provision available for this age 

group. 16 and 17 year olds are only able to access services when reporting Child 

Sexual Exploitation (CSE).  

 

ACTION (MOPAC) – raise issue to Home Office of lack of housing provision to 
accompany change in definition to include 16 and 17 year olds. 
 

JS asked whether VCS colleagues would like to add to the presentation from a service 

level perspective. 

 

ML noted that there is a clear issue around contracts going to non-specialist 

providers which results in fewer positive outcomes. She noted a real concern that 

support for BME women, women with no recourse to public funds and young women 

is decreasing which presents serious risks of Domestic Homicides.  
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LB reported an increase in complaints that victims are being housed in police custody 

as a temporary measure to ensure immediate safety while their home is fitted with 

safety measures. 

 

SC asserted that as a Panel, there is a need for a collective approach to this issue in 
terms of what a Local Authority’s response should be. In order to reach this position, 
a fuller picture of local housing provision for victims/survivors of VAWG is needed to 
complement the UKROL data. She noted that through the Pan London Domestic 
Violence Service contract, Safer London are sub-contracted to conduct an analysis of 
services for VAWG victims/survivors. As part of this there is extra capacity to lead on 
a housing audit of this nature. 
 

ACTION (MOPAC) – arrange meeting between IMKAAN, MOPAC, London Councils 
and Safer London to take forward Housing Audit work. 
 

NN added that Women’s Aid have agreed to work with the Department for 

Communities and Local Government to do some more intensive analysis of refuge 

provision nationally. 

 

KMG noted that London Councils were hearing similar issues in terms of provision, as 

well as requests for a coordinated Pan London approach. She also noted a further 

issue with regards to sustainability of the VCS sector caused by: 

 short-term funding; 

 shrinking budgets; 

 increase in demand for services; 

 changes to legislation, benefits and legal aid; and 

 lack of available housing. 

 

KMG noted that the issue is cyclical as due to the above challenges, providers are 

unable to meet outcomes, which presents further issues. 

 

StG noted that there is insufficient provision for victims/survivors and asked if there 

is currently any cross borough commissioning of refuge services. 

 

ML responded that the Tri-Borough currently have a cross-borough commissioned 

service. This is still in its infancy however it appears to be based on a good model.  

 

ACTION (ML) – circulate case study on Tri-Borough jointly commissioned refuge 

service. 
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JS asked whether there was a way in which the Panel could feed into a pan London 

commissioning model. 

 

SaG responded that this would be beneficial. The EVAW Coalition released a 

document encouraging commissioners to develop a set of standards for 

commissioning.  

 

JL noted that she is aware of two sub-regional reciprocal agreements. The Panel 

were not aware of any further information on this. 

 

ACTION (MOPAC) – explore existing sub-regional reciprocal housing agreements 

for victims/survivors of VAWG to understand how these work and if they can feed 

into a Pan London approach. 

 

ML raised an issue for providers in terms of cross-borough working, in that they are 

largely commissioned to deliver services to the residents of a borough and are not 

funded to deliver this service to individuals outside of the borough. Funding would 

need to change to reflect this in order to successfully commission cross-borough 

provision. 

 

6. Domestic and Sexual Violence Dashboard 

 
BS talked through the performance report provided from the MOPAC Domestic and 
Sexual Violence Dashboard. 
 
Key points noted were: 
 

 there has been an increase in the number of domestic violence incidents 
reported as crimes, which will have had an impact on MPS and CPS workload; 

 some boroughs are more likely to have reports of domestic violence than 
others. It may be useful to consider where domestic violence is clustered in 
London to inform future commissioning; 

 the majority of cases are seen in Magistrates Courts; 

 conviction rates are lower in London than the rest of the country. It is useful 
to consider this alongside the reasons for unsuccessful prosecutions; 

 there is still a significant rise in sexual violence, particularly rape. Nine out of 
ten of these victims are women; and 

 the biggest challenge for the MPS is to manage the high volume of reports. 
 
