Report from the meeting of National Coordinators and National Competence Centres at Holmens Fjordhotel, Oslo, Norway

10th to 11th of June 2002

(For list of participants please refer to Annex 1)

1. Welcome 

Bragi Gudbrandsson chair of the WGCC opened the meeting and welcomed all participants. 

Introductions. Since some of the participants were new to the group all made brief introductions. In these some issues were raised that were of relevance to the work with Children in the Baltic Sea Region:

· Norway may make the Resource Centre for Sexual abuse regional, so that the entire country will have resource Centres. Decision on this to be taken this year.

2. Introduction of the new Senior Advisor.

Bragi Gudbrandsson introduced Lars Lööf, the newly appointed Senior Advisor to the Children’s Unit of the CBSS. Lars made a brief introduction of himself and his past experiences.

3. Information about WGCC and the policy for NC and CC
In November it was decided by the Council of Senior Officials that the project “Children at risk in the Baltic Sea Region” should become an integrated unit at the secretariat of the CBSS. The WGCC (the Working Group for Cooperation on Children at Risk) is now established. The WGCC had its first meeting in January and adopted at that meeting terms of reference for the WGCC. The draft document on priorities and actions were discussed. In the terms of reference for the WGCC the working group decided to take on as its main obligation to identify, support and implement cooperation on issues related to children at risk within the region and when appropriate outside the region. To provide guidance and control of the senior advisor managing the IT network and to manage and procure resources for this co-operation. The group also decided to adopt particular procedures i.e. electing chair and vice chair and to develop a yearly plan of action. Priorities and actions should be derived from this. A priority paper was discussed at the WGCC meeting in April in Reykjavik. This document has since been circulated in the WGCC and some alterations have been made. The present version is the version that is up for decision on the WGCC meeting in Helsinki in September. The group behind the “Children at Risk”-project discussed a priority paper but a new paper has now been produced. At the meeting in Reykjavik the WGCC gave the newly formed Children’s Unit OK to go ahead and to develop the co-operation among the Competence Centres and the National Co-ordinators. There were reservations to having face-to-face meetings with these CC and NC in remote areas of the region due to travelling expenses. In the future the meetings will probably need to be held in the central parts of the region. On the WGCC meeting in January there was a discussion on broadening the co-operation between the states on questions regarding children at risk. The issue of children living in the street has been highlighted. Especially bearing in mind the situation in Russia and the other countries in the Baltic region. 

4. Priority paper. 

In chapter 3 of the priority paper we find the issues identified as priority issues: 

· Children in institutions

· Child victims of sexual exploitation, 

· Children living in the street, 

· Children committing crimes and who lead self-destructive lives. 

5. Information about the action plan 
The action plan was presented and discussed. It was agreed that all countries in the co-operation should update the web site with information regarding child protection legislation and practice in the participating countries. A deadline for this was set to the 1st of October. 

Action: Everyone to add information to the web site regarding the updating of the child centre with information on the child protection system in each country.

6. Ongoing CBSS activities regarding Children at Risk

The IT Child Centre: 

There is in the group a disappointment regarding the lack of use of the restricted area. Questions or requests for information have been put into the restricted area but very few people enter and use it to respond. Should we have different levels of restricted areas? National areas? Germany: If we were to use the restricted area for discussing different clinical cases the language would pose a problem. Several of the NCs and CCs express a wish to use the it networks for national discussions. In Germany there are mainly small NGOs doing the work and there is a language problem. 

The NCs have no money for networking, so a method needs to be established to look at how the network could be mobilised. Svein Mossige from Norway thought that the restricted area could be an obstacle for the national networks. No institution working with these children in specialised fashion in Norway is today connected to the network. The National Coordinators role in further contacting and mobilising the network, especially now when the mandate of the cooperation on Children at Risk has been broadened was emphasised. With more Competence Centres coming into the network it will be possible to make the network even more useful. 

What material is put onto the restricted area and what material is put onto the public domain? Questions are put in the restricted area. Papers are put there, papers that are felt not to be widely published but where there is a need to discuss also unfinished articles.  The idea to add a function to the web site where you will receive a mail to your regular mailbox when an issue has been posted on the web site was supported by the group. 

How big should a network be for it to be used by enough people so as to make it interesting enough?  The current number of 20 is too small a number. One idea was to invite the legal professions and others to participate in the discussions on the restricted part of the web site. In Latvia it has become more expensive to access international web sites than domestic ones. The NGOs are thus less willing to go into international web sites like childcentre.org. 

