                                                                                                                     ANNEX 1

Some examples of good practice in combating domestic violence at the local level

Example of Social Welfare Centre Lazarevac

Since 2006, the City Social Welfare Centre, Department Lazarevac, has been working systematically on stopping domestic violence. They have undergone training on violence, on how to identify the victim and the perpetrator, and how to act. They began working with the abusers and victims in a completely different way than before. They created a "mobile team" and established a system of regular contacts and joint meetings of the representatives of the social welfare centre, police, health centre, public prosecutor’s office, misdemeanour authorities, RB Kolubara social service and NGOs.

It usually functions like this: the victim can address the centre, the police or the health centre. After the exchange of information, depending on the severity of the case, the police patrol and the centre’s mobile team intervene immediately. If the police assess on the spot that violence is not of high-risk level, the abuser is not brought to the police station, but he is handed a summons to come to the police station, where the police officer responsible for violence will interview him. The police officer takes a statement and informs the abuser about the relevant provisions of the Family Law and the Criminal Code. In case of more severe forms of violence, the police have the authority to determine the measure of mandatory detention in the duration of 24 (48) hours and to file misdemeanour and criminal charges. The investigating judges and the misdemeanour judge decide on further detention. However, the interrogation in the police station is already a warning sign for the perpetrators and many of them stop using physical violence.

After that, the police always refer the perpetrator and the victims to the Social Welfare Centre. Separate interviews are conducted with the victim and the perpetrator in the centre. The perpetrator is verbally warned, then we send him a written warning to his home address, in which we explicitly state what is prohibited (exactly what he was doing - beating, psychological abuse, taking money etc.) and we warn him about the consequences.
The victim is encouraged; the degree of her security is assessed; she is informed about the procedures for her protection and given the opportunity to ask for help again at any time ("open door policy"). The Centre files ex officio, on behalf of the victim, a claim for the imposition of measures for protection from violence, in accordance with the Family Law. However, criminal charges are filed against those who have been in custody and who are assessed to be dangerous to others, and accompanied with a report of the Social Welfare Centre on the family situation, duration and intensity of violence, etc. If there are any injuries, the victim receives a medical report. Irrespective of whether the public prosecutor will initiate criminal proceedings and whether the court will pass a sentence, the whole process affects the abuser and in many cases he changes his behaviour. 
Even in the situations where the woman victim does not want the trial (because she does not want her husband to end up in prison), the whole process has a purpose because at least it stops physical violence. There were some cases in Lazarevac where the abusers were punished but did not change their behaviour. In such situations, the "case conferences" are convened. They are attended by: the case officer from the Social Welfare Centre, psychologist, educator, police officer in charge of monitoring violence and other experts necessary for providing complete protection (psychiatrist, misdemeanour judge, company social workers). At that meeting, they jointly assess what steps should be taken, by whom and when. For example, there was a situation where the abuser was in detention the night between Friday and Saturday, and Saturday morning the mobile team met at the case conference, so that the measure of mandatory alcohol treatment was imposed on him that very day, as well as a one-year prison sentence. He had already been in prison before that, but for a shorter time. Since violence was repeated, they had to react again. This is the case of a pathologically jealous man who followed, controlled, physically and psychologically abused his wife. He was eight months in prison. He was released earlier for exemplary behaviour and stopped drinking. He came to the Center and said: "Thank you for helping me." 
Experience suggests that institutions should not give up and should use also repressive measures. The involvement of the police is of great importance because they are the authority for the abuser. In Lazarevac the victims are not evicted from the house (into a "safe house") to be protected, but we target the abuser and request from him to change his behaviour. The motto of this action is: Our municipality - Our safe house.

