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SCHOOLS SAFEGUARDING LEADS NETWORK
NETWORK MEETING - 7 February 2007
NOTES

Attended:

Jean Cooper

Brent

Julie Daly

Bromley 

Murielle McClelland
Croydon

Paulette Lewis

Harrow

Michelle White

Havering

Andrea Nixon

Hillingdon

Lyn Wilson

Hounslow

Ann Henry

Islington

Ming Zhang

Kingston

Graham Griffin
Lambeth

Lorrisa Webber
Lewisham

Ann Marie Howell
Merton


Les Newton

Redbridge

Jill Jinks

Richmond

John Guest

Southwark

Peter Joyce

Tower Hamlets

Charlie Buckley
Tower Hamlets

Colin Edwards

Waltham Forest

Stella Macaulay
Wandsworth

David McDonald
Vulnerable Persons Coordinator (Police Leadership & Powers Unit) Home Office

Christine Christie 
London Safeguarding Children Board
Ian Dean

London Safeguarding Children Board
Mary Kuhn

London Regional Partnership

Gill Atkins

London Regional Partnership
Apologies:

Barbara Beese
Hammersmith & Fulham

Elizabeth Spearman
Hammersmith & Fulham 

June Wallace 

Westminster
Lee Saunders

Camden

Denise Partridge
Bexley

Lynne Rigg

Sutton

Eileen Arnold

Sutton

Stella Newman
Newham

Hilary Shaw

Kensington & Chelsea

1. Welcome & Introductions
2. Apologies

Apologies were given as above

3. Matters arising

Children and Young People in residential schools.  
Preliminary enquiries had revealed that the situation was not clear regarding any requirement to have staff in independent and non-maintained schools CRB checked.  Mary would try to get clear advice for the next meeting

Action:  Mary Kuhn

4. Update from Christine Christie – Manager London Safeguarding Children Board

Christine Christie informed the group that the London Child Protection procedures were in final draft form but could still be altered if necessary on the advice of stakeholders.   

Michelle White, Graham Griffin, Ann Marie Howell and Julie Cooper volunteered to take part in a one-off meeting to do a final check through on education issues.  

Action:  Christine Christie to liaise and convene mtg
The government guidance Safeguarding Children from Abuse linked to a Belief in Spirit Possession had been published for consultation last week and asked members to read and feedback on the guidance as appropriate.

Serious Case Reviews - the DfES will publish the national picture of serious case reviews in May.  The London Safeguarding Children Board (London SCB) will be conducting a benchmarking exercise which will be published shortly after the DfES report.

A question was raised about how the Schools Safeguarding Leads Network fits in with the London SCB.  It was proposed that this be added to the agenda for the next network meeting.  MZ also raised a question about the role of an Education safeguarding lead in a merged education and social care team.  This was again tabled for discussion at the next meeting as a substantive item.

5. Child Trafficking: issues for schools and safeguarding leads – David McDonald, Vulnerable Persons Coordinator, Home Office
DM gave a presentation on the need for an action plan on child trafficking (see attached).
Around fifty percent of the members present had dealt in some way with a suspected child trafficking case but not all had been satisfactorily resolved.  The issues raised by members in discussion were:

· The relationship between police, social care teams and education teams – are trafficking cases a police issue or a child protection issue?
· The problems of identifying a case as trafficking – David McDonald suggested that the indicators in the London Procedure for Safeguarding Trafficked and Exploited Children are useful for this purpose.

· The problems in the assessment process – most referrals come through school admissions and are sometimes identified as potential fraud cases (unusual paperwork) rather than trafficking cases.
· (Mis)perceptions about how a trafficker might present 

· The numbers of unaccompanied children who go missing.

· Schools that do refer cases as trafficking are kept out of the information loop in relation to that child – potential for loss of confidence by schools leading potentially to a reluctance to refer.

· The problems associated with false documentation representing children as younger than they actually are.  This is also a safeguarding issue for other children if they are in the same year group/company as older children
· Need for more in depth training for teachers around safeguarding – potential of online training programmes and materials such as NSPCC and ECPAT packages.

Action: MK to pass on group’s views to DfES

· London SCB Safeguarding Children in Education Handbook for schools and other educational establishments - handbook exists but needs funding to be published.

Action: MK to talk to GOL about potential support for this.

· Need for clear channels of communication between the Schools Safeguarding Leads Network and DfES, HO, GOL and LSCB, to ensure issues arising in the network are taken up.
Action: MK to produce a model for 
how this could work. (See annex A)
Agreed
· Schools safeguarding leads network to work to raise awareness of trafficking issues in schools.

Schools safeguarding network to monitor outcomes from trafficking referrals to see what can be learnt that would improve processes and/or practice.   Form to be sent to all members to gather information/case summaries where outcomes were either unclear or unsatisfactory.  Completed the forms to be collated by Ian Dean (LSCB).  Review meeting to be held with interested parties.
Action: Interested members to join DM, CC, ID and MK for a meeting in March to analyse those summaries and pull out the key issues. 

· Community Partnership Pilot report due out in July 2007 including a section on trafficked children.  Outcomes from the above review to be included in the report.
Action:  Christine Christie
6. Bromley protocol on safeguarding children educated at home – Julie Daly

Julie Daly presented the key themes of Bromley’s protocol which has been in force since September 2006.  The protocol uses the CAF and CAF assessment relating to all five Every Child Matters outcomes (not just education) as a mechanism for looking holistically at positive outcomes for a child educated at home.

Members asked to look through the protocol and discuss with colleagues in their authority whether they would be interested in piloting that approach.

Action: GA to circulate protocol.  
Network members to inform GA if support for a similar scheme exists – GA to feed this back to LSCB.

Action: MK to liaise with Sue Bainbridge (DfES) 

7. Issues for discussion:

Children in residential schools

Audit Commission report on local authorities’ use of placements in independent and non-maintained special schools this published on 6 February 2007.  MK interested in finding members who would be interested in doing some focused work in this area.  
Action: Members to let MK know if interested: mary.kuhn@gol.gsi.gov.uk
Protocol on Cross-Borough Working

Raised by Elizabeth Spearman (LBHF).  The protocol had been agreed last year and endorsed by ALCEO.  Patrick Leeson (Kingston) leading on monitoring the protocol.  The network thought it could be helpful to have a Schools Safeguarding Leads Network input into any future discussion.  
Action: GA to circulate protocol.  
Members to send viability issues to GA.  

8. Issues raised by members of the group:

LAC attending schools out of borough – data issues

Raised by Ann Marie Howell (Merton) as potential area for work.  Notification procedure identified as inconsistent.  MK working on this with members of the Education Protects Network and liaising with DfES regarding sharing of RAISEOnline data.  

Tutors employed by parents

The issues around whether tutors are CRB checked, who verifies this, tutors being unable to put themselves forward to be CRB checked.  Network to look to raise profile of this problem by looking at provision of information to parents warning of the potential dangers.  
Action: Andrea Nixon (Hillingdon) to send GA leaflet currently in existence for this purpose.

9. AOB
None raised.

Agenda for the next meeting

Agenda next meeting to include:

· How this network links in with the London SCB

· The role of Education Safeguarding Leads in a merged Education and Social Care team.

· Domestic Violence – child safeguarding issues arising
· Parental Responsibility and estrangement

· Scheduled networking time to be made available at end of meeting

The next meeting to be 25th April, 10 – 12.30 (including networking lunch) at GOL
