WE WANT TO KNOW WHAT WORKS FOR VICTIMS OF RAPE AND SEXUAL ASSAULT

Scope of the Exercise
Undoubtedly there is an already existent support service within Greater Manchester for victims of rape and sexual assault – we want to understand this more and build upon what is working. Our understanding of the current pathway of provision for those who have experienced rape and sexual assault is that it may include contact with some or all of the following:
· health and care services;
· criminal justice and safeguarding;
· voluntary and community sector specialist sexual violence support services. 
The contact may be across long or one off periods.  The ultimate measure of success is to create a whole system that puts victims squarely at the centre, so that they ‘access the services they need when they need them and only have to tell their story once’.  We cannot afford to make the mistake of thinking we know what is best; for example, do we really understand the impact that the release of a convicted perpetrator has on a victim? Are we alert to the fact that the ‘process’ and support needed prior to and after the reporting the assault will be completely different for each individual? Do we currently have the right level and methods of support for those victims whose perpetrator is found not guilty in court?

This call for evidence is therefore interested in all parts of how that system can work best for victims, how we can offer better support and furthermore how we can begin to generate an understanding of what a short, medium and long term service for victims should look like. This is exactly why this call for evidence is interested in all parts of how that system can work best for victims.  We want to hear about
· What services that both the voluntary and statutory services provide (universal, targeted and specialist);

· interventions and approaches that build confidence in victims, and raise awareness of the services that are available to them; and
· Models of partnership that create clear access points into services for victims at different stages of the individuals experience (including those victimised historically), and effective pathways linking services.

· Missed opportunities


Guidance re Call for Evidence Responses
Mapping of current services and interventions

1. What is the nature of the service/intervention provided by your organisation, what does it offer and what sorts of victim needs are addressed
2. Who is the service available to, and what is the access route (referral/open access etc)? Is the service targeted to particular victims? (e.g. services for male victims, specialist services for children and young people.)
3. Can you provide a very brief information breakdown that details those who access your service, for example, split between adult/child, BME breakdown and gender split?
4. Does the service operate on a particular geographic footprint? If the service operates from a main/single location, where is the base?

5. Does this service refer onward / directly link to other services? Please specify briefly (nature/scale/referral routes)
6. How do you monitor the effectiveness of the service/intervention being described? Please provide examples/case studies if available. 
7. If applicable, how is the intervention funded (by whom and on what basis)?                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
Gaps in current GM service provision / broader gaps in the GM approach

Finally, we are really interested in hearing about any gaps in the current GM service provision, please be as honest as possible as it is important that we can see a true picture of support available and start to bridge the gap between actual delivery and the gold standard service that we all aspire to but may be restricted in delivering. There may be examples of service/intervention/delivery model that does not currently exist in GM but have a strong evidence base of working elsewhere in the country, there may be specific deliverables that you think would be achievable over the next 12 months as part of a GM collaboration and/or you  may wish to include feedback that details what you consider to be the most important future risks and challenges faced at the GM level.