ACTION (MOPAC) – bring borough DV data back to next panel with information on 
gender break down of population to next panel. 
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KN gave the following updates on sexual violence from an MPS perspective: 

 rape is up 10% in reports this financial year to-date. This is a welcome increase 
as it represents increased willingness of victims to come forward. Serious 
sexual offences are up by 8% for the same period and other sexual offences 
are up 10%. In response to this, the MPS are reallocating funds to better 
resource sexual violence, which will include the transfer of 195 Officers;  

 there is currently a sexual violence court pilot in Holborn, initial feedback from 
which is good; 

 the MPS have now identified strand leads for each of the 46 recommendations 
from the Dame Elish Review into rape; 

 Victims Right to Review legislation is now in place and a number of cases have 
come through via this; 

 the Rape Scrutiny Panel continues to look at decision making around rape 
cases using dip samples; and 

 the MPS have recently launched the ‘Can You Stop It?’ campaign to build 
awareness with professionals about CSE. 

 
LB gave the following updates on domestic violence from an MPS perspective: 
 

 there has been a 15% increase in reports over the last 12 months to-date. This 
was previously at 20%; 

 in the last 12 months, the domestic incidents that are now reported as crimes 
have included: common assault, actual bodily harm (ABH) and grievous bodily 
harm (GBH). Previously these incidents would have been classed as non-
crimes; 

 malicious communications became a notifiable offence in April 2015, between 
April and July 2015 there have been 1,600 counts of malicious 
communications;  

 the Initial Response Working Group has identified a number of improvements 
in terms of initial response to domestic abuse. The MPS have committed to 
providing 1 day of training to all 18,000 staff members on domestic abuse, 
including the new Coercive Control legislation. This is aimed at ensuring staff 
attend calls of domestic abuse with an appropriate approach and are able to 
get as much information as possible at this early stage when it is crucial; and 

 the MPS are also trialling four remote video link sites to give victims more 
choice when giving accounts of domestic abuse. 

 
JS asked whether work was targeted on boroughs with high levels of VAWG. 
 
LB responded that the four boroughs with the highest rate are also some of the best 
engaged and are above average on crime detections. 
 
SF added that there are good processes in place in these areas to ensure resource 
meets demand.  
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CF referred to the sexual violence data and noted that there is a continuing struggle 
in obtaining peer-on-peer abuse data. The CSE issues in Rotherham and Oxford are 
different to the issues faced by young people in London.  
 
SC noted that MOPAC have identified resources to take forward a CSE needs 
assessment. This will increase analytical work in this area and identify key gaps for 
future commissioning. 
 
BU echoed CF’s point on peer-on-peer abuse data. She noted that the conviction 
rate where both the victim and offender are young people is lower. In these cases, 
there is often a higher risk of intimidation of victims pre-court and the reasons for 
attrition are different to cases where the offender is an adult. 
 
BU went on to state that the CPS is piloting a new approach to tackling DV cases in 
Croydon, which will go live in November. This will test the use of specialist domestic 
violence courts for a sample of cases, which will include reducing wait times to see 
what impact this has. She noted a skills gap in the CPS in terms of investigation and 
case building for domestic violence cases, which presents a challenge. 
 
KN added that support for survivors throughout the court process could be improved. 
 
HT noted that NHS England have been working on safeguarding via local networks, 
which are being formed. There is a need for this to be better joined up locally and 
there is work being commissioned in this area. Additionally, the Havens in 
Camberwell are developing a child friendly house which aligns to recommendations in 
the Dame Elish Review. 
 
ACTION (MOPAC) – set up meeting between NHS England and MOPAC to discuss 
funding for CSE work. 
 

KIS asked if BS could provide an age breakdown for male victims of sexual violence. 

 

ACTION (MOPAC) – provide age breakdown of male victims of sexual violence to 

the panel. 

 

7. Updates 

 

a. Sexual Violence Needs Assessment 

 

JL updated on the Sexual Violence Needs Assessment. This went out to tender in late 

September with a view to commencing in November. An update on this will be 

provided at the February Panel meeting. The specification was provided with papers 

to this meeting. 
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ACTION (NHS England/MOPAC) – bring update on Sexual Violence Needs 

Assessment to VAWG Board in February. 

 

8. Member updates 

 

No updates were given. 

 

9. Any other business 

 

No business was raised. 
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10. VAWG Panel Action Log 
 

N.b. Includes open actions and actions closed after the previous panel meeting. 

No Action Lead Others Start Date 
Target  

Completion 
Update Status 

2 Data Dashboard 
 

2d 

Bring borough DV data back 
to next panel with 
information on gender break 
down of population to next 
panel. 