Example of Basic Public Prosecutor’s Office in Zrenjanin

The need to establish closer cooperation between the prosecutor’s office and the police in Zrenjanin arose when the Basic Public Prosecutor’s Office intervened upon realising that misdemeanour charges were filed in cases of domestic violence with all characteristics of crime, instead of criminal charges. It began with the agreement between the police and the Basic Public Prosecutor’s Office that immediately after the intervention in domestic violence cases, the police would inform the Prosecutor’s Office, usually by telephone at any time during 24 hours. Upon the receipt of police report, the Prosecutor’s Office decides whether to raise an indictment. At the same time, the Prosecutor’s Office requests from the Social Welfare Centre a written report on the situation in that family and the Centre is obliged to go out to the field and directly get acquainted with all the details. This information is then used in evidentiary hearing so that the court has a clear situation based on the report of the SWC experts, instead of only the statements of opposing parties, whereas the victim is often intimidated by threats or deceived by false promises, such as “I will never do it again".

After the initial exchange of information, the Public Prosecutor’s Office did a logical next step and initiated regular weekly coordination meetings, which are held in their premises and attended by the representatives of police, SWC, Health Centre and misdemeanour judges. The aim is to exchange information about each case of domestic violence reported during the past week and decide what action each of these institutions will take.

Since the Family Law provides faster and more efficient protection against domestic violence by allowing the possibility of imposing the measures of protection against domestic violence, i.e. temporarily prohibiting or restricting personal relationships with other family members, the Public Prosecutor’s Office, in addition to conducting criminal proceedings against the perpetrators of this crime, filed 18 motions for determining one of these measures in 2008 and 21 motions in 2009. In all these procedures, the Public Prosecutor’s Office succeeded in dispute, which means that the court adopted its claims. The activities of the Public Prosecutor’s Office beyond the criminal procedure have also become a regular part of the model of adequate institutional response to domestic violence in Zrenjanin.
The Protocol on Institutional Cooperation is also being prepared in order to define the actions of the Public Prosecutor, police, Social Welfare Centre, Health Centre and local self-government unit in Zrenjanin. The aim of this document is to efficiently detect cases of domestic violence, initiate procedures for imposing protective measures against domestic violence, punish the perpetrators, stop violence, protect the victim’s safety and ensure urgency in accordance with the degree of danger. All these measures taken by the Public Prosecutor’s Office contributed to the increase in the number of detected cases of domestic violence. The reason for that is certainly not the increased occurrence of violence, but its more frequent institutional processing and registering.
It is important to note that any of these procedures has never been obligatory according to legal provisions, but only possible, since they are not legally prohibited. It is very important in this field that the responsible people take initiative in creating, developing and implementing a successful model of institutional cooperation without always waiting for the new law, its interpretation and case law to begin to act in the situations which require response simply because it is a humane thing to do. Their starting point was the fact that domestic violence had to be suppressed from the very beginning, before it escalated to tragic consequences, and that the existing legal and institutional mechanisms did allow for much more efficient prevention of domestic violence and punishment of perpetrators than it was the case in many local communities.
Example of SOS Hotline in Požega

In 2006, the police of Switzerland, in cooperation with the local NGO ARD, delivered a series of training sessions on community policing. One of the aims was to train the police on how to handle the cases of domestic violence. The police was prepared to enter this training programme: one part of the training took place in Požega and the other one in Switzerland and thus a considerable number of police officers went to the training in the Swiss police stations. The result of that training was the changed behaviour of police officers in their interventions in domestic violence cases and an established model of institutional cooperation among the institutions authorised to respond to such cases.

A link was established between the following institutions: the Municipal Public Prosecutor's Office, the police, the Social Welfare Centre, the misdemeanour judge, the Health Centre.
The SOS Hotline was available for two years in the afternoon every day except weekend and a safe house worked in Užice. When a person complained about violence by calling the SOS Hotline, the SOS staff would inform the police, the Health Centre and the Social Welfare Centre. It means that an SOS report triggered the work of other institutions.

