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Agenda 
09.00am to 09.10am CET - Welcome and Introduction 

9.10am to 11.30am CET- Validation of the current tree structure within the section on violence 

Although the visual interface of EIGE’s Gender Statistics Database is not finished yet, public 

access to the database is temporarily granted through the following link: http://beta-stat-

1.eige.europa.eu/ 

We invite you to have a look at the tree structure within section on violence and discuss the following 

questions with you: 

-          Do you consider that the organizing principles taken for displaying statistics 

information reflect a comprehensive approach towards the need for statistics evidence in the 

area of violence against women (VaW)? 

-          Would it promote the improvement of data collection in this area?   

-          Which other aspects could be reflected in the proposed tree structure, namely under 

the heading “thematic areas”? 

-          Overall, is it intuitive? What do you miss from the tree structure? 

11.30 - 13.00 CET - Challenges in harmonizing concepts, definitions and methodologies  

-          Which would be the best way to highlight concepts, methods and definitions that vary from country to 

country? 

-          Which functionalities should be allowed for extraction of data within this specific area 

of violence? E. g. EU maps, line charts, viewing graphs/charts/tables comparing the statistics 

of two or more countries. 

-          Should the user be allowed to extract data with the same functionalities as for the 

other areas where data is comparable? 

-          Should the extraction be limited per country? Allowing extractions of tables/graphs 

with countries side by side would imply possible comparability. 

13.30 - 15.00 CET – Use of statistics for monitoring Victims’ Directive and Istanbul Convention  

http://eurogender.eige.europa.eu/web-discussions/online-discussion-eige’s-gender-statistics-database-–-section-violence
http://eurogender.eige.europa.eu/web-discussions/online-discussion-eige’s-gender-statistics-database-–-section-violence
http://beta-stat-1.eige.europa.eu/
http://beta-stat-1.eige.europa.eu/


-          Which additional entry points could be considered addressing current needs within the area of violence 

against women? (e.g. the need for Member States to monitor the implementation of the Istanbul or for reporting 

to the European Commission the implementation of the Victims’ directive could create the opportunity for a 

specific entry point in the database within the area of gender-based violence) 

-          Do you consider that EIGE’s project on developing a gender statistics database could 

promote the production of more quality statistics for the purpose of monitoring Victims’ 

Directive and Istanbul Convention? 

·         To what extent 

·         How? 

For more information please consult the enclosed document!  

  

File attachments: Background and Agenda Online Discussion_Section Violence.pdf 

 

Facilitators: European Institute for Gender Equality, Zulema, Ligia Nobrega 

1. Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 10:02 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning and welcome to the Online Discussion on EIGE’s Gender Statistics 

Database – Section on Violence! 

We are Alexandrina Satnoianu – EuroGender Administrator, Ligia Nobrega – Gender 

Expert and PM for EIGE’s Gender Statistics Database and Anna Rita Manca, 

Statistics Officer and today we will be together moderating the online discussion. We 

are very grateful for having our colleague, Zulema Altamirano, Expert on GBV and 

EIGE’s SNE from Spain, with us on her birthday. 

What we want to clarify is that we will be online until 3pm EET/4pm CET, so we 

invite you to follow and participate to the discussion and much as you can. Still, if 

you lack time during the day, please be informed that the thread remains open for you 

to post comments for the remaining of the day. If requested, we can leave the thread 

open for comments the following day as well. 

 

2. Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 10:09 EEST (+03:00) 

Good moring! Thank you very much for your participation and the time you will 

allocate to this on line discussion. We are looking forward to a fruitful discussion 

 

3. Ministry of Social Affairs | 28/05/2015, 10:10 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning! I am Marju Raju from the Estonian Ministry of Social Affairs. 



Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 10:12 EEST (+03:00) 

Welcome to our discussion Rarju! 

o Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 10:24 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning Marju and very welcome. please feel free to share with us your 

views about this project. 

 

4. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 10:13 EEST (+03:00) 

Hello! Thank you all those who are with us today and for your engagement in this 

challenging project undertaken by EIGE. We are looking for your valuable 

suggestions and input on the specific section of gender-based violence. 

 

5. Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 10:21 EEST (+03:00) 

Although the visual interface of EIGE’s Gender Statistics Database is not finished yet, 

public access to the database is temporarily granted through the following 

link: http://beta-stat-1.eige.europa.eu/ 

 

6. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 10:21 EEST (+03:00) 

I would like to challenge those who are already online to share with us your thoughts 

and ideas which we know are quite valuable in this area of producing gender-based 

violence statistics 

 

7. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 10:24 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning! 

I am Kiki Petroulaki, from the European Anti-Violence Network, from Greece. 

