	
	London Board subgroup for safeguarding children across culture and faith
meeting notes
	[image: image1.emf]



	Meeting Title:
	London Board subgroup for safeguarding children across culture and faith

	Date:
	20th January 2009

	Time:
	2pm – 4.30pm

	Location:
	London Councils

	Chaired by:
	Ian Dean (London Board), standing in for Andrew Fraser (Enfield LSCB)

	Attendees:

	Shirley Gounder (GOL)
	Pastor Jean Bosco (WAY) 
	Justin Bahunga (AFRUCA)

	Melissa Friedberg (Islington)
	Garry Owens (London Board)
	Ann Roach (Tower Hamlets)

	Harmander Singh (Faiths Forum for London / London Civic Forum)
	Mor Dioum (Victoria Climbie Foundation)
	Jill Downey (Hammersmith & Fulham)

	Jill Sandham (Southwark Diocese)
	Yemi Ebulu-Eyuruntari (Newham)
	Alan Coombe (NSPCC)

	Philip Ishola (LB Harrow)
	Katie Walker (LB Harrow)
	

	Apologies:
	
	

	Deborah Miller (Methodist Church)
	Pearl Luxon (Methodist Church) 
	Joe Heatley (UKBA)

	Marcia Da Costa (Met Police IAG)
	Beatrice Norman (North Middlesex University Hospital) 
	Rachel Takens-Milne (City Parochial)

	Jane Dykins (Refugee Council)
	Andrew Fraser (Enfield)
	Chris Beddoe (ECPAT UK)

	Christine Christie (London Board)
	Jackie Cook (Newham LSCB)
	Shirley Maginley (NSPCC)

	Points of discussion


1.
Introductions and apologies
1.1
The group noted the above apologies.
2.
Minutes of the last meeting and matters arising

C&F Workplan
2.1 
ID informed the group that the London Board is currently reviewing its various work streams and priorities, and as such, any proposed workplan for the group would not be drafted until after the review (see point 8 for more information).

Serious Case Reviews 
2.2
ID informed colleagues that the London Board’s Serious Case Review Sub-Group will be 
discussing and working on a way forward to consider the potential for practice guidance 
and a training powerpoint to support the culture and faith considerations emerging from the 
London Review.  The subgroup will prepare a report for the next meeting.

Safeguarding Children affected by Gang Activity
2.3
ID informed the group that the London Board’s draft of a Safeguarding Children Affected by Gangs / Serious Youth Violence Procedure is currently out for consultation. The Procedure is accessible from: www.londonscb.gov.uk. Closing date for submissions is 27th February 2009.

FGM UK national activity
2.4
ID reported that the London Board has drafted a National Action Plan (NAP) for FGM on behalf of the European Daphne II Project, and is negotiating with central government to ensure that the elements of the NAP, if not the plan itself, are integrated into current national strategies e.g. Tackling Violence & Abuse (DH)

Action: ID to provide a further update at the next meeting.
3. 
NSPCC Safe Communities Project – Alan Coombe, NSPCC
3.1
Alan Coombe gave the group a brief rundown of the NSPCC Safe Communities Project, which aims to ensure that all children and young people in England and Wales can take part in organised activities safely by building capacity in smaller voluntary groups. The three year initiative is now drawing to close (ending in late February 2009), and is being fully evaluated to help inform further discussion and learning about keeping children safe when they are participating in organised activities.  
3.2
At the core of the project is a toolkit for community and faith groups, which is available as a free DVD and has proved extremely popular - with only 200 of the 7,000 original copies remaining (English language only).
3.3
AC further reported that a training pack based on this work will be available shortly, pending a cultural review. HS offered his assistance in conducting this review, which AC was happy to accept.


ACTION: HS and AC to discuss the potential for joint working in culturally reviewing the NSPCC training pack.
3.4
The group were also informed that the NSPCC and Children England (formerly the NCVCCO) have been commissioned to set up and jointly manage the new National Safeguarding Unit for the Third Sector.
3.5
For more information on the Safe Communities Project or National Safeguarding Unit, please contact Alan Coombe at acoombe@nspcc.gov.uk. 

4.
London Child Trafficking Toolkit - Philip Ishola, London Borough of Harrow
4.1
PI updated the group regarding progress on the London Child Trafficking Toolkit project which is being co-ordinated by a multi-agency working group. To date, 6 London boroughs and 4 LAs from the rest of the UK have agreed to pilot the toolkit.  
4.2
PI explained that the purpose of this initiative is to help any LSCB and their member agencies to respond confidently and competently to children who may have been trafficked – although this was initially to focus on London, there has since been much interest nationally. The main focus of the project is to put together a toolkit that will help with every aspect of this work, including legislation, local structures, guidance for professionals and training plans.