The victims of violence were supported throughout the procedures before the institutions they were addressing, such as Health Centre, the Public Prosecutor's Office, the police and so on. This used to be done by the employee of the Social Welfare Centre who handled the case, and now each case is handled by a case officer. One of the measures undertaken to support the victims since the moment of reporting violence was that the first victim's interview with the police took place on the Centre's premises. This practice has continued to date. They also accompanied the women victims of violence to the doctor's office and insisted that the date of examination and all injuries were registered in their medical files. It is not the same as medical certificate which has to be paid and for which many women do not have money. Entering the patient's state of health in the medical file is free of charge and can also be used in court as evidence of continuing violence. They also photographed the victims and enclosed the photos to the case file.
Due to these earlier activities, the community has understood well that domestic violence is a punishable offence.
The penalties for misdemeanours consisting of up to 60 days of imprisonment were usually imposed on family abusers. In Požega, the misdemeanour procedure proved to be the most efficient way of punishing family abusers since the criminal procedure turned out to be very slow and inefficient. Furthermore, the misdemeanour procedure was always applied in the situations where it was not completely certain if the crime of domestic violence was committed or when, for the complexity of situation, it was a faster and more efficient way for punishing the perpetrator and pronouncing security measures. A misdemeanour procedure implies that the pronounced sentence of imprisonment can be implemented immediately and it is particularly effective in the cases of recurrent perpetrators and/or alcoholic perpetrators. Hence, while waiting for the criminal procedure to be completed, in some cases the misdemeanour procedure provided necessary security to the victim, since the perpetrator was quickly sent to prison and/or a security measure was imposed. Thus, the victim was allowed to take further actions in a more rational and calmer way.
Moreover, it was noted that the judges in criminal procedures wanted to establish whether domestic violence was repeated, whether the perpetrator was an alcoholic and whether there was violence against the children, while none of these issues were raised in the misdemeanour procedure, which is usually conducted much faster.
The measures aimed at ensuring the safety of the victim who addressed them were also undertaken. The victims' safety is ensured by accommodating them in a safe house or at their relatives' place, and by imposing protective and/or security measures.

A rule was introduced that the Social Welfare Centre had to be involved in all cases of reported violence. The police were obliged to register all cases of reported violence and forward them to the Social Welfare Centre, which was obliged to act within its competences.
The police was trained not to comment the case when someone reported it, to restrain from all "common sense" advice, expressions of disbelief regarding whether violence occurred or negation of violence and also to restrain from discussions with the people found at the scene of violence, because the police should be doing only their job and not the job of judges, social workers, therapists, etc. 

At any time during 24 hours, the police could communicate the duty person in the Public Prosecutor's Office, which would respond immediately by initiating a procedure against the perpetrator. The Public Prosecutor's Office would qualify the crime as domestic violence and guarantee that the case would not be forgotten in someone's drawer.
Having gained trust in the institutions and their efficient work, the victims of violence began to address the police directly, but also the Public Prosecutor's Office, the Social Welfare Centre and the misdemeanour judge, because they were assured that the institutions were doing their job and they would not reject or mistreat them, express disbelief or humiliate them, leave them to wait, treat them unkindly, etc.
Domestic violence was reported not only by victims but also by their relatives, neighbours and other institutions that would learn about the existence of domestic violence in a particular family.
The system was active. All the links of the system were constantly in phone communication and cooperated on specific cases. There was no waiting for the paperwork to be done but they exchanged information on violence in a certain family immediately and directly.