Comments:  

o Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 10:30 EEST (+03:00) 

Welcome Kiki, many thanks for being with us. It is very relevant for the 

Institute to have trhe views of organisations like yours. We need to make sure 

that the phenomenon of violence against women is accurately reflected in 

EIGE's database on gender statistics 

 

http://beta-stat-1.eige.europa.eu/


8. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 10:27 EEST (+03:00) 

There are two principal methods of data collection on gender-based violence:  

o population surveys  -  used to measure the prevalence of gender-based 

violence, 

o administrative data  -  information and statistics gathered from organisations 

that come into contact with victims and/or perpetrators of gender-based 

violence and collect such data for their own purposes. 

Both population survey data and administrative data can be used for the 

production and dissemination of official statistics. 

Data sources considered for the database can be classified on the basis of a number of 

criteria that are relevant for the international comparability and reliability of the data: 

o By level of harmonisation:  

 Harmonised at the EU level 

 Not harmonised at the EU level 

The metadata file for violence against women (VaW) datasets considers the following 

positions: 

o Definition of VaW 

o Objectives of VaW statistics 

o Classification systems of VaW, such as:  

 by type of harm 

 by relation of the perpetrator to the victim 

 by severity of violence 

o Classification of VaW data by source (administrative versus survey data) 

o Limitations of VaW data, with particular emphasis on reporting and 

perception biases 

o Classification of the current dataset by data source and by type of violence 

measured 

 

9. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 10:37 EEST (+03:00) 

You will find statistics information related to gender based violence under thematic 

areas, the entry point of Beijing indicators which presents indicators on violence 

against women and the entry point of the Gender Equality Index, following a similar 

approach as the Beijing area. 

We invite you to have a look at the tree structure within the section on violence - 

http://beta-stat-1.eige.europa.eu/ 

 

10. Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 10:39 EEST (+03:00) 

http://beta-stat-1.eige.europa.eu/


Looking at the database structure, do you consider that the organizing principles taken 

for displaying statistics information reflect a comprehensive approach towards the 

need for statistics evidence in the area of violence against women (VaW)? 

 

11. Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 10:50 EEST (+03:00) 

In other words, is the database structure reflecting well the concept behind Violence 

Against Women? 

 

12. Raluca Popa | 28/05/2015, 10:51 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning. I am Raluca Popa from the Gender Equality Unit of the Council of 

Europe. 

Thank you, Alexandra, for clarifying that the thread will be available all day and I 

think that indeed it may be useful to have it open tomorrow also. I know colleagues 

from the Violence against Women Unit at CoE wanted to comment also, but were not 

sure if they would make it today. 

Can you also clarify please how you will proceed with the agenda? Can we comment 

on a certain item througout the day and/ or tomorrow also? 

Many thanks. 

Comments:  

o Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 11:01 EEST (+03:00) 

Buna Raluca :) Indeed, we will keep the page for comments open for the 

remaining of the day and - if you say it is needed - tomorrow as well! Thank 

you for being online with us!  

o Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 11:03 EEST (+03:00) 

Just to clarify how we proceed: we are tackle one question at a time. Now, we 

are inviting you to brainstorm and think of answers on this question posed by 

Anna: " Looking at the database structure, do you consider that the organizing 

principles taken for displaying statistics information reflect a comprehensive 

approach towards the need for statistics evidence in the area of violence 

against women (VaW)?" Have a look at the database here - http://beta-stat-

1.eige.europa.eu/  

 

13. Mattias Friström | 28/05/2015, 10:54 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning 



My name is Mattias Friström, from the National centre for knowledge on mens 

violence against women at Uppsala university.    

Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 10:56 EEST (+03:00) 

Welcome Mattias! We are looking forward your reactions on the first question 

we posted! 

 

14. Janine Levine | 28/05/2015, 10:59 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning, all. 

I am Janine Levine, a trainee in EIGE working in the area of Violence against 

Women. 

Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 11:02 EEST (+03:00) 

Welcome to our valuable trainee Janine! 

 

15. Ministry of Social Affairs | 28/05/2015, 11:03 EEST (+03:00) 

Maybe the database should cover only the data that is harmonized at the EU level? 

 

16. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 11:03 EEST (+03:00) 

Ligia Nobrega wrote: 

There are two principal methods of data collection on gender-based violence:  

o population surveys  -  used to measure the prevalence of gender-based 

violence, 

o administrative data  -  information and statistics gathered from organisations 

that come into contact with victims and/or perpetrators of gender-based 

violence and collect such data for their own purposes. 

Both population survey data and administrative data can be used for the 

production and dissemination of official statistics. 

