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Response to the Migrant Victims of Domestic Abuse -  Review Findings of July 2020 

Domestic Abuse Bill 2020 

About Rights of Women 

Rights of Women is a charity specialising in supporting women who are experiencing or are 
at risk of experiencing, gender-based violence, including domestic and sexual violence. We 
support other disadvantaged and vulnerable women including Black, Minority Ethnic, Refugee 
and asylum-seeking women (BMER women), women involved in the criminal justice system 
(as victims and/or offenders) and socially excluded women. By offering a range of services 
including specialist telephone legal advice lines, legal information and training for 
professionals we aim to increase women’s understanding of their legal rights and improve their 
access to justice enabling them to live free from violence and make informed and safe choices 
about their own and their families’ lives. 

Rights of Women’s Work with Migrants 

1. Although the volume of our face to face work is limited we do advise hundreds of 
migrant women every year on our 3 immigration and asylum legal advice lines.  For 
the period 1st April 2018 to 31st March 2019 we advised 601 women, many with 
complex immigration issues on our main immigration and asylum advice line. 

Background to the DA Bill as it relates to Migrant Women 

2. The consultation to the original bill opened in March 2018 receiving over 3000 
responses. and was welcomed by the women’s VAWG sector as potentially 
transforming the lives of all women survivors of domestic abuse. Rights of Women 
provided a detailed response to the consultation in May 2018 including an extensive 
analysis of the impact on current law and policy on migrant women and advocating for 
changes to the law to enable all migrant women to access the necessary support and 
protection on fleeing an abusive relationship. 

3. In October 2018 the Home Affairs Select Committee asked the Government to explore 
ways to extend the temporary concessions available under the domestic violence rule 
(DVILR) and the destitution domestic violence concession (DDVC) to support migrant 
survivors of abuse 

4. The draft bill published in January 2019 was subject to pre legislative scrutiny by the 
Joint committee of both houses in June 2019. The Joint legislative committee 
commented that it was a once in generation opportunity and it felt strongly that it was 
a missed opportunity to address the needs of migrant women who have  no recourse 
to public funds (NRPF). 

5. The new bill with slight amendments was introduced at the 2nd reading stage on 28th 
April 2020. 

6. In June 2020 a joint briefing1  from 24 Violence Against Women and Girls (VAWG) 
organisations including Rights of Women was submitted calling for the Government to 
reconsider their position on migrant women and abolish the NRPF condition for victims 
of domestic violence (DV)  in order that they could access vital support on fleeing an 
abusive relationship. 
We called for the following: 

 
1 https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm5801/cmpublic/DomesticAbuse/memo/DAB32.pdf 
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i) Extension to the scope of the DDVC and the DVILR rule to include all migrant women 
survivors of abuse regardless of their immigration status, to enable them to access 
support and to regularise their immigration status. 

ii) Extension of the DDVC from 3 months to 6 months. 
iii) Introducing safe reporting mechanisms for women reporting abuse without the fear of 

immigration enforcement. 
iv) Compliance with the non-discrimination principle in article 4 (3) of the Istanbul 

Convention to ensure that all victims of abuse can access support and protection from 
abuse. 

v) Removal of the no recourse to public funds (NRPF) condition on the visas of migrant 
women who have experienced domestic abuse to enable them to access support 
services. 

7. Despite the wealth of evidence submitted by a wide range of organisations including 
the women’s VAWG sector and human rights organisations advocating on behalf of 
migrants  the Home Office rejected our proposals for changes in immigration law and 
policy to protect and support migrant women, citing gaps in evidence and proposing a 
pilot to collate evidence to inform future policy around migrant women. They 
subsequently published their Migrant Victims of Domestic Abuse Review Findings2 
(‘the review’) in July 2020. 

8. We were not in a position to comment on the reliability and validity of ‘the review’ as 
we were not privy to the methodology used to reach the conclusions in ‘the review’. 
In particular there was no information regarding: 

• the stakeholders that the Home Office had engaged with 

• the nature of the information and data that had been collected 

• the methodology used to reject and dismiss the available information and evidence 

9. It was reasonable to assume that the Home Office would have taken a robust approach 
to data collection and analysis given the serious implications of their recommendations 
for migrant women and to ensure that they were not open to criticism regarding their 
methodology. 