Many women felt free to come directly to the Deputy Public Prosecutor and give their personal statements to the record about violence they were suffering. He would then contact the Social Welfare Centre and inform them about the case, so that in these cases the Public Prosecutor's Office acted first and forwarded the case to the Social Welfare Centre.
The Public Prosecutor's Office would also appeal against the court decisions when the prosecution was not satisfied with the sentence pronounced for domestic violence.
It was very important that the institutions reached a good level of understanding and functioned in a coordinated manner while respecting the standardised institutional conduct and performance, so that no one was an exception and everybody assumed a clear position that violence against women was not a private matter, but a punishable act, and that the official procedures for imposing sanctions were conducted against the perpetrators. In such circumstances, the perpetrators could not count on getting an "understanding" within any part of that institutional network or succeeding in manipulating any institution into letting them commit violence freely and with impunity.
The SOS Hotline stopped functioning due to the lack of funds, although the community really needed it. The local community has never found resources for that purpose. Interestingly, the SOS Hotline number used at that time was one of the two phone numbers of the Social Welfare Centre and is still in function, i.e. it happens that the women victims of violence still call that number. 
In the meantime, the Chief of Police was replaced with a man who had not undergone training in Switzerland, and the system began to fall apart gradually; first the police stopped sending official notes to the Social Welfare Centre from site investigation in the cases of domestic violence.
However, the police officers are still sensitised to violence and they do not deny it, which was formerly a typical institutional response in handling the cases of reported domestic violence. The police remained very willing to cooperate with other institutions. It is also important that they have stopped looking down on the victims of violence and started behaving emphatically.
Although there is no SOS Hotline any more, the Center has organised the so-called passive duty and when police receives a call about violence, usually they contact the person on duty immediately, so that the Centre is promptly informed about the particular case. The Social Welfare Centre has continued to gather other institutions in the cases of domestic violence, now when there is no SOS Hotline any more. However, it is now clear that many cases are lost due to the failure to report and they are not reported because the public trust in the institutions and their effectiveness has been weakened. Last year, the Centre succeeded in solving the problem of 3 women victims of violence in Požega through a comprehensive approach. Although there is no safe house, the women with their children were provided with social housing with the assistance of other institutions.
The network of institutions needs to be continuously updated; it is not enough to establish it and expect that it will always work the same way. It is clear that they need joint activities, coordination, support and above all the commitment of all individual institutions that are part of the network.

Example of Observatory on Violence against Women
The fact that one in four women in Europe is a victim of male violence is one of the reasons for the existence of the Observatory on Violence against Women of the European Women's Lobby.
 The Observatory brings together experts in the field of violence against women in order to lobby their national institutions and governments, as well as to lobby the European institutions jointly. The objectives of the Observatory are: lobbying with the European Commission and the EU Parliament to create and adopt documents that will be binding for the EU member states and encouraging the elimination of all forms of violence against women. The Observatory’s task is also to lobby for the adoption of the document within the Council of Europe, which would oblige the member states of the Council of Europe to implement the policies of preventing violence against women. It is also necessary to lobby at national level for the adoption of necessary legislation, action plans and other documents, and their implementation, as well as for the empowerment (including in particular financial) of autonomous services for women victims/survivors of male violence. The Observatory insists on the gender dimension of violence and the historical and social conditioning of male violence against women.
The EWL Observatory insists that the eradication of violence against women should be taken as priority and issue of urgent public concern, and that, among other things, an EU Strategy should be adopted to address the protection against violence, its prevention and prosecution of perpetrators. Moreover, already for three years, the Observatory has been pointing to a growing phenomenon that the abusers have been using the new laws for the protection from domestic violence and reporting women victims as perpetrators of domestic violence. This is another reason for insisting on the need to develop national observatories on violence against women.
 
The Autonomous Women's Center from Belgrade
 and the women's organisations specialised in supporting women who are exposed to violence believe that the reasons for establishing an independent expert body to monitor violence against women in Serbia are following:

· The existence of numerous uncoordinated national strategies that recognise violence against women, but are not able to implement and integrate actions;
· A serious problem in the strict application of laws, understanding of official duty in criminal and civil procedures, inefficiency of judicial procedures in terms of their length and outcome, mild penal policy and the lack of support for victims through the judicial process; 

· New way of organising and providing social services according to which the responsibilities are transferred from the national level to the local level without the necessary preconditions for the successful implementation of such arrangement;
· Lack of administrative data on violence, data on reporting violence, in particular the information about the measures and interventions of public services, as well as their mutual incoherence and lack of disaggregated data by three key elements - sex, age, type of relationship between the perpetrator and the victim;
· Failure to establish standard practices, lack of openness in public institutions for the influences leading towards standardisation and specialisation of procedure (internal procedures) and completely unregulated sphere of service providers outside the public sector, i.e. in the private and NGO sector.  

