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Violence is prioritised by the CSP. ED is completing an Assault dataset and recognise the

value of datasharing. We are agreed that we want to move this agenda forward.
Support
Actions: we will pilot three months use of current datasets and then re-met as a group

(Hospital and CSP) to decide the next steps - including IT and the benefits of the data. ALL Jan 2012

Our ED issue is that the current collection of assault data can only be broken down into
the following location identifiers:

- home, public space, licensed premises, other.

Within the licensed premises field ED have created a drop down list of all licensed
premises in XY City centre. This was initiated to help Licensing - but it takes time for the
reception staff to scroll down.

Data Actions:

- ED to share the current dataset with key people in XY Partnership IM End Oct 11

- ED to receive a small distribution list for data recipients at the CSP SN Early Oct 11

There is a concern about the new NHS rules around sharing any data that might identify
patients. The CSP confirmed that data will be used for tactical and prevention work only
- not to aid prosecution.

Actions:
- ED to confirm within the hospital the confidentiality issues MV Oct 11
- CSP to agree and, if necessary, draft and sign a datasharing compact. SN Oct 11
Our biggest barrier to moving forward to meet the Minimum Dataset requirement is the

need to have a new open text filed in the IT system to specify location my usefully. This
is likely to cost

Actions:
- To discuss with IT provider the cost and development timeline Mv Oct 11
- To discuss with other users of this IT system how they have got round it Mv Oct 11

- To discuss with Zara Anderson at the TIIG project in Liverpool if they have
supported any ED there with the same system to implement an upgrade to a free MV Oct 11
text box

- To share the outcome of the discussions with this group after three months

ED is due a new IT system in two years time - it may be that changes cannot be made M DEE

until then. In which case the CoEM Minimum Dataset will be part of the specification for
the new system.



Collection

Analysis

Implementation

Ongoing Actions

Data is currently being sent to XYZ CSP - but we agree it going to the wrong people.
Actions:

- ED will increase the shared dataset to include ALL violent assault data - under the four
identifiers (home, public space, licensed premises (named where possible) and other)
Actions:

The CSP will use the data for analysis and measure its impact alongside other datasets.
Analysts will feedback the benefits to the reconvened group.

Potential usage will be:
Informing Tactical Violent Crime theme group
Day-to-day tactical planning

Adding to the larger picture of local violent crime

ED will commit to produce three months worth of data to be shared between now and
December 2012.

CSP will commit to analyse and include data in it tactical and prevention wok and report
back on the impact to the wide group

After the three months worth of datasharing we will have a review meeting to discuss:
The benefits
The potential for upgrading the ED IT system then

The potential resources available to do so - which will include a consideration of
Partnership funding and/or engaging with ED Commissioners if the benefits are
impacting on policing and violent crime reduction

We will produce a further action plan looking ahead into 2012.
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