10. On 2nd September 2020 Southall Black Sisters (SBS) and the Latin American Women’s 
Rights Service (LAWRS) submitted a ‘joint response’3 to ‘the review’. 

11. The ‘joint response’ provided the detail that was lacking in ‘the review’.  The ‘joint 
response’ set out a chronology of the engagement between the Home Office and the 
women’s and voluntary sector and details of the data that was submitted by SBS, by 
LAWRS the Angelou Centre and Safety4Sisters.  The ‘joint response’ referred to a lack 
of meaningful consultation during the review process, the use of inaccurate statements 
and a lack of analysis of evidence. 

12. In light of the ‘joint response’ we have some serious concerns about the validity and 
reliability of ‘the review’. 

13. We have cited the relevant paragraphs of ‘the review’  and the ‘joint response’ by SBS 
and LAWRS where appropriate followed by our comments confining our response to 
the issues that are an area of expertise for Rights of Women and are raised by migrant 
women during the course of calls to our immigration and asylum advice line. 

14. Paragraph 23 of ‘the review’ states that the immigration status of those needing 
support was unclear from the evidence.  It also stated that it was unclear why visitors 

 
2 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/897472/Migrant_Victims_

of_Domestic_Abuse_-_Review_Findings_v.3._FINAL.pdf 

3 https://southallblacksisters.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/SBS-and-LAWRS-joint-response-to-the-Migrant-Victims-of-

Domestic-Violence-Review.pdf 

 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/897472/Migrant_Victims_of_Domestic_Abuse_-_Review_Findings_v.3._FINAL.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/897472/Migrant_Victims_of_Domestic_Abuse_-_Review_Findings_v.3._FINAL.pdf
https://southallblacksisters.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/SBS-and-LAWRS-joint-response-to-the-Migrant-Victims-of-Domestic-Violence-Review.pdf
https://southallblacksisters.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/SBS-and-LAWRS-joint-response-to-the-Migrant-Victims-of-Domestic-Violence-Review.pdf
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and students needed support as they would need to demonstrate that they could 
support themselves. 

15. We cannot comment on the evidence submitted for the purposes of ‘the review’ as we 
have not had sight of it.  We refer to the ‘joint response ‘which asserts that the 
statement at paragraph 23 of ‘the review’ is inaccurate and ample evidence of the 
immigration status of women that have been supported and accommodated by SBS, 
the Angelou Centre and Safety4Sisters was available and rejected without reasons. 
The evidence was reproduced in the ‘joint response’ at paragraphs 28-31. SBS 
reiterated at paragraph 29 of the ‘joint response’ that 57% of the women they supported 
with accommodation, support and advocacy between 1.4.2019 and 31.3.2020 were on 
non-spousal visas. 

16. Survivors of domestic abuse who are in the UK tell us that they struggle to comply with 
their visa obligations.  A student who cannot study or a worker that cannot work will 
not be able to support themselves and are at risk of having their leave curtailed.  The 
NRPF condition on their visa will prevent them from accessing benefits and housing 
and often leads to them falling into destitution and /or homelessness. 

17. The Home Office have failed to grasp the gendered nature of domestic abuse and the 
power dynamics within an abusive relationship.  Perpetrators exert control over their 
victims by deliberately making incorrect applications such as visit visas with the 
knowledge that the victim will have no rights to regularise her immigration status in the 
UK, remaining financially dependent on them.  This gives the abuser the freedom to 
abuse with total impunity.  It is important to understand that the vulnerable migrant 
woman will have had no control in the immigration application process from abroad.  
In these cases she may firstly be placing her utmost trust in the perpetrator;  secondly 
she may not understand UK immigration law and policy and believe that she is coming 
to the UK to start a new life with her partner or spouse unaware of the perpetrator’s 
motives.   

18. Rights of Women also hear from migrant women calling our immigration and asylum 
advice line who are either on dependent visas and/or heavily reliant on their abusive 
partners for financial support.  It is a common occurrence for the perpetrator to 
withdraw financial support on relationship breakdown. The withdrawal of financial 
support is also a form of domestic abuse and has been recognised as such in the draft 
domestic abuse bill.  