4.3
The work is linked to the Government’s ratification of the Council of Europe’s Convention on Action against Trafficking in Human Beings at the end of 2008, after which the UK was given 3 months to implement the associated processes – including a generic risk assessment model. Part of this project’s brief was therefore to draft such a model.
4.4
The toolkit is available to download from www.londonscb.gov.uk/trafficking/. 
4.5
HS asked whether a Community Impact Assessment will be carried out on the toolkit, and PI confirmed that each LSCB would be considering this during the pilot phase.
4.6
The group agreed that local communities would have a key role in identification, but expressed concerns that these groups were often overlooked. It was felt that training was essential for members of the local community (particularly for those with English as a second language), who are often unsure of how they fit into these structures. HS offered support from the Faith Forum for London in engaging more strongly with communities in the pilot areas, which the London Board were happy to accept.


ACTION: HS to meet with PI and London Board to discuss ways to engage effectively with local community groups.
5.
London FGM toolkit – Melissa Friedberg, LB Islington
5.1
MF updated the group on the London Board’s work to draw together a toolkit for health professionals who suspect that a child may be at risk of undergoing FGM, part of which will attempt to put a framework in place for routine questioning at midwifery units. A number of documents have now been collected, and work will begin shortly to collate these into a working toolkit for professionals – see www.londonsbc.gov.uk/fgm_resources/ for more details.

ACTION: MF to report back to the next meeting.
6.
Safeguarding Children DVD

6.1 
JB reported that work on producing a Francophone safeguarding children DVD is well underway, with the structure and planning complete and meetings scheduled with potential production companies. It was also reported that a potential funder for this project may have been found.
6.3
It was noted that SG confirmed that GOL would help to part finance the project with the sum of £500.
6.4
JB informed the group that he was in the process of securing further funding to finance a project around youth involvement in gun & knife crime, the borough of Waltham Forest has suggested that they would collaborate with (WAY) in this project.  

7.
Community views around physical chastisement – Jill Downey, Hammersmith & Fulham LSCB
7.1
JD informed the group that Hammersmith and Fulham schools are supporting improved partnership with Somali parents around the appropriate ways to discipline children and the use of physical punishments. JD asked the group if they were aware of any examples of good practice in dealing with these types of issues.
7.2
MD stressed that the primary consideration should always be the risk of harm to the child. JB agreed, and highlighted the need for greater understanding between statutory services and local communities – a process which should be two way. MD reported that the Victoria Climbie Foundation (VCF) has recently been working closely with Ealing LSCB to help BME organisations understand the legal framework in the UK, and are carrying out similar work in Harrow and Hillingdon.
7.3
HS offered to forward JD the contact details of a Community Group that works closely with the Somali Community.
8.
Discussion about priorities for London, based on Community Partnership Project recommendations and Potential review of the London Board 
8.1
ID informed the group that senior managers in local authorities, NHS London and the Metropolitan Police Service are reviewing the progress on the London Board’s work streams, including culture and faith, asking questions such as:

a) Are the current work streams effective, do they have the full engagement of London local authorities and should the London Board be doing more?

b) Are they the right work streams and what is missing?

8.2
ID stressed that the involvement of those already involved in this work would be key to the review, and facilitated a discussion around the subgroup’s current priorities and areas which members felt should be given greater emphasis.
8.3
The group agreed that it was important to ensure that the London Board addresses the issues of most concern to the communities themselves, rather than imposing their own agenda. The planned seminar series for 2009 should therefore avoid focussing on “specialist” subjects (FGM, trafficking, beliefs in spirit possession etc) and instead deal with more general issues – such as serious case reviews, developing effective links with local communities and facilitating a better understanding of different belief systems. Other issues raised included:
· Private fostering
· Raising awareness of the UK legal framework amongst newly immigrant communities

· Beliefs around disability 
8.4
HS informed the group of a “your shout” questionnaire specifically targeted at faith and community groups, funded by the Department for Communities and Local Government for the Faith Forum for London. This is a mapping exercise aiming to indentify priorities for the forum, and could usefully feed into the work of this group. 
Action: HS to forward details and a link to ID.
8.5
Following the news that the DCSF would not be providing further funding to support a BME co-ordinator for safeguarding in London, MD said that the relevant bodies would need to lobby as it was crucial that this area of work continued. The group supported this view, and urged the London Board to continue lobbying for funding for this post.
9.
AOB

9.1
There was no other business

10.
Future meeting dates (all at London Councils, 59½ Southwark Street, 2pm – 4pm)
· Tuesday 21st April 2009
· Tuesday 14th July 2009
· Tuesday 20th October 2009
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