Other Children at risk issues: 

Ingrid Åkerman read the draft conclusions from the S:t Petersburg meeting of heads of States. In the draft conclusions there is one part on the cooperation on children at risk, mentioning the prioritised groups from the priority paper. After the end of the S:t Petersburg meeting we will know if there are any changes to the draft. All participants welcomed the strong support for the cooperation that the draft conclusion expresses. 

Lars Lööf mentioned that the group preparing a conference on communeable diseases to participate in the planning of the conference so that children’s special needs and specific risk factors are included in the conference had already approached him.
7. Updating the IT Child Centre according to the Activity Plan:

Presentation by each National Coordinator:

 Norway sees no specific obstacles in using the Action Plan as a tool and a guide for what specific actions should be taken. There may arise some difficulties regarding translation. Germany thinks it is a very good idea. There is according to Germany a  need to know about the legislation before you can really compare the different topics. Germany also seconds the idea to put up a deadline. The broadening of the topics, the inclusion of children living in the street and children without families is directly linked to the topic of sexual exploitation. The rights of children in institutions are discussed in Germany at the moment. At the moment there is more focus on the prevalence of sexual abuse in institutions and Germany hopes to see more discussions on this. Latvia: At this time the new actions proposed will assist Latvian CC and NC to organise the work. There is research that Latvia can offer, Competence Centres and NGOs are interested. Latvian NC and CC have monthly meetings with the NGOs. Regarding the activity plan and the priority paper: Institutions are a big issue in Latvia as is young offenders. No problem to implement the activity plan. Lithuania: Thank you for the plan. Tasks and structure is now in place. What should be done is now clear, strategic level, practical level including the NGOs etc. Time limitations are what is most worrying. Lithuania needs to look at how to be able to present an overview of Lithuanian legislation and practice but some work has already been done. Lithuania also has a good contact with active NGOs. Priority issues are important to stress. Russia: The plan is OK. It makes the work easier as Russia feels that it is clearer what to do and how to do it. Russia has all the necessary material but needs to translate it into English. Time limits are important and necessary. Russia notes with satisfaction that the problem of homeless children and street children are prioritised. Because of the size of the country these issues pose major problems in Russia. Finland: The information is available and it is quite easy for the NC to put it on the web. On priorities: Finland sees itself in many ways as a bridge in building relations between the Baltic countries, Russia and Finland and the Scandinavian countries. Russian is now the second biggest language in Finland. The criminality in the group of young Russian speaking children is high. Finland stresses the importance of including children’s participation into the work and into the priority paper. 

Action: Finland is asked to put something on this on the web site. 

Estonia: Have been working as a Competence Centre up until now. The ministry has asked the Competence Centre to take on the role as National Coordinators and the Centre would like to do this. The plans and the priorities are OK. The group of CCs and NCs need to implement them and learn from experiences how the action plan and the priorities could best be implemented. Estonia emphasises the need to work in the direction of implementation in the legal system the articles of the CRC (The UN Convention on the Rights of the Child). Also, the supportive work directed at the families should be emphasised but the methods in supporting the families may differ. Prevention should be stressed. 

Bragi Gudbrandsson commented on the implementation of the CRC and noted the importance of looking at progress as well as issues still pending to be solved. Sweden: Cannot say much at this stage since the National Coordinator is new at her post. There is a need to look at the timing and to leave enough space for the Children at Risk work. Lack of time is a problem. 

Lars Lööf underlined the fact that he in his position as Senior Advisor was looking forward to assisting the National Coordinators in their work. The group also emphasised that they between themselves could look at solving issues that emerged. The NCs could thus be in contact both with Lars Lööf and with each other during the time of working with the texts. 

Children in institutions is a difficult issue in Lithuania since institutions are threatened and are intimidated by any contact, the system may change but it makes them scared. The action plan is seen as a minimum action plan. Including the difficulties arising out of different legal systems being involved. In Norway child sexual abuse cases often involve different legal systems; the criminal law, the child law and the child protection law. The ways these laws are applied sometimes create serious problems regarding how the child protection system is involved and regarding if a mother can protect her child from meeting with the suspected abuser when this is the father of the child. We may include this in the overview of the legal systems.