Data sources considered for the database can be classified on the basis of a number of 

criteria that are relevant for the international comparability and reliability of the data: 

o By level of harmonisation:  



 Harmonised at the EU level 

 Not harmonised at the EU level 

The metadata file for violence against women (VaW) datasets considers the following 

positions: 

o Definition of VaW 

o Objectives of VaW statistics 

o Classification systems of VaW, such as:  

 by type of harm 

 by relation of the perpetrator to the victim 

 by severity of violence 

o Classification of VaW data by source (administrative versus survey data) 

o Limitations of VaW data, with particular emphasis on reporting and 

perception biases 

o Classification of the current dataset by data source and by type of violence 

measured 

Administrative data in some countries are either not collected or they are collected 

but they have severe flaws; 

I will give you just an example from Greece; we use to ask the data for domestic 

violence from Police every year because they do not publicize them; the last year that 

it is available (if I remember correct 2013) the data Police recorded in regards to cases 

of domestic violence reported had an extremely high number of missing values in 

regards to the gender of the victim (and, as we are sure that the vast majority of 

missing values are women, this distort the female/male ratio); 

Femicides: Until now they used to provide us the data in text(!!!) for every femicide 

they wrote what was the victim-perpetrator’s relationship and we could assume the 

gender of the perpetrator; since last year they decided to provide data in tables; but in 

the new format, in regards to this variable, they present the relationship of the 

perpetrator to the victim aggregated for male and female victims and in the most 

crucial cases (intimate partners/spouses etc) they use labels that does not reveal the 

gender of the perpetrator… 

What I mean with these examples is that we need to find ways to harmonize the 

information recorded in the administrative data and the way this information are 

recorded (at least for some of them). I don’t have great expectations that some 

systems (like Police or Justice system) would comply with any suggestions or 

provided data coding system (except if they are obliged to do so) but, at least for 

Greece, this is a very serious issue that needs to be resolved. 

In regards to the population surveys, for our country the FRA survey was very-very 

welcomed and very useful for us because it has a solid methodology and it was the 

first survey that provided data on VAW and IPV that makes sense for Greece. We 

think that the best solution would be if there is the possibility to repeat this same 

survey in all MS every 5 years (or other time intervals) in order to start obtain trends. 

   



Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 11:33 EEST (+03:00) 

Thank you for making this important point! In this regard EIGE has developed 

and published a study on “Mapping the current status and potential of 

administrative sources of data on gender-based violence in the EU” This tool 

provides information on the current status of the main administrative data 

sources and statistical products containing data on GBV at EU-level (data 

collected in 2013). The aim of the ’online mapping tool’ is to contribute to the 

efforts at EU-level for the collection of comparable data on different types of 

violence against women across the EU-28. The information will help to 

ascertain the real extent of the phenomenon of gender-based violence in the 

European Union and support the Member States in identifying appropriate 

solutions to the problem. It is available on EIGE’s website 

http://eige.europa.eu/gender-based-violence/administrative-data-sources  

 

17. Mattias Friström | 28/05/2015, 11:04 EEST (+03:00) 

I think the structure of the database is accurate in the portraying of different aspects of 

violence against women. 

Is the database supposed to have specific statistics for each country?      

Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 11:19 EEST (+03:00) 

Yes! when national data are available they will be published to show their 

statistical capacity... actually this is the topic of the next session :) 

 

18. Cristina Martelli | 28/05/2015, 11:08 EEST (+03:00) 

Dear Ligia, it's a pleasure to be in touch with you again- 

For the other collegues on line: I am Cristina Martelli, Department of Statistics, 

univerisity of Florence. 

My focus is on statistical information systems. 

I would like to say something about the improvement in data collection 

the interface is very clear and I am sure that institution, which are in charge of 

administrative services, will have a clear vision of their data reuse. 

Informational gaps are also clear. 



I wonder if it would be possible to get metadata informations with a mouse over 

approach: when the user moves around in the data base, the definition appares when 

the mouse is over the concepts. 

this will improve the sensibility to a correct use of conceptaulizations in less skilled 

stakeholders. This type of users are less interested in metadata and , typically, don't 

devote many efforts in searching for a specialized section. 

Comments:  

o Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 11:20 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning Cristina and very welcome to our discussion today. Many 

thanks for this reflection and suggestions. We will consider this idea on how to 

promote more and better use of statistics metadata in the datase. 

 

19. Cristina Martelli | 28/05/2015, 11:12 EEST (+03:00) 

I do apoligize if I haven't respected the order of your points, but I have my lesson in 

fifteen minutes : I will try to keep my pc on as more as possible. see you later! 

Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 11:15 EEST (+03:00) 

Welcome Cristina and thank you for your valuable comments on it.  

o Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 11:37 EEST (+03:00) 

Many thanks Cristina, we will be waiting for your further contribution. The 

thread will be open till tomorrow. 