An independent expert body for monitoring violence against women should provide an independent and critical view of government data, indicate the shortcomings and unfulfilled commitments, formulate proposals and call for action, prepare independent reports on violence against women. In parallel with the adoption of key documents in this field,
 it is necessary to provide good mechanisms for the implementation of laws and measures, as well as for monitoring and evaluating their effects. If one of the reasons for the existence of EWL Observatory is the fact that every fourth woman is the victim of violence, then the fact that in Serbia every second woman is the victim of domestic violence is certainly a good reason for establishing such a body in Serbia.
 The State Secretary of the Ministry of Labour and Social Policy Snežana Lakićević, presenting the research conducted within the project Combating Sexual and Gender-based Violence in October 2010, said that every second woman in Serbia had experienced some kind of domestic violence and that 31 women had been killed the year before.

Example of political document against violence: Declaration against violence
Violence that occurs on various occasions and in different social contexts in Serbia suggests that its eradication requires a broader social engagement. Although declarative policy documents are not binding on anyone, they express the needs, dispositions and above all the self-binding willingness and firm determination of the state and its institutions to unambiguously condemn violence and to give their full support to its suppression. 

The initiative and the text of draft Declaration against Violence have been prepared by the experts from non-governmental organisations.
 However, this Declaration has never been submitted to the Parliament because the Law on the Amendments to the Criminal Code introduced Article 344a and an unofficial opinion prevailed that is was sufficient. 
The present text is certainly not complete because there are a lot of elements that are related to certain actors, forms of violence and institutional responsibilities that should be added and clearly defined, and therefore this draft should be considered open for further improvements. We should not give up the Declaration, especially because some parliamentary parties showed interest in it, and it is definitely one of the activities to be carried out until completion. It would be important to lobby for its adoption and not to leave it at the level of a marginal NGO activity.
Therefore, although this document is a general condemnation of all forms of violence in society, where domestic violence is not specifically mentioned, its text is essential for combating both domestic and other forms of gender-based violence, precisely because it seeks to change the atmosphere of social acceptance and tolerance of violence and calls for accountability of state institutions in this field.

Draft Declaration against violence, calls for violence, hate crimes and hate speech

1. The National Assembly will consistently implement and foster democratic values ​​that are focused on full respect for human and minority rights and established by the Constitution of the Republic of Serbia, ratified international treaties and national laws.

2. The National Assembly unreservedly condemns every form of violence, calls for violence, hate crimes and hate speech caused by racial, religious, national or other intolerance, homophobia, xenophobia and misogyny, and which threaten the safety and security of the citizens of Serbia.

3. The state authorities of the Republic of Serbia are obliged to take all measures available under the law to prevent and severely punish violence, calls for violence, hate crimes and hate speech, regardless of who the perpetrators of these acts are.

4. Violence, calls for violence, hate crimes and hate speech must not be celebrated, encouraged, promoted and it is not allowed to contribute otherwise to the impunity of their perpetrators.

5. Violence, calls for violence, hate crimes and hate speech should not be a tool for fighting against persons of different views.
6. The National Assembly undertakes to initiate and participate in the political dialogue that would not promote violence and hate speech, but would foster a spirit of tolerance and mutual respect.

7. The National Assembly is obliged to take all necessary measures to prevent that violence, calls for violence, hate crimes and hate speech are a part of the system of value and the public and social life of Serbia.

8. The fight against violence, hate crimes and hate speech will be one of the priorities in the work of the National Assembly, particularly in the adoption of legislation, policies and strategies that contribute to achieving the goals of this Declaration.

9. The National Assembly tasks the Legislative Committee to draft and submit to the National Assembly Speaker, within 30 days of the adoption of the Declaration, a proposed decision on the establishment of a special parliamentary working body to deal, on a permanent basis, with solving the problem of violence in society, especially taking into account the most effective mechanisms for removing its causes and its manifest forms.

Documents for the standardisation of police actions
The actions of police officers in the situations of domestic violence should be based on risk assessment and management and the promotion of victim's safety. This would facilitate early detection of violence, identification of high-risk situations, prevention of serious injury and its consequences, particularly the prevention of death, because the police officers would be able to take appropriate and comprehensive actions within their competences and to successfully coordinate actions with other services. This is a common practice in all the countries that have been dealing with family violence in a responsible and systematic manner. In this regard, the UK police experience is recommended (Home Office, UK)
.