The mandate for the national co-ordinators was discussed by the WGCC at the last meeting. There should always be a written contract but the conclusion was that each member state should decide this and if you make written contracts it would be helpful if these are submitted to Lars Lööf. The secretariat is not a monitoring point. The secretariat have official documents from each country where the respective ministry appoints the national co-ordinator, but among the national co-ordinators only Norway has an agreement in writing. This is between the ministry for child and family affairs and NOVA, not Svein Mossige, the Norwegian National Coordinator, personally. Is the lack of official mandate a problem for the NCs? Germany says there is no problem regarding the mandate; it would be good to see how much work is supposed to be put into the work as national co-ordinator. A clear mandate could be useful. Appointments are not personal as they are between the ministry and the institution that the NC works for. Bragi Gudbrandsson emphasised the importance for the national co-ordinators to establish a contact with the country’s representative in the WGCC. 

Action: All NCs to make a contact with the county representative in the WGCC.

8. New research from NOVA , Norway presented by Svein Mossige

Svein Mossige presented his study on 710 older adolescents. The respondents were between 18 and 20 years old. 307 girls and 403 boys. All attending high school. They were posed questions regarding: What were their interest in sex with young adolescents and children? Accepting attitudes towards child sexual abuse, accepting attitudes towards sexual violence, accepting attitudes towards stereotypical sex roles, accepting attitudes towards sexual violence, attribution of masculine characteristics to oneself, attribution of feminine characteristics to oneself, attribution of responsibility/guilt to offender/victim in a vignette about sexual abuse, reporting on sexual experiences that they did not want, inflicting a sexual experience to someone else that he/she did not want, engagement in pornography. 

Some results from the study:

58 boys and 12 girls indicated that they might engage in sex with a child between 13 and 14 if they knew they wouldn’t get caught. The group of boys used more pornography and they also reported that their friends used more pornography. More boys in this group of 58 reported sexual abuse before the age of 16 themselves. Regarding the attitudes, accepting rape and accepting attitudes towards sex with children are positively correlated but attribution of feminine characteristics to yourself is negatively correlated to acceptance of rape. Of the 58 boys that may accept sex with children accepting rape is positively correlated towards accepting attitudes towards sex with a child and negatively correlated with not attributing guilt to a victim. 

Suggestion

Svein would like to see this survey put in place in the different countries as part of the co-operation. To develop such a survey and implement it and to discuss the results of such a survey would be very interesting. 

Svein Mossige made another presentation of a study conducted by NOVA on Adolescents selling sex i.e. children under 18 selling sex. This study was conducted so that existing literature was studied and interviews with strategic informants with knowledge about prostitution and adolescents were conducted. A representative quantitative material was used which was based upon the survey “Young in Oslo” written by Bakken, 1998 and published by NOVA. In this study there were a few questions on the adolescents’ experiences of prostitution. 

The material thus revealed: Of the women already in prostitution only 3 had not been in an institution. The stay in institutions is an important gateway into prostitution. They oftentimes leave the institutions without permission and while on the run they need money. The mean age for these girls first appearance in prostitution was 15.3, the youngest being 13. 

In a study on 80 young boys in Oslo living in the street a majority of the boys said they first appeared in the prostitution before the age of 12. From this material it seems that boys selling sex start doing so at a younger age than the girls.

Looking at adult prostitutes in the street, how do they see their way into prostitution. 30% appear in prostitution before 16 years of age, 50% before 18. They were introduced into prostitution by a girl friend. A difficulty with the studies based on adult prostitutes is that the study can never include the data from girls or boys that have just a few experiences of prostitution and then leave.

Among the young prostituted boys the driving force behind prostitution and the backgrounds varied very much. They seemed to belong to a circle, a culture or a gang. Many appear in prostitution at a very early age, some have been sexually abused in childhood, some have had a difficult and divided family background, some have stayed in institutions for a while, some sell sex in order to survive. Due to a very small sample it is difficult to draw conclusions.

Out of the adolescents that have run away from home10-43% have experiences of “survival sex” in American and Norwegian studies. “Survival sex” is used as a phrase when they sell sex in order to get a place to stay or something to eat. This kind of prostitution in this group of highly troubled adolescents was related to age, number of days away from home, violent victimisation, abuse of drugs, suicide attempts, sexually transmitted diseases and pregnancy. 

Social workers were interviewed. Social workers in Norway however only knew of a few cases of adolescents selling sex. They knew of young girls exchanging sex for gifts etc. In the group reported by the social workers there are very few boys. 