 

20. Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 11:12 EEST (+03:00) 

Indeed Kiki this might be an option, but we have to consider that in this way on one 

hand we will not show the national effort to collect data in gender based violence 

while on the other hand we are ensuring to publish only harmonised data.  

We think the statisical database will serve also as a tool to understand the statistical 

capacity of each Member State in the perspective of learning from each other towards 

the situation of having one day hopefully soon an European survey on gender based 

violence 

 

21. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 11:16 EEST (+03:00) 

Good day! 

I am so happy to be here with you  today! 



andrei ionescu, romania 

 

22. Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 11:18 EEST (+03:00) 

One kind request to you all! 

Please refresh the page to have the most recent posted comment appearing. 

 

23. Pilar Lopez Diez | 28/05/2015, 11:18 EEST (+03:00) 

Good moring from Madrid; I am Pilar Lopez Diez.  

Comments:  

o Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 11:26 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning Pilar. You are very welcome to our discussion today. For sure 

Spain can share a lot of good practices in this area. Feel free to share your 

views with us. 

 

24. Janine Levine | 28/05/2015, 11:23 EEST (+03:00) 

In response to Anna's first question, I think the structure of the database reflects very 

well the concept behind violence against women. The roots of VaW have to do with 

gender roles in the family and in society, and with women's access (or lack of access) 

to public spheres, so I think looking first and foremost at the thematic areas, including 

access to education, employment, financial resources, etc. is very good because it 

refletcs these underlying mechanisms. I think that is very important to stress in terms 

of changing the way we understand violence against women. 

For me, it would also be nice to have some statistics on specialised servcies for 

women - what exists, how they are being used, etc. - as well as looking at policy, so 

that we can have a holistic understanding of the societal response to violence against 

women. Perhaps this is going to be covered in the Beijing indicator of vicim support. 

 

25. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 11:24 EEST (+03:00) 

I am from Bucharest and say hello to all participants! 

Comments:  

o Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 11:32 EEST (+03:00) 

Buna Andrei :) Please have a look at the tree structure - http://beta-stat-



1.eige.europa.eu/. Then, please answer our current question: Would you 

consider that the organizing principles taken for displaying statistics 

information reflect a comprehensive approach towards the need for statistics 

evidence in the area of violence against women (VaW)? Does the database - in 

your opinion - reflect well the concept of VaW? 

 

26. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 11:34 EEST (+03:00) 

Many thanks for your comment Janine and the suggestion on data related to victim's 

support structures. 

You are right, this has been taken into account in the database and data has been 

collected in 2012 by EIGE within its technical support to the EU on the follow-up of 

the  Beijing Platform for Action. 

http://eige.europa.eu/content/document/violence-against-women-victim-sup... 

 

27. Ministry of Social Affairs | 28/05/2015, 11:39 EEST (+03:00) 

Maybe it should say "Violence against women" in the navigation tree, not just 

"Violence"? 

Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 11:41 EEST (+03:00) 

Thank you! Good point 

 

28. Anne Wiegmann | 28/05/2015, 11:41 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning! 

I am Anne Wiegmann and I am a trainee at EIGE, working in the area of gender-

based violence. 

To answer Anna's question, I think it is useful that the database type of violence and 

by relationship to perpetrator etc. 

Regarding the part about attitudes, norms and perceptions, I am wondering what kind 

of data will be added there. Will it be population surveys, like the Eurobarometer?  

Comments:  

o Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 11:48 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning Anne. Very welcome to the discussion. You are right, the data 

http://eige.europa.eu/content/document/violence-against-women-victim-support-report


we are considering currently for attitudes, norms, perceptions comes from 

Eurobarometer. Although other sources might be added according to data 

availability. The maintenance and updating of the database is a continuous 

process.  

 

29. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 11:42 EEST (+03:00) 

The database structure seems fine as it seems to be detailed enough in order to 

provide a clear picture when the data are existent, as well as a clear picture of the gaps 

in data collection; the only comments that I have at this stage are the following 

1. GBV tree: In Primary prevention/education if by education you mean of 

professionals then I think that awareness raising/sensitisation/education of 

children/adolescents need to be added; if you also include this under education 

then it is ok;    

2. there are some sub-categories that are two general (e.g. in GBV/By type of 

violent act/physical violence/ the subcategories are only Femicide + other 

physical GBV) which seems to be too restrictive; also some sub-categories 

needs further sub-categories (e.g. under Victim Support or Programs of 

perpetrators) 

3. Is there a specific reason that you have placed the protection orders under the 

Category intervention? I think that it belongs under Prosecution and 

conviction of perpetrators as it is a legal act 

4. some terms seems to be vague (e.g. attitudes, norms perceptions) but I assume 

that they will be further defined in the future 

 

30. Mattias Friström | 28/05/2015, 11:44 EEST (+03:00) 

Janine Levine wrote: 

In response to Anna's first question, I think the structure of the database reflects very 

well the concept behind violence against women. The roots of VaW have to do with 

gender roles in the family and in society, and with women's access (or lack of access) 

to public spheres, so I think looking first and foremost at the thematic areas, including 

access to education, employment, financial resources, etc. is very good because it 

refletcs these underlying mechanisms. I think that is very important to stress in terms 

of changing the way we understand violence against women. 