Designing a Guide on policies and procedures in the field of domestic violence for police officers. This document is necessary to accurately define the responsibility of police officers, which would allow, not only the standardisation of practice in the entire country, but would set clear limits of the police competences in relation to other relevant services. Moreover, it would contribute to the systematic monitoring of the effects of actions and to achieving the highest international standards of policing.

Safe houses
Safe houses are part of the system of institutional prevention of domestic violence against women, one of the necessary services for victims of acute violence and they should be valued in that context. Nevertheless, they must not be the only solution or the only way in which the state/society finds protection from domestic violence. More specifically, instead of placing women and children in shelters, which usually happens, the abuser should be the one who has to bear the consequences of his unlawful and violent behaviour. Austria, the Czech Republic, Germany, the Netherlands, Slovenia and some other countries have adopted legislation that authorises the police to issue orders on temporary eviction of the abuser from the household if they assess that there is a high risk of the escalation of violence that would endanger the life or health of others. In Bulgaria, a victim of domestic violence can go to the nearest police station or the court requesting the issuance of emergency protective order, which the police is obliged to execute immediately. Those who run the safe houses have also noticed the injustice of the situation in which the victim of violence wanders around with the children after being driven away by violence from her own house or apartment.
 

However, the existence of safe houses is necessary, especially in cases of acute violence, escalation of long-lasting violence and similar situations in which the accommodation in a safe house is the only way to save the life of the victim or avoid serious injuries. The examples of women accommodated in the Safe House in Belgrade justify not only the existence of the house, but also of similar shelters throughout Serbia.

Katarina and Gordana are two of 22 residents of the Safe House in Belgrade,
 which was built as a refuge for women of broken body and spirit that survived the most drastic forms of violence, whose lives were often saved by medical doctors and who were aware that if they had returned to a “warm family nest”, it would have meant a certain death for them. Although the Women’s Safe House was conceived as a temporary address for the women seeking refuge from violence, some of its "tenants" have lived in the house since its establishment, because they have no resources for feeding themselves and their children. Speaking about the prevalence of domestic violence, the Coordinator of the Counselling against Family Violence and the Safe House Vesna Stanojević says that since its establishment in November 2008, 1059 women and children passed through the Safe House.
After one of numerous marital "quarrels", Katarina V. (30) was brought to the Emergency Medical Centre with several stab wounds, nine broken bones and three litres of blood lost. The violence of her husband was qualified as "attempted murder", and the judge handling this case advised her to find shelter in the Women's Safe House to get away from further violence. With her haggard face and the body mutilated by knife wounds, weighing only 40 kilograms, Katarina says that she has the strength only for one more court procedure: getting custody of her two girls who presently live with her in this safe shelter.
Her cotenant Gordana (41) was brought to the Women's Safe House a year ago, in a beaten up state, by her father. Gordana says that it is her third life address - after the exile from her native place Gnjilane, she has lived many years in a refugee camp in Smederevo, where she suffered the most brutal forms of violence from her husband - a war veteran who has tried to drown his traumatic memories in alcohol. Gordana says that her husband's violence was supported by his entire family, and when she was assaulted by her mother-in-law, she realised that her life was in danger. She left two girls in the camp and she has to start the fight for their custody.

It is certain that the assistance and support provided to women after they leave the safe house is very important for the functioning of safe houses. Belgrade offers one possible model of organising such support. The women from Belgrade who leave the safe house receive from the city the amount of 11,000 to 26,000 dinars per month, depending on the number of children, in the period of one year.
 The women living alone receive the smallest amount, while the mothers get 5,000 dinars for each child up to the maximum amount envisaged. The extended rights in the social sphere were adopted on 12 April 2012 at the session of the City Council, and for obtaining this assistance women must meet certain criteria. More precisely, after leaving the safe house the woman can get the said amount if she has been registered with the Social Welfare Centre, if she has been residing in Belgrade at least for one year and if her monthly income does not exceed 20,000 dinars. In addition, she should not own the property that can bring revenue and she must not be a returnee to the safe house.
� How to combat domestic violence: We have a mobile team, Politika 30 March 2010, page 10, author: Mirijam Radosavljević, Social Welfare Centre of the City of Belgrade, Department Lazarevac.





