
The urgency of this work and the need for the most robust protections as possible to be

delivered under the Online Safety Act is underlined by the findings in the recent National

Policing Statement on Violence Against Women and Girls. This found that nearly 3000

VAWG-related offences are recorded by the police daily and, in the year to July 2023, at least

123,515 VAWG offences had an online element. Victims are getting younger; 10-15 year olds

are the most common age range (14%). The statement called on “government to strengthen

regulation to effectively deter and prevent the ongoing proliferation of VAWG online”.

This joint response - on behalf of 12 organisations and academic experts on VAWG - sets out

our concerns that Ofcom is not taking a strong enough approach under the existing regulatory

framework to address VAWG online and sets out a number of recommendations for Ofcom to

strengthen the children’s code of practice. It should be read in conjunction with the recent

analysis from the Online Safety Act Network, which reiterates many of the systemic and

structural concerns of civil society about the approach Ofcom has chosen to take across its two

consultations to date. The gap between the two risk registers’ evidence of harm and the

measures proposed to deal with it - as set out in this table - has particular relevance to VAWG

sector concerns.

As Ofcom is still considering the feedback it received to the illegal harms consultation - and has

emphasised in the children’s consultation that it will be taken in the round with further

feedback on these most recent proposals - we urge them to consider how both these sets of

proposals could be urgently strengthened to provide the best possible basis for the VAWG

guidance - which will not be mandatory - to deliver the long-overdue step-change in women

and girls’ online experiences.

Our submission provides analysis and recommendations on the following areas which

highlighter why the children’s codes of practice matter to action on VAWG:

● Weak levels of protection

● Gendered harms

● Age appropriate experiences

● Features and functionalities

● Content moderation

● Burdens on children

● Small platforms

We then round up our recommendations at the end of the document.
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https://cdn.prgloo.com/media/5fc31202dd7e411ba40d29fdca7836fd.pdf
https://cdn.prgloo.com/media/5fc31202dd7e411ba40d29fdca7836fd.pdf
https://www.onlinesafetyact.net/analysis/draft-children-s-blog/
https://www.onlinesafetyact.net/analysis/draft-children-s-blog/
https://www.onlinesafetyact.net/uploads/annex-a-measures-table-children-s-update-2.pdf
http://onlinesafetyact.net


Respondents

Centre for Protecting Women Online

End Violence Against Women Coalition

5 Rights Foundation

Glitch

NSPCC

Online Safety Act Network

Refuge

Safe Lives

Suzy Lamplugh Trust

UCL Gender and Tech Research Unit

Prof Lorna Woods, University of Essex

Prof Clare McGlynn, University of Durham
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