A quantitative study from the adolescent population was made. Between 10 000 and 12 000 responded to the questionnaire. Through this questionnaire the researchers assessed how many adolescents had been selling sex for payment: 2,1 % of the boys claimed they had been paid for sex while 0,6% of the girls said they had been paid for sex. Mean age for first appearance among those selling sex were 13.5 years for boys and 14.1 years for girls, 

Selling sex, in this study, was connected to separation in the family and a high level of alcohol consumption in parents, frequent visits to Oslo city centre, depression, anxiety, loneliness, among the boys, exposure to violent acts, criminality, alcohol related problems, use of illegal drug. 22 – 28% of the adolescents that reported having sold sex reported none of the above. 

Discussion

Ruth Sonets from Estonia: Important to find out very early the deviant sexual behaviour, what can we do with these children. What is deviant sexual behaviour? Wide variety of sexual behaviour could be considered “normal”. Daniela Schmidt-Ndasi from Germany thought it was extremely interesting to look at this issue of how seemingly ordinary adolescents experience selling sex and the reasons they give for this.

9. Trafficking of children

Lars Lööf made a presentation on some discussion points, definitions and recommendations that have come out of meetings and some studies that has been made on the issue of trafficking of children for the purpose of sexually exploiting them.

The presentation can be seen at the restricted site.

Ruth Sonets from Estonia: Trafficking should be seen as coming out of poverty. Education and strengthening of the local society to recognise push factors and pull factors. Looking at societies’ views of prostitution and of women. 

10. Building networks.

Discussion on the issue on building networks in accordance to the action plan:

Daniela Schmidt-Ndasi from Germany: To bring more professionals into the group of CCs and also use the activity plan as a starting point that could be added to. The German situation makes it important to look for international contacts both for project partners and for research. Daniela Schmidt-Ndasi thought it would be helpful if everybody in the current network could make a personal description of themselves to be added for the CCs and the NCs. There is information on the site regarding the CCs but this information could be updated and elaborated so the information  about the CCs and the work they are doing are kept current. This would make contacting them easier for professionals seeking project partners or research partners in the region. It was suggested that the presentation of the national co-ordinators should be added to the left column menu. Svein Mossige would like to send an invitation to national co-ordinators to take part in developing studies in the topic that Svein Mossige presented today. Such a topic could be first discussing the development of a questionnaire and to develop it in a way that may be used in the different countries. Some would see the possibility in using it in their country. Should such a project be implemented then the group would need to meet and thus funding would be needed. 1000 adolescents in each country would need to be interviewed through questionnaires. This could be extended in some parts, maybe the question around selling sexual services could be added. Estonia  would want to participate, difficulty with the language as in Latvia. Germany would need to see how it could be financed and the issue of Daphne funding was raised, application to be sent in by early spring -03.  

The issue of Street children: There was a suggestion to organise a conference on street children in Moscow. Political good will if we managed to organise such an event as the issue of children living in the street has become prioritised by many countries in the region during the last 6 months. Natalia Bykova thinks it is a good idea, it will be very interesting for all of us to look at the issue of homeless children and especially the homeless children in Russia. Many of the homeless children are economically excluded. The idea is very good and Natalia Bykova on behalf of the national co-ordinator is looking forward to seeing us all at such a conference. Germany: Do you think such a meeting would raise the awareness of the problem in Russia? Natalia Bykova: The problem is focused already. A conference would be very good. Who are the street children? What definition are we using? In Estonia there are not very many street children but many children could be seen as children at risk. Natalia Bykova would like to draw on the support from the group and welcomes the formation of a smaller group to start looking at the conference plan. Suggestion for Lithuania, Estonia, Latvia and Russia to gather some of the work that has been done by NGOs and other organisations in the area. This could be done as a letter of promotion. Should the conference be for NCs and CCs or should it include others working already in the field? It isn’t clear at this moment. WGCC is a partner and this group as well. Suggestion to include children not only in the conference in Moscow but also in the work of the network as such. Latvia has an experience of a work with street children and a project regarding training for these children.

Norway has a project on looking at poor children in Norway. How can the voice of the child be made audible when working with research on children’s situation? Christin Knudsen, Norway,  has a project covering 10 years. The purpose is to try to see how children from low-income families live their lives. Are they socially excluded? How do they cope? The project will investigate both parents and children. Looking at how parents will protect children from social exclusion. Focus will be on how children manage the situation. Jari Virtanen, Finland,  is co-ordinator for euronet and mentions that poverty and social exclusion have been the issue. The number of poor children is growing in Finland too. Finland volunteers to be active in any programme that will include children. 