19. Many women that call us are receiving advice about their immigration status for the 
first time even though they may have been residing in the UK for many months or even 
years. Fear of the perpetrator is the most common reason given to Rights of Women 
immigration advisers operating our immigration advice lines for not seeking advice and 
support immediately on relationship breakdown.   

20.  Women calling our immigration and asylum advice line often make statements such 
as: 

‘I found out that he didn’t apply for a spouse visa for me as he thinks I will leave 
him if I get my status’ 
‘He told me that he had renewed my visa but I later found out it was a lie and I 
overstayed’ 

21. The DDVC is granted to destitute individuals on spousal/partner visas to enable them 
to access public funds/benefits. The DDVC is granted for a period of 3 months. Before 
the expiry of the DDVC the individual is expected to apply for settlement under the 
DVILR rule.  The DDVC enables women to access safe accommodation such as 
refuges on fleeing abusive relationships. Paragraph 27 of ‘the review’ states that there 
is conflicting feedback on whether the 3 month timeframe under the DDVC is long 
enough and that the Home Office internal data reveals that the majority of applications 
are made within the 3 month time limit. 

22. From our experience and those of others supporting women, face to face, an extension 
to the DDVC from 3 months to 6 months is justified.  If women are fortunate enough to 
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receive advice and support to make a DDVC application they will need to engage with 
lawyers for a DVILR settlement application. We have come across countless women 
who are too traumatised to speak about the abuse immediately after fleeing an abusive 
relationship.  This can result in delays in gathering the evidence required for their 
applications and submitting the same.  It is also extremely challenging to find lawyers 
to take on such applications due to the paltry sums paid under the legal aid scheme. 

23. Paragraph 29 of ‘the review’ refers to SBS’s 2019 report ‘Safe and Secure’ and their 
statement that only 7 out of 55 women were supported for more than 3 months under 
their ‘no recourse fund’.    

24. By way of background, SBS’s ‘no recourse fund’ provides help with living and housing 
costs to women who have experienced gender-based violence and cannot access 
public funds and is a fund of last resort. 

25. At paragraphs 49 and 50 of the SBS and LAWRS ‘joint response’ they state that their 
evidence has been misrepresented in ‘the review’ and SBS only provided 3 month’s 
support from their  ‘no recourse fund’ because they wanted to help as many women 
as possible and not because the women did not require support beyond 3 months. 

26. At paragraph 30 of ‘the review’ the Home Office  justify the current DVILR rule by 
stating that those on  spousal visas can benefit from the DVILR rule as there is a 
reasonable expectation of them remaining in the UK and that the Government is 
concerned that opening up this route will detract from its intention. 

27. There is an implication from the above paragraph that the spousal visa route is the 
only category under the immigration rules that leads to settlement.  This is a misleading 
and flawed argument. 

28. There are other immigration categories that can lead to settlement such as for skilled 
workers and business people4, under para 245HF of the immigration rules.  The long 
residence rule5 under part 7, para 276b also enables those that have lived continuously 
and lawfully in the UK for 10 years to settle in the UK. 

29. It is also notable that women on some other dependent visas such as dependents of 
skilled workers may have a reasonable expectation of settlement in the UK provided 
their relationship is subsisting and their sponsor continues to meet the requirements of 
the rules at the time of application. The requirements for indefinite leave to remain 
(ILR) in these categories can be found in part 8 of the rules, at para 319J6 

30. The rationale behind the Home Office’s decision is that women on spousal visas would 
have eventually settled in the UK if there was no DV and should therefore be entitled 
to benefit from the DVILR rule.  If that is the case then logic would dictate that women 
who are skilled workers or dependents of skilled workers and those in other 
immigration categories that lead to settlement should also be able to benefit from the 
DVILR rule.  

31. There are of course temporary visa categories such as visitor routes which would not 
lead to settlement. The nature of some of our advice line calls illustrate that many 
women that are on temporary visas have often not had any control over their 
immigration applications.  Many of them also fear harm in their country of nationality 
including from the perpetrator’s family as a result of relationship breakdown.  They may 
face significant barriers in regularising their status due to the complexity of their issues 
and securing representation from lawyers well versed in gender-based violence (GBV). 
This could mean the difference between a positive and negative outcome of their 
immigration application. 