For me, it would also be nice to have some statistics on specialised servcies for 

women - what exists, how they are being used, etc. - as well as looking at policy, so 

that we can have a holistic understanding of the societal response to violence against 

women. Perhaps this is going to be covered in the Beijing indicator of vicim support. 

I agree with Janine in that it is important to see men's violence against women as an 

effect of the inequality between women and men. Each country in the EU have a 



different approach towards violence against women that often correlate with a general 

understanding of the inequality between women and men. 

If at all possible the database on violence should correlate with the other themes of the 

database in order to widen the understanding of violence against women.         

  

Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 11:59 EEST (+03:00) 

This point is very interesting but also quite difficult to show within the context 

of a database unless it is shown under a dedicated session to each individual 

MS. This immediately raise the issue of comparabilities between countries 

knowing they are using different methodologies and too often different 

definitions.  

 

31. Jenna Randall Hill | 28/05/2015, 11:45 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning all, I am Jenna, a trainee at EIGE. I have taken a look at the tree 

structure and would like to pose a question regarding the first topic. I would like to 

know about the possibilities of the evolution of the database as the field of 

GBV  evolves. For example, assuming data were available on cyber violence, would 

the inclusion of the data be possible in the current structure?  

 

32. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 11:49 EEST (+03:00) 

This database is useful to all EU countries 

 

33. Dimitris Tsoutsias | 28/05/2015, 11:50 EEST (+03:00) 

Cristina Martelli wrote: 

I wonder if it would be possible to get metadata informations with a mouse over 

approach: when the user moves around in the data base, the definition appares when 

the mouse is over the concepts. 

this will improve the sensibility to a correct use of conceptaulizations in less skilled 

stakeholders. This type of users are less interested in metadata and , typically, don't 

devote many efforts in searching for a specialized section. 

Hello, I am Dimitris, the Online Communications Officer at EIGE.  I like Cristina's 

comment about the use of showing information when the users of the database place 



their mouse over concepts.Since we use a very extended metadata set, we will have to 

pick 1-2 fields that will be the most usefull for the users to see directly.  

The question here, is which metadata are the most important to show?  

Also, since harmonisation and comparability are very important issues when 

presenting statistics on VaW, maybe some icons that appear next to the title of the 

indicator could show if an indicator is harmonised and/or comparable with the rest of 

the datasets. Would that be useful?  

 

34. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 11:51 EEST (+03:00) 

this data base are useful to all EU countries 

 

35. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 11:55 EEST (+03:00) 

Mattias Friström wrote: 

Janine Levine wrote: 

In response to Anna's first question, I think the structure of the 

database reflects very well the concept behind violence against women. 

The roots of VaW have to do with gender roles in the family and in 

society, and with women's access (or lack of access) to public spheres, 

so I think looking first and foremost at the thematic areas, including 

access to education, employment, financial resources, etc. is very good 

because it refletcs these underlying mechanisms. I think that is very 

important to stress in terms of changing the way we understand 

violence against women. 

For me, it would also be nice to have some statistics on specialised 

servcies for women - what exists, how they are being used, etc. - as 

well as looking at policy, so that we can have a holistic understanding 

of the societal response to violence against women. Perhaps this is 

going to be covered in the Beijing indicator of vicim support. 

I agree with Janine in that it is important to see men's violence against women as an 

effect of the inequality between women and men. Each country in the EU have a 

different approach towards violence against women that often correlate with a general 

understanding of the inequality between women and men. 

If at all possible the database on violence should correlate with the other themes of the 

database in order to widen the understanding of violence against women.         

  



I also agree with the opinion of Janine and Mattias;  and we think that the Gender 

Equality Index and its sub-indexes play such a role, namely stressing the strong 

connection gender inequality has with VAWG; this connection would be even more 

clear if EIGE manages at some point of time to obtain data from MSs in order to fill 

the domain violence against women in order for it to became a core domain instead of 

a satellite... Wishful thinking???!!!! 

 

36. Raluca Popa | 28/05/2015, 11:56 EEST (+03:00) 

Dear Ligia, Anna, and colleagues at EIGE, 

I think the database structure is quite detailed, but I do have a few preliminary 

questions: 

1) What is the purpose of having places for statistics information:  

a) under thematic areas, the entry point of Beijing indicators 

b) under the Gender Equality Index  

Would the domain of violence under the Gender Equality Index not be sufficient? 