Day 2

Ruth and Kristel presented Ingrid Åkerman and Helena Seyfert with Estonian broaches and medals.

11. Educational programme on investigative interviews with children 

Ragna Gudbrandsdottir made a presentation on the forensic work conducted at the Children’s Advocacy Centre in Reykjavik Iceland. Ragna has a bachelor’s degree from Iceland and made her masters in Seattle in the US. In Iceland she got involved with a project on female survivors of sexual abuse. In Seattle she worked with children that had been sexually abused. 

Barnahus opened in 1998. 

The presentation can be seen in the restricted area.

Discussion and questions:

How many sexually abused children are there in Iceland? About 110 interviews are made every year. Half of them are a part of  a criminal investigation. The rest are usually requests from social services. Of the 50 cases that are part of the criminal investigations approximately 80% leads to prosecution. Approximately 95% of these cases lead to convictions. 

Three interviewers work at the Barnahus. Each interview lasts for approximately 30 minutes up to an hour. The interviewer does not do any of the supportive work. Other staff carries out the supportive work. The interview takes place before the medical examination. 90% of the physical examinations have been conducted at the Barnahus since the doctors think it works better. The picture taking as part of the sexual abuse is not specifically targeted in the questioning. Questions are asked regarding whether the child has been shown pornography. The interview with the child is always video recorded. So far the presence of the camera has not been seen as an obstacle. The problem of the camera has been discussed in Germany as we learn more and more about the presence of cameras in the abuse. It was thought before that the camera is the least intrusive recording way. Lots of children in Germany felt it was better to go to the police station for the interview instead of being interviewed at the social worker’s office. The social workers usually have a low opinion of the way the police work. However, when the children were questioned it turned out that they thought that  the social workers always sat in their room and that the police made a greater effort to make the child feel at home.

The legislation in Iceland now makes it up to the judge to decide who should do the interview. The judge has the right to call upon a specialist to do the interview. 

In Germany sometimes after the interview the legal case is dropped since a continued court case would have a negative impact on the child. In Norway there is a discussion on whether some cases should not be put through the legal system. If a case comes into the legal system and the system decides it hasn’t happened then the child may be worse off than before and the child would be less protected than before. More than 5 out of 6 cases of family crimes never make it to the courts in Norway. In the 1 out of 6 cases brought to courts a persecution is not secured. The presence of the barnahus has changed the Icelandic position on this since it is felt that the child is not harmed or stigmatised by the legal proceedings. 

Action: Bragi Gudbrandsson and Ragna Gudbrandsdottir together with Estonia, Lithuania, Latvia and Germany will look at the programme and prepare discussion points to focus on.

12. Educational program for children and professionals in institutions 

Linas Slusnys from Lithuania

One branch of the centre is for education of specialists. The prevalence of sexual abuse and physical abuse of children in institutions  is difficult to establish and thus it is difficult to define how big the problem is in Lithuania. There is no research made on the situation. The Norwegian study presented earlier on attitudes of people towards abuse was in this respect very interesting. Only a few organisations work in the field of education targeting staff in institutions. In Lithuania the CC implements a programme for journalists and for the media. In Lithuania 76% of the population trust the media, which is second only to the church.  It is important to work with journalists. The media’s way of reporting on cases of child abuse and child sexual abuse is extremely irresponsible including the way the media report cases of abuse within institutions. Educational programmes for staff within institutions is difficult to implement since the staff is perceived to have little or no motivation. The child development centre has applied for funding for a programme. Bragi Gudbrandsson is member of an expert group within the Council of Europe looking at children in care. The group works to establish minimum standards for children in care within the Council of Europe. Childhood Foundation receives quite a few applications for funding regarding programmes targeting institutions. 

In Russia the situation is similar regarding the irresponsibility of the media. Television especially would portray criminal activity in a sensationalistic way. The project in Lithuania target areas where children are involved. In Russia there is also a need to lower the level of violence in the media as such. Accidents are lively portrayed and children see the programmes. In Latvia a journalist went into the countryside interviewing people and the people would talk about violent events and children that has been raped. This then was aired on television 

Action: Lithuania would be willing to take on the lead in looking into the area 

of educational programmes for institutions. 