 
4 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/immigration-rules/immigration-rules-part-6a-the-points-based-

system#pt6ageneralreligion 

 5 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/immigration-rules/immigration-rules-part-7-other-categories 

 6 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/immigration-rules/immigration-rules-part-7-other-categories 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/immigration-rules/immigration-rules-part-6a-the-points-based-system#pt6ageneralreligion
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/immigration-rules/immigration-rules-part-6a-the-points-based-system#pt6ageneralreligion
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/immigration-rules/immigration-rules-part-7-other-categories
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/immigration-rules/immigration-rules-part-7-other-categories
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32. We would advocate for the no recourse to public funds policy to be abolished for 
migrant women experiencing abuse as this would enable them to access public 
funds in crisis.  The NRPF policy was introduced in 2012 and forms part of the 
‘hostile environment’.   We echo the concerns of Wendy Williams in the Windrush 
report7 of March 2020 and support her recommendation 7 at page 143 of the report: 
‘The Home Secretary should commission officials to undertake a full review and 
evaluation of the hostile/compliant environment policy and measures – individually 
and cumulatively. This should include assessing whether they are effective and 
proportionate in meeting their stated aim, given the risks inherent in the policy set 
out in this report, and its impact on British citizens and migrants with status, with 
reference to equality law and particularly the public sector equality duty. This review 
must be carried out scrupulously, designed in partnership with external experts and 
published in a timely way’. 

33. At paragraph 32 of ‘the review’ the Government state that expanding the DDVC will be 
at significant financial cost.  They asked for evidence of the cohort of individuals 
requiring DDVC support and how existing arrangements address their needs.   They 
conclude that it’s reasonable to defer the decision to address gaps in evidence. 

34. In the absence of evidence to the contrary our understanding is that the justification for 
not extending the DDVC is solely financial and there appears to be little heed paid to 
the substantial benefits that would be produced for abused migrant women.  In any 
event financial cost is not a valid argument given that many women end up being 
supported by Social services when they cannot access public funds.  The cost is simply 
shifted to a different Government department. 

35. With respect to victims of trafficking the Home Office’s position is that adequate support 
is available through the National Referral Mechanism (NRM).  We do not agree; there 
are some inadequacies with the current NRM system such as a time lag between a 
person presenting as a trafficking victim and actually obtaining support. Support is only 
accessible once a person has received a positive reasonable grounds determination. 
The grant of leave is also not automatic and only available to those that meet the 
narrow criteria for discretionary leave. 

36. At paragraphs 33 to 35 of ‘the review’ reference is made to the £1.5m allocated for the 
Support for Migrant Victims Pilot Scheme (the pilot scheme) which will be supporting 
migrants who have NRPF. According to the Government; the pilot will address 
evidence including :- 

• The number of migrants needing support 

• Information about immigration status 

• The length of time support is required 

• How they will be supported to move on 

37. At paragraph 45 of ‘the review’ under the ‘EEA Migrant’ section there is reference to 
the changes made to appendix EU which are the rules pertaining to the EU settlement 
scheme on 4th June 2020. The changes will enable any family member within the scope 
of the EUSS whose relationship with an EEA citizen or qualifying British national 
breaks down permanently due to domestic violence or domestic abuse to apply under 
the EUSS scheme. Although we agree that these changes are significant and most 
welcome they do not resolve the issue to entitlement to public funds.  Women who are 
relying on a period of residence for less than 5 years will only be eligible for pre settled 

 
 7      

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/874022/6.5577_HO_Windrush_L

essons_Learned_Review_WEB_v2.pdf 
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https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/874022/6.5577_HO_Windrush_Lessons_Learned_Review_WEB_v2.pdf
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status.  Pre settled status on its own does not entitle a person to access public funds.  
They will require another right to reside in order to access public funds. 

38. ‘The DA Policy Equality Statement’8 refers to the provisions in the DA bill as applying 
to all victims of domestic abuse irrespective of their race or migrant status and cites a 
report published by  the British Medical Association of 2014 into domestic abuse which 
found that migrant women put up with abuse for a longer period and are  more reluctant 
to access services.  