2) The domain of violence under the Gender Equality Index is structured in two main 

parts: Direct Violence and Indirect Violence. I am concerned that this 

conceptualization introduces a rather new way of looking at violence. 

In Europe we have the Council of Europe Convention on preventing and combating 

violence against women (Istanbul Convention), which entered into force on 1 August 

2014 and it has already been ratified by 18 members states, most of whom are from 

the European Union. I believe it would be best to follow the definitions of violence 

against women, as well as its specific forms, as they are given in the Istanbul 

Convention, the only legally binding instrument on violence against women that we 

have. 

 

37. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 11:57 EEST (+03:00) 

I believe that this database is very important to know the spread of this phenomenon 

antisocial and useful to reduce it 

 

38. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 12:00 EEST (+03:00) 

Dear Raluca 

Your intervention is very interested 



 

39. Sami Nevala - EU Agency for Fundamental Rights | 28/05/2015, 12:00 EEST 

(+03:00) 

European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) wrote: 

In regards to the population surveys, for our country the FRA survey was very-very 

welcomed and very useful for us because it has a solid methodology and it was the 

first survey that provided data on VAW and IPV that makes sense for Greece. We 

think that the best solution would be if there is the possibility to repeat this same 

survey in all MS every 5 years (or other time intervals) in order to start obtain trends. 

   

Hello, I am Sami Nevala from the EU Agency for Fundamental Rights. I am very glad 

to hear that you have found the FRA survey useful! 

 

40. Sami Nevala - EU Agency for Fundamental Rights | 28/05/2015, 12:04 EEST 

(+03:00) 

Hello from Vienna! 

When collecting and presenting data on gender-based violence in the database, would 

you also include data on violence based on gender expression? Some EU Member 

States do collect this data in the context of police statistics on hate crime incidents. 

 

41. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 12:04 EEST (+03:00) 

Dimitris Tsoutsias wrote: 

Cristina Martelli wrote: 

I wonder if it would be possible to get metadata informations with a 

mouse over approach: when the user moves around in the data base, 

the definition appares when the mouse is over the concepts. 

this will improve the sensibility to a correct use of conceptaulizations 

in less skilled stakeholders. This type of users are less interested in 

metadata and , typically, don't devote many efforts in searching for a 

specialized section. 

Hello, I am Dimitris, the Online Communications Officer at EIGE.  I like Cristina's 

comment about the use of showing information when the users of the database place 

their mouse over concepts.Since we use a very extended metadata set, we will have to 

pick 1-2 fields that will be the most usefull for the users to see directly.  



The question here, is which metadata are the most important to show?  

Also, since harmonisation and comparability are very important issues when 

presenting statistics on VaW, maybe some icons that appear next to the title of the 

indicator could show if an indicator is harmonised and/or comparable with the rest of 

the datasets. Would that be useful?  

Dimitris, it would be indeed more than useful what you propose "to have some icons 

that appear next to the title of the indicator could show if an indicator is harmonised 

and/or comparable with the rest of the datasets". 

I also would find very useful an indication showing with the first glance which 

indicators have data available and which are "empty"; I don't know if this is 

technically easy but it would have been very convenient for us. 

Comments:  

o Dimitris Tsoutsias | 28/05/2015, 12:12 EEST (+03:00) 

Indeed, the separation between empty and non-empty indicators can also be 

shown graphically and immediately to the users. We will work on it on the 

final interface of the database :) 

 

42. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 12:05 EEST (+03:00) 

from my point of view, this database reflects very well the concept of violence against 

women ( VAW ) 

 

43. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 12:06 EEST (+03:00) 

European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) wrote: 

The database structure seems fine as it seems to be detailed enough in order to 

provide a clear picture when the data are existent, as well as a clear picture of the gaps 

in data collection; the only comments that I have at this stage are the following 

0. GBV tree: In Primary prevention/education if by education you mean of 

professionals then I think that awareness raising/sensitisation/education of 

children/adolescents need to be added; if you also include this under education 

then it is ok;    

1. there are some sub-categories that are two general (e.g. in GBV/By type of 

violent act/physical violence/ the subcategories are only Femicide + other 

physical GBV) which seems to be too restrictive; also some sub-categories 

needs further sub-categories (e.g. under Victim Support or Programs of 

perpetrators) 



2. Is there a specific reason that you have placed the protection orders under the 

Category intervention? I think that it belongs under Prosecution and 

conviction of perpetrators as it is a legal act 

3. some terms seems to be vague (e.g. attitudes, norms perceptions) but I assume 

that they will be further defined in the future 

Many thanks for your comments and suggestions Kiki. 