Mathew 
Pickering 
(MOPAC) 

 
15/10/2015 03/02/2015 

Will be provided at 
February panel. 

G 

2e 
Provide age breakdown of 
male victims of sexual 
violence to the panel. 

Mathew 
Pickering 
(MOPAC) 

 
15/10/2015 03/02/2015 

Will be provided at 
February panel. 

G 

3 Strategy - Prevention 
 

3c 

Send MOPAC list of schools 
that have approached 
MsUnderstood for support 
on Sexual Violence issues. 

Carlene Firmin 
(MsUnderstood 

Partnership) 
 15/10/2015 30/11/2015 In progress. G 

3d 

Conduct further data 
analysis as per suggested 
measures and method to 
identify pilot area for VAWG 
prevention programme. 
Circulate results to the Panel 
prior to the next meeting. 

Mathew 
Pickering 
(MOPAC) 

 15/10/2015 30/11/2015 In progress. G 
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No Action Lead Others Start Date 
Target  

Completion 
Update Status 

3e 
Establish Task and Finish 
Group to take prevention 
programme work forward. 

Phoebe 
Pluckrose-

Oliver 
(MOPAC) 

 15/10/2015 30/11/2015 In progress. G 

3f 
Arrange meeting with KIS to 
discuss funding application. 

Phoebe 
Pluckrose-

Oliver 
(MOPAC) 

 15/10/2015 30/10/2015 Complete Closed 

3g 

Add reference to leadership, 
environment and gender to 
definition of whole-school 
approach. 

Phoebe 
Pluckrose-

Oliver 
(MOPAC) 

 15/10/2015 30/10/2015 Complete Closed 

4 Strategy - Housing/Refuge provision 
 

4c 

Invite Paul Martin or 
housing representative to be 
a member of the VAWG 
Panel 

Jain Lemom 
(MOPAC) 

London 
Councils 

16/07/2015  

Complete – Jackie 
Odeyun, Housing 

Director Tower 
Hamlets invited 

Closed 

4d 

Raise issue to Home Office 
of lack of housing provision 
to accompany change in 
definition to include 16 and 
17 year olds. 

Samantha 
Cunningham 

(MOPAC) 
 30/11/2015  In progress. G 

4e 

Arrange meeting between 
IMKAAN, MOPAC, London 
Councils and Safer London 
to take forward Housing 
Audit work. 

Phoebe 
Pluckrose-

Oliver 
(MOPAC) 

 15/10/2015  Complete Closed 
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No Action Lead Others Start Date 
Target  

Completion 
Update Status 

4f 

Circulate case study on Tri-
Borough jointly 
commissioned refuge 
service. 

Marai Larasi 
(IMKAAN) 

 15/10/2015  

Complete – to be 
circulated with 
October panel 

minutes. 

Closed 

4g 

Explore existing sub-regional 
reciprocal housing 
agreements for 
victims/survivors of VAWG 
to understand how these 
work and if they can feed 
into a Pan London approach. 

Sarah Tyler 
(MOPAC) 

 30/11/2015  In progress G 

7 Strategy - Domestic and Sexual Violence Courts 
 

7a 

Bring data on victim journey 
for victims/survivors of rape 
and sexual violence to future 
VAWG Panel 

Betsy Stanko Baljit Ubhey 16/07/2015 TBC 
Will be brought to 

future meeting. 
G 

7b 

Conduct analysis of victims 
who fail to attend court, 
with a particular focus on 
mental health needs. Bring 
findings to Panel 

Christine Jones 
(MPS) 

Hong Tang 
(NHS 

England) 
16/07/2015 TBC 

Will be brought to 
future meeting. 

G 

8 Sexual Violence Needs Assessment 
 

8b 
Bring update on Sexual 
Violence Needs Assessment 
to VAWG Board in February. 

Hong Tan (NHS 
England) 

Jain Lemom 
(MOPAC) 

15/10/2015 03/02/2016 
To be brought to 
February Panel 

meeting. 
G 
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No Action Lead Others Start Date 
Target  

Completion 
Update Status 

8 Child Sexual Exploitation (CSE) 
 

9a 

Set up meeting between 
NHS England and MOPAC to 
discuss funding for CSE 
work. 

Gemma 
Woznicki 
(MOPAC) 

 
15/10/2015 30/10/2015 

Complete – this is 
being picked up via 
other partnership 

meetings. 

G 

 