39. We would urge the Government to adopt the below recommendation 13 of the 
‘Windrush Lessons Learned Report’9 without delay. ‘Ministers should ensure that all 
policies and proposals for legislation on immigration and nationality are subjected to 
rigorous impact assessments in line with Treasury guidelines.  Officials should avoid 
putting forward options on the binary “do this or do nothing” basis, but instead should 
consider a range of options. The assessments must always consider whether there is 
a risk of an adverse impact on racial groups who are legitimately in the country. And 
consultation on these effects should be meaningful, offering informed proposals and 
openly seeking advice’. 

40. It is imperative that the Government reviews the disproportionate impact of excluding 
a significant proportion of migrant women from accessing support and protection in the 
DA bill as not doing so could lead to: 

• the victim falling into destitution and or becoming homeless 

• the perpetrator inflicting serious injury or even death on the victim  

• the victim having to give up care of her children 

• a severe deterioration in the victim’s mental health, in some cases resulting in 
post-traumatic stress. 

• exploitation of the victim by unscrupulous employers and or landlords  

• sexual exploitation of the victim by individuals that the victim turns to for help 
41. The Home Office’s Overarching Fact Sheet10 on the DA bill, updated on 17th August 

2020 refers to a quote by Victoria Atkins MP, Minister for Safeguarding: 
‘DA is an abhorrent crime perpetrated on victims and their families by those who should 
love and care for them’ The landmark bill will help transform the response to domestic 
abuse, helping to prevent offending, protect victims and ensure they have the support 
they need’. 

42. Disappointingly the bill falls far short of the landmark bill that was promised due to the 
absence of protection and support for migrant women experiencing abuse and we urge 
the Government to introduce the measures that the women’s VAWG sector have called 
for, to provide equal protection and support for all migrant women victims of DV 
regardless of their immigration status. 

43. Rights of Women were in the processing of submitting our response to ‘the review’ 
when the Government produced further information regarding the ‘pilot scheme’ in their 
‘Draft Bid Prospectus11: Support for Migrant Victims (SMV) Pilot Scheme: Support for 
Migrant Victims of DA with NRPF, October 2020’, (‘prospectus’).  This document sets 
out both the purpose of the scheme, the eligibility criteria and the terms and conditions.  

 
8 DA Bill Policy Equality Statement: Demonstrating Compliance with the Public Sector Equality Duty 

(PSED)https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/904500/ANNEX_B-

_Policy_Equality_Statement-_Domestic_Abuse_Bill_July-_FINAL.pdf 

 
9 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/874022/6.5577_HO_Windrush_L

essons_Learned_Review_WEB_v2.pdf 

 
10 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/domestic-abuse-bill-2020-factsheets/domestic-abuse-bill-2020-overarching-factsheet 

 
11 https://www.contractsfinder.service.gov.uk/Notice/253bc7bc-5dba-4d99-a01e-fc6dbaab410e 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/874022/6.5577_HO_Windrush_Lessons_Learned_Review_WEB_v2.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/874022/6.5577_HO_Windrush_Lessons_Learned_Review_WEB_v2.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/domestic-abuse-bill-2020-factsheets/domestic-abuse-bill-2020-overarching-factsheet
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We feel that it is essential that we set out our concerns regarding the contents of the 
‘prospectus’. 

44. Page 6 and 7 of the ‘prospectus’, sets out the purpose of the scheme: 
‘The Purpose of the Scheme is to provide a support net for migrant victims of domestic 
abuse who do not have access to public funds and, as a result of these restrictions, 
are unable to access safe accommodation in order to escape abusive relationships. 
In addition, the Scheme will help to build the evidence-base that the Government      
requires a better understanding of the diverse needs of the migrant population in need 
of support so that any future funding strategy can give this matter due consideration. 
Further criteria are also detailed in paragraphs 27 to 32, below. 

45. We are alarmed at the contents of the ‘Monitoring and Evaluation’ section and in 
particular paragraph 39 below12: 
‘In these instances, the Home Office will provide a point of contact at the mobilisation 
stage to assist in assessing eligibility for the Scheme and answering questions three 
to five (above). This status checking process will be conducted through UKVI. In such 
circumstances, victims’ informed consent to sharing their personal information with 
UKVI will be required, assuming there is no other lawful basis for sharing this 
information, and victims will need to be made fully aware that the Department cannot 
guarantee that these eligibility checks will not result in information being revealed, 
directly or indirectly, that could trigger immigration enforcement action’. 