Some headings in the database are left too general on purpose aiming for further 

break-downs/specification according to data availability. 

This might be the case of Primary prevention measures which certainly differ 

according to the specific policy implemented at the national level. 

It is also the case of categories such as femicide as the way it is collected/registered 

within Member states varies quite widely. 

The same applies to norms, attitudes and perceptions. 

The continuous proces of maintaining and updating the database considers the 

possibility to open further subcategories. 

EIGE's approach so far towards the Protection order has been as the implementation 

of a measure to protect survivors of gender-based violence. Neverthless, your 

comment is relevant and will certainly open further discussions. 

 

44. Amalia Gómez | 28/05/2015, 12:06 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning! 

I am Amalia Gómez Casillas and I'm conducting research on gender-based violence 

indicators in the framework of my Phd programme in Demography in Universitat 

Autònoma de Barcelona. It is nice to meet you online and congratulations on the 

creation of this database, it will be very useful and thank you very much for ask for 

database users’ opinions. 

I think that the general structure of the database is very good, it is intuitive 

It would be good to include: 

- intensity of violence apart from prevalence 

- prevalence in the last year and lifelong period 

- details about the type of violence (e.g slapped, shoved, etc.) 

- fear of suffering violence 



- experience of violence in childhood 

If it is possible it would be good to include: 

- a head on administrative data where report to the police and further information is 

included 

- a head on legislation 

- a head on plan of action and further policies 

- the sources of the data and detailed explanation of metadata (world bank database 

are an excellent example of how to present the data 

http://databank.worldbank.org/data/databases.aspx) 

- tables where is possible to associate GBV with background data (religion, household 

income, etc.) 

It would also be good to download data in different formats (cvs, xls, etc.) and to get 

microdata when is possible. 

Comments:  

o Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 12:18 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning Amalia and very welcome to our discussion. We are happy to 

have your views here. In order to make my answer to your suggestions more 

visible, I am doing it in a quoted form. 

 

45. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 12:10 EEST (+03:00) 

Perhaps there is more work to this database and not all indicators reflect the true 

situation on the ground 

Comments:  

o Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 12:14 EEST (+03:00) 

Many thanks for your comment Andrei. Would it be possible to detail it better. 

Are there any specific aspects the database should dig more into?  

o Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 12:19 EEST (+03:00) 

Andrei, do you have some proposals? We want to take into account all 

suggestions. Therefore, would be really helpful if you could give us some 

examples! 

 

46. Mattias Friström | 28/05/2015, 12:12 EEST (+03:00) 

http://databank.worldbank.org/data/databases.aspx


Regarding the tree structure I would also like to add that Measures to counter GBV 

and the sub theme Primary prevention only has Campaigns and Education as methods 

to counter GBV. 

For a long time, at least in Sweden, the methods of eliminating GBV has been in the 

form of different campaigns from the government and from different NGOs. The 

challenge is to have the government and the municipalitys working towards ending 

GBV as a part of their everyday work and not just as part different campaigns.  

Is it possible to add a category within the sub theme Primary prevention (or any other 

sub theme) that collects statistics on the structural (everyday) work towards 

eliminating GBV?  

 

47. Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 12:13 EEST (+03:00) 

European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) wrote: 

Mattias Friström wrote: 

Janine Levine wrote: 

In response to Anna's first question, I think the structure 

of the database reflects very well the concept behind 

violence against women. The roots of VaW have to do 

with gender roles in the family and in society, and with 

women's access (or lack of access) to public spheres, so 

I think looking first and foremost at the thematic areas, 

including access to education, employment, financial 

resources, etc. is very good because it refletcs these 

underlying mechanisms. I think that is very important to 

stress in terms of changing the way we understand 

violence against women. 

For me, it would also be nice to have some statistics on 

specialised servcies for women - what exists, how they 

are being used, etc. - as well as looking at policy, so that 

we can have a holistic understanding of the societal 

response to violence against women. Perhaps this is 

going to be covered in the Beijing indicator of vicim 

support. 

I agree with Janine in that it is important to see men's violence against 

women as an effect of the inequality between women and men. Each 

country in the EU have a different approach towards violence against 

women that often correlate with a general understanding of the 

inequality between women and men. 



If at all possible the database on violence should correlate with the 

other themes of the database in order to widen the understanding of 

violence against women.         

  

I also agree with the opinion of Janine and Mattias;  and we think that the Gender 

Equality Index and its sub-indexes play such a role, namely stressing the strong 

connection gender inequality has with VAWG; this connection would be even more 

clear if EIGE manages at some point of time to obtain data from MSs in order to fill 

the domain violence against women in order for it to became a core domain instead of 

a satellite... Wishful thinking???!!!! 

