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Slough Local Safeguarding Children Board – Meeting held at 2.00 pm, on Tuesday, 21 September 2010 at Connexions, High Street, Slough.
	Present:
	
	

	
	Name
	Representing

	
	Alex Bayliss
	SBC/BHFT

	
	Elaine Coleridge-Smith
	Slough LSCB Independent Chair

	
	Arif Dar
	Assistant Director, Children & Families, Education and Children’s Services, SBC

	
	Jesal Dhokia
	Slough SCVS

	
	Janine Edwards
	Home-Start Slough/SCVS

	
	Kate Ford
	Thames Valley Police

	
	Juliet Holloway
	East Berkshire College

	
	Theresa Jordaan
	NHS Berkshire East PCT

	
	Shelley LaRose
	YOT

	
	Pat LeRoy
	SBC

	
	Peter Morales
	Representing CAFCASS

	
	Rekha Brigue-Parker
	Senior Probation Officer, Probation Lead

	
	Clair Pyper
	Strategic Director of Education & Children’s Services, SBC

	
	Azmaer Samuel
	TVP

	
	Mary Shannon
	LSCB/CT Business Manager, SBC

	
	Elaine Welch
	NHS Berkshire East PCT

	
	Louise Watson
	BE-CHS NHS BE

	
	John Worgan
	Raising Achievement, SBC

	
	
	


	Apologies for Absence : 
	Alison Brown, Robin Crofts, Chris Etheridge, Bob Garnett, Sophie Wing-King, Rebecca Lacey, Jo Matthews, and Julie Skinner 


	Item
	Main Points/Action Arising
	Action By


<AI1>
	13.  
	Welcome 


	

	
	The Chair welcomed those present.

	


</AI1>
<AI2>
	14.  
	Minutes of Last meeting held on 13th July, 2010 


	

	
	The minutes were approved as a correct record subject to the amendment of minute no. 4 – Pan Berkshire Sub-Group to read:

“Pat LeRoy advised that it was difficult to continually update all members of update to the website and it was proposed that major changes should be brought to the Board and would then be cascaded down”. 

It was also noted that Elaine Welch did attend the last meeting.  

	


</AI2>
<AI3>
	15.  
	Child Sex Offender Presentation 


	

	
	Detective Inspector Nick Gleason, Thames Valley Police, outlined a report relating to the Child Sex Offender Review Scheme.  The Thames Valley was one of the eighteen forces which had agreed to implement the scheme which had commenced on 1st August, 2010.  During August twenty five applications had been received (only three in the Slough area) and in September five applications had been received (none in the Slough area).  The Board was advised that the Police would share information with SBC immediately an application had been received but existing arrangements also would still stand.  

Clair Pyper (CP) felt that it would be useful for people in the Health Authority to find out about the Scheme.

	


</AI3>
<AI4>
	16.  
	Supporting Vulnerable Individuals (SVI) Project-reducing violent extremism 


	

	
	Azmaer Samuel (AS), SVI Co-ordinator (Berkshire East BCU), outlined a report providing an overview of the Government’s counter terrorist strategy, known as “Contest”.  The SVI process provided a mechanism for ensuring that individuals identified as vulnerable to violent extremism were referred to and assessed by a Multi-Agency Panel which decided on the most appropriate support.  This would complement other multi-agency risk management / public protection / safeguarding processes and the referral system was crucial in identifying vulnerable individuals who required support and intervention to protect them from manipulation by sub verses people / groups. It was highlighted that SVI was known nationally as the “Channel process”.

The Multi-Agency Panel was chaired by Robin Crofts (SBC).  It was noted that Slough had been highlighted as a priority area for this type of work but it was emphasised that the scheme was not about spying; the Police already had their own methods for receiving information.  AS advised the Board that if they had any concern they could contact her directly.

In response to a number of questions AS advised that six referrals had been received to-date in the Slough area and it was important to raise the awareness of referral mechanisms.  It was noted that two individuals were referred from schools. 
	All Members to note




</AI4>
<AI5>
	17.  
	Annual Report from Heatherwood and Wexham Park Hospitals 


	

	
	Elaine Coleridge-Smith (ECS) outlined the Heatherwood and Wexham Park Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust Safeguarding Children Annual Report.  Elaine Welch discussed various areas of the report and highlighted that a Named Nurse would be in position in October 2010 on a full time basis.  The Named Midwife position would continue on a one-day per week basis.  A review of all health providers across the health economy of Berkshire East had been undertaken by the Commissioner for Childrens Services for NHS Berkshire East to audit the current positions against the recommendations of the Laming Report, specific to health.  It was found that the results of the report were positive except for one area of concern regarding the access and recording of training.  The named professional within Heatherwood and Wexham Park Hospitals had been working hard to address this issue and additional sessions had been held throughout the year in Paediatrics and Maternity.  The Board noted the achievements in Children Safeguarding and the priorities for 2010/2011 which included the setting up of a formal process for child protection supervision for all staff.  