Bragi Gudbrandsson also mentioned the fact that the material being sent into the website regarding child protection in the countries, the issue of institutions could also be added.

Action: Include information about institutions and education of institutional staff in the information sent to the web site.

13. Methods for comparative statistics

Svein Mossige made a presentation on comparable statistics. Many of the different studies looking at the prevalence of sexual abuse of children measure different things. Some of the studies would define children between 16 and 18 as not being subjected to abuse if it occurred  at the age of 16. Some research would also include non-contact offences and verbal abuse. How wide or how narrow should they be? We need to look at what definitions we would want to use. However we decide we will face different alternatives. Prevalence studies would need to apply quite a strict definition so that we know what we measure.

Do we assess the same phenomena? Is the phenomena always understood in the same way? Cultural differences. Some sexual experience in one country may have another meaning attributed to it than in another country. 

We could always also look at qualitative comparative research. This would always need to be contextual. 

We could also ask legal professionals to look at a vignette of child sexual abuse and from their assessment find pointers as to what definitions we should use.  

Discussions:

Reporting of cases of child sexual abuse is different in different countries. Is there a mandatory reporting for groups of professionals or for all citizens? In Norway and Sweden only persons employed working with children is  mandated by law to report. In Germany there is no mandatory reporting. In Latvia everyone is obliged and especially professionals are obliged to contact the police should they suspect cases of sexual abuse. In Lithuania there is mandatory reporting if there is evidence of abuse, if not it is up to the professional’s good judgement. Estonia has mandatory reporting for everybody if they suspect child abuse. However there are no statistics available. In Iceland everyone is obliged to report and all professionals working with children have a strong obligation to report to the child protection services. In the official figures Norway registers all child protection services cases. Approximately 2% of those cases deal with child sexual abuse. In Iceland child protective services fill out a form on how many cases they work with and thus the statistics are detailed. These can be found on the child protective service’s web site. Out of comparative statistic’s point of view, it would be good if all member states could carry figures on child abuse cases. There are significant differences for example between the US and Iceland. 

Could this be worked on as a project? To manage to establish common statistics? The first thing to do would be to agree on minimum phenomena that we could work on. This may make the start a little easier. We could start by using very few categories. In Sweden we have statistics on the cases but only those that are reported to the police. There is a major lack in Sweden that child protection services do not report cases.

Child protective services are dealing with issues of two kinds. One is where the child is the victim and one is when the child him/herself creates a situation that endangers the child. 

In Iceland they are trying to make the 112 take care of calls for assistance in child abuse cases so the public and the professionals know where to turn. Germany thinks it would be helpful if we first knew about the different ways these are organised. In Germany one phone number would not work. If I suspect that a child has been abused sexually there are so many places to go to, I can choose from quite a variety of numbers. 

Action: The setting up of a working committee on this. The first thing would be to go back to each country to verify what kind of registers exist in the different countries. Lars Lööf is to create a checklist to investigate what kind of statistics exist in the different countries. Bragi Gudbrandsson will contribute with comparable work being done in Iceland. 

Should we include the reporting mechanisms into the report everyone sends into the web site? 

Action: Is there a discussion in the different countries regarding mandatory reporting of child abuse? Add to the discussion forum.

It is difficult to be on the same level as the other countries for a country like Estonia. The help system is not developed. The help system is often covered by non-governmental organisations so it is difficult to know. This however is exactly what we hope to achieve by reporting to the web site what is happening in the different countries. 

The topic of rape among adolescents. Is this reported in a special way in the different countries? 

Regarding the web site and the discussion forum there. Linda Lindenau from Sweden wants to analyse the fact that there are few visitors. Who are we addressing? Should it be less secret? Are there more issues that it could be exchanged in a more open forum?

Action: Lars to look at the web site. The discussion forum. The secrecy will also be looked at. Look over the mail list, the mail alert and the possibility to add an open forum. 

Bragi Gudbrandsson mentioned that we need to think about other areas that could be discussed more in the discussion forum. 

14. End of meeting

Bragi Gudbrandsson  ended the meeting by handing over gifts to Ingrid Åkerman and Helena Seyfert, thanking them for the years of dedicated work they have put into the establishment of the Child Centre. He also thanked everyone for a fruitful discussion and for many new ideas on how to further deepen the cooperation on children at risk in our region.
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