� Zorica Mršević, PhD, met with the representatives of the Municipal Public Prosecutor's Office in Zrenjanin, Public Prosecutor Svetlana Vlajkov and Deputy Public Prosecutor Slobodan Joksimović on 17 February 2010. The purpose of the meeting was to inform the Protector of Citizens about the activities of the Municipal Public Prosecutor's Office in Zrenjanin and establish a model of cooperation with the Serbian MoI, PS Zrenjanin, and the Social Welfare Centre, in the exercise and protection of the rights of citizens who suffered domestic violence.


� The presentation of the model of practice in Požega is based on a telephone interview that Zorica Mršević, PhD, in the capacity of Deputy Protector of Citizens, conducted on 3 November 2010 with Ms Svetlana Jovanović, Director of the Social Welfare Centre in Požega.


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.ewlcentreonviolence.org/" ��http://www.ewlcentreonviolence.org/�  


� The first meeting of the European Women's Lobby Observatory in Gdansk, Poland, 18 -19 June 2009


2. Annual meeting of the EWL Observatory on Violence against Women, 10-11 June 2010, Madrid, Spain


3. The international conference entitled Observatory on Violence against Women in Serbia was held in Belgrade on 21 April 2011 


� The Autonomous Women's Centre and the EWL Network organised on 21 April 2011 in Belgrade the international conference entitled Observatory on Violence against Women in Serbia.


� National Strategy for Prevention and Elimination of Violence against Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationships (Government of the Republic of Serbia, 1 April 2011) and the CoE Convention on preventing and combating violence against women and domestic violence (CM(2011) 49 final, 7 April 2011)


� The findings of the research conducted within the project Combating Sexual and Gender-based Violence. Children are present in more than half of the cases of domestic violence. Politika, 21 December 2010, page 8, author: RTS. Lakićević said at the press conference that 54.2 percent of women in Serbia had experienced some form of domestic violence. "In the past year, half of the women have been exposed to multiple forms of violence, including psychological, economic, physical and sexual violence," said Snežana Lakićević.


� Belgrade Center for Human Rights, Civic Initiatives, Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia, Youth Initiative for Human Rights, YUCOM and Gay-Straight Alliance.


� The text of this Declaration was written as response (more precisely, one of responses) to violence after the cancellation of 2009 Pride Parade.


�  See: The CAADA MARAC Guide – From Principles to Practice, (2009). Home Office, UK


� See: Strengthening crime prevention and criminal justice responses to violence against women, (E/CN.15/2010/L.2/Rev.1) United Nations, Economic and Social Council, Commission on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice, Nineteenth session, Vienna, 17-21 May 2010; Handbook on Effective police responses to violence against women, Criminal Justice Handbook Series, United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, Vienna, United Nations, New York, 2010


� Women in the “safe house” and abusers in their own, Politika, 18 February 2010, page 8, author: Katarina Đorđević, “Safe house” as permanent address. When asked whether the adoption of the new Family Law, according to which the court is obliged to evict the abuser from the house, brought some changes in the legal protection of the victims of violence, Vesna Stanojević says that it often happens that women end up in the “safe house” and abusers stay in their own. Only one in six women submits a request for the eviction of perpetrator, and in only two of fifty initiated cases, the abuser was evicted, says Vesna Stanojević. 


� Politika, 18 February 2010, page 8, author: Katarina Đorđević, “Safe house” as permanent address, So far, 1059 women and children have passed through the shelter for victims of domestic violence


� Op. cit.


� Večernje novosti, 13 April 2011, page 19, author: N. Pantić, Assistance for victims of violence