46. We would press the Home Office to omit the above paragraph from ‘the prospectus’. 
The women’s VAWG sector has a duty to put the victim first and foremost.  It can take 
weeks and even months for a victim to come forward to seek help and for the 
supporting organisation to establish rapport with the victim and build a relationship of 
trust. Many victims of domestic abuse have an ingrained fear of the Home Office and 
the police; a fear that has been created by perpetrators threatening to report them to 
these agencies.  These fears are so deep rooted that women who have experienced 
this controlling behaviour are unlikely to seek support from any Domestic Abuse (DA) 
support organisation or charity if they suspect that there is a possibility, however slim, 
of the DA organisation sharing their personal information with the Home Office for the 
purposes of immigration enforcement. 

47. It is both disappointing and alarming that BMER specialist organisations are being 
pressurised into risking the integrity and reputation of their organisations in this 
manner. BMER specialist organisations are in urgent need of funding but they cannot 
be expected to agree to any terms and conditions of a grant that will risk women being 
fearful to use their services. 

48. The Home Office recently requested information regarding the impact of COVID-19 on 
the ability of victims in accessing appropriate support.  The increase in domestic abuse 
incidents since lockdown has been widely publicised by the media. It is well established 
through data and evidence provided by leading DA organisations during the pandemic 
that i) contact from survivors living with an abuser dropped significantly at the height 
of lockdown, March-June 2020 and ii) survivors living with a perpetrator have reported 
struggling to be able to make calls for assistance due to the risk of the perpetrator 
hearing since the easing of lockdown measures from summer 2020. The current health 
pandemic is preventing migrant women who need urgent support including interpreting 
support and advice before fleeing an abusive relationship from receiving such support.  
Pre-COVID-19, women would attend the offices of the DA support organisation to seek 
advice and support.  Many of these organisations are no longer providing face to face 
support and victims are not able to make contact with the support organisation on the 
telephone.   

49. The Home Office sets out its offer of funding at page 8 and page 9 of ‘the prospectus’.  
Paragraph 9 states that grant activities are to be delivered by 31st March 2021.  At 

 
12 https://www.contractsfinder.service.gov.uk/Notice/253bc7bc-5dba-4d99-a01e-fc6dbaab410e 
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paragraph 11 of ‘the prospectus’ the Home Office state their intention is to continue 
funding beyond March 2021 subject to funding becoming available. Page 18 sets out 
the indicative timelines.  The successful bidder will be notified of the decision in early 
December 2020.   

50. The organisation awarded the grant will be presented with further challenges and will 
need to ensure that: 

• They have effective data collection and monitoring systems in place before 
activities under the grant can be commenced. 

• They have adequate resources and staff to deliver services 

• Services are delivered by the 31st March 2021 
51. With a second national lockdown imminent, a large proportion of migrant women will 

be excluded from accessing support under ‘the pilot scheme’ even though they are 
able to meet the eligibility criteria under the scheme because they cannot make contact 
with a DA support organisation who could refer them to the organisation delivering the 
activities under the scheme.  

52. It is also important that victims are able to access ‘the pilot scheme’ immediately upon 
fleeing the perpetrator and should not be forced to wait for the Home Office to approve 
their eligibility.  An assessment by the BMER specialist refuge provider confirming that 
the victim meets the eligibility criteria should be sufficient for the purposes of accessing 
the scheme. The risk of further harm and abuse is heightened the longer the victim 
remains in the same household as the perpetrator. 

53. In conclusion we refer to the meeting held on 22nd October 2020 convened by the 
Home Office to discuss the ‘pilot scheme’ and the ‘prospectus’.  The meeting was 
attended predominantly by the women’s VAWG sector. We echo the concerns raised 
at the meeting with respect to the following: 

• the short time frame for applying 

• the onerous reporting requirements 

• the terms and conditions of the grant, including agreement to unannounced site 
visits (paragraph 34) and agreement to sharing personal information of 
beneficiaries which could be used for immigration enforcement purposes 
(paragraph 39). 

54. We would urge the Home Office to take on board the concerns raised about the ‘pilot 
scheme’ by the women’s VAWG sector and make fundamental changes to the scheme 
rather than rushing through a scheme that is unworkable and is unlikely to achieve its 
intended objectives. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Rights of Women 2nd November 2020 