Louise Watson advised that a Paediatric Accident and Emergency Consultant had now been appointed.

	


</AI5>
<AI6>
	18.  
	Summary of feedback from Sub Groups 


	

	
	Quality and Performance

Elaine Welch advised that surveys had been received from Quality and Performance members and these would be reviewed at the next meeting.

S11 Audits

ECS advised that schools had been invited to complete a proforma for S11 Audits.  Janine Edwards advised that she had not received a form and it was agreed that Elaine Welch would liaise with her on this matter.  

Pan Berkshire Policies and Procedures

There was no information to add.

E-Safety

John Worgan advised that he would be organising training for social workers.  

Serious Case Review Panel

EC advised that the Panel had reviewed two cases.  

East Berkshire Training

Elaine Welch advised that training had been put together for GPs and this would be rolled out in September, October and November, 2010.  

	


</AI6>
<AI7>
	19.  
	Proposals for restructure of LSCB Board and Executive in 2011 


	

	
	ECS tabled a report which had been circulated to Members prior to the meeting.  The Board was reminded that Bracknell Forest and Slough LSCBs shared a number of common areas of work and in the previous year both LSCBs had undertaken a review of their way of working.  There was frustration over the management of and effectiveness of meetings, the size of agendas, and the pressure placed on some partners to attend numerous board meetings as a result of the LA arrangements for Berkshire.  The LSCB Chair and Business Managers had considered ways of improving the efficiency of the LSCBs and Sub-Groups by reducing the number of meetings and reducing the duplication of common work areas.  

ECS discussed the key considerations and rationale for possible joint working between the Bracknell Forest and Slough LSCBs.  She highlighted that many individuals were members of both those Boards and there were many similarities between the areas.  

In the ensuing debate a number of comments were raised as follows:-

· The Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead (RBWM) Board was also part of the Berkshire East area.  This meant that some individuals who would attend the Slough and Bracknell Boards would still have to attend meetings in the Royal Borough.  Mary Shannon advised that discussions had been held with RBWM who had advised that they did not want to be included in joint arrangements at the present time.  

· It was highlighted that the merger of the Slough and Bracknell Board could potentially significantly increase the workload of a sub-group Chair and this could deter future membership.  

· The structure within the PCT could change following any reorganisation required following the White Paper.  

· How would future mental health reports be managed in the proposed system?

· Where would safeguarding services sit within the merged Board?

· It was highlighted that there would be a need for each board to have its own separate annual report.  

· It was felt that the report only presented positive aspects and failed to highlight negative areas.  

Agreed – 

(a) That Board members would consider the proposal to merge the Boards and email any comments to ECS.  

(b) That a revised paper be submitted to the November meeting.

	Elaine Coleridge-Smith


</AI7>
<AI8>
	20.  
	Guidance for LSCB on Ofsted Inspection 


	

	
	ECS outlined a report setting out details of the required preparations for the future announced Ofsted Inspection.  

Arif Dar, discussed the outcome of a recent meeting held with Wokingham BC  when the Council had shared the findings of their recent Ofsted inspection.  AD highlighted that the key message for partners was to assess where their agencies sat and fulfilled their collective responsibilities.  It was also emphasised that it was important to have a designated person who would provide any information required for inspectors and attend interviews etc.  It was also highlighted that it was important that the designated person came equipped with information of projects that they had worked on with other agencies to improve outcomes etc.  

	All Members to note


</AI8>
<AI9>
	21.  
	Any Other Business 


	

	
	Rekha Brigue-Parker advised that the Probation Service was currently looking at what services could be provided for women offenders locally.  Rose Hallam  would contact board Members to establish where agencies could assist one another in this area.  

	


</AI9>
<AI10>
	22.  
	Date of Next Meeting 


	

	
	The next meeting would be held on - Tuesday, 23rd November, 2010 - 2.00 to 4.00 pm: Venue-Connexions.

	


</AI10>
<TRAILER_SECTION>
(The meeting opened at 2.05 p.m. and closed at 3.50 p.m.)
</TRAILER_SECTION>
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