As you might know we are going to launch the updated edition of the Gender Equality 

Index on June 25th in Brussels. Finally this time we were able to populate the satellite 

domain of Violence Against Women by using the recent data FRA released on VAW. 

We hope to be able to update this satellite domain also in the future.  

I wanted to clarify that being a satellite domain does not mean we consider it a 

secondary or less important domain but it has been treated as satellite because of the 

different approach we had to use, namely women perspective when it comes to 

violence and gender perspective when it comes to the core domains of the Index.  

Furthermore EIGE welcome MS initiative to built their own Satellite Index on 

Violence when data are available. EIGE is providing all the techincal support on that 

when requested.  

 

48. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 12:16 EEST (+03:00) 

As  Mattias said,  in Romania the government is working with local authorities to 

prevent this type of violence and began work on a prevention program 

 

49. Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 12:27 EEST (+03:00) 

Thank you all for the active discussion and precious contributions you are providing 

us. 

We are getting near the end of the first session, despite you will be always able to 

comment on previous burning issues, I have two more questions for you: 

Would it promote the improvement of data collection in this area?  

Which other aspects could be reflected in the proposed tree structure, namely under 

the heading “thematic areas”? 

 



50. Pilar Lopez Diez | 28/05/2015, 12:34 EEST (+03:00) 

Mattias Friström wrote: 

I agree with Janine in that it is important to see men's violence against women as an 

effect of the inequality between women and men. Each country in the EU have a 

different approach towards violence against women that often correlate with a general 

understanding of the inequality between women and men.     

  

I think one of the most importants goals is to reach an agreement about what violence 

against women means to have useful tools.  Mattias is talking about men's violence 

against women; others only about "violence against women" if not "domestic 

violence". If we want contribure to solve the problem it is absolutly necessary to focus 

the terminology. In Spain generally is rejected the term "domestic violence" or 

"intimate partner violence". This is why in the Thematic Areas, in  Gender-based 

violence (I agree with this term), in "By relationchip between perpetrator and victim", 

in "Intimate parter violence" I think it would be necessary to ad: sex-gender of the 

perpetrator and sex-gender of the victim.  

 

51. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 12:39 EEST (+03:00) 

dear Anna Rita, 

thank you for moderate this section! 

collection of such data should be promoted and local, national and European level to 

demonstrate the negative impact of this phenomenon (VAW ) in our society 

Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 12:45 EEST (+03:00) 

I totally agree with you Andrei! This is one of the function of this database: to 

promote data collection by showing what it is available and what it is not. 

 

52. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 12:41 EEST (+03:00) 

Amalia Gómez wrote: 

Good morning! 

I am Amalia Gómez Casillas and I'm conducting research on gender-based violence 

indicators in the framework of my Phd programme in Demography in Universitat 

Autònoma de Barcelona. It is nice to meet you online and congratulations on the 



creation of this database, it will be very useful and thank you very much for ask for 

database users’ opinions. 

I think that the general structure of the database is very good, it is intuitive 

It would be good to include: 

- intensity of violence apart from prevalence 

- prevalence in the last year and lifelong period 

- details about the type of violence (e.g slapped, shoved, etc.) 

- fear of suffering violence 

- experience of violence in childhood 

If it is possible it would be good to include: 

- a head on administrative data where report to the police and further information is 

included 

- a head on legislation 

- a head on plan of action and further policies 

- the sources of the data and detailed explanation of metadata (world bank database 

are an excellent example of how to present the data 

http://databank.worldbank.org/data/databases.aspx) 

- tables where is possible to associate GBV with background data (religion, household 

income, etc.) 

It would also be good to download data in different formats (cvs, xls, etc.) and to get 

microdata when is possible. 

Welcome Amalia. 

Many, many thanks for this valuable input. 

Although all data sets are still not visible in the browsing tree you are accessing, 

indicators considered for the database include indeed the classification of severity and 

frequency as well as the lifecycle aspect. This folows indicators internationallty 

adopted such as the interim set developed by the United Nations 

(http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/vaw/v-issues-focus.htm). 

Details about the type of violence will be included. This is particularly the case of the 

data considered from the first EU wide survey on violence against women 

implemented by the Fundamental Rights Agency. 

http://databank.worldbank.org/data/databases.aspx
http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/vaw/v-issues-focus.htm


Many thanks for this suggestion of the World Bank metadata reference. EIGE as an 

agency of the European Union needs to operate primarily within the EU framework, 

therefore, the benchmark for metadata reference used is Eurostat. 

The issue of intersectionality (religion, ethnicity,...) as wisely raised by you will also 

be reflected as long as data will be available. 

The current development of the datbase interface provides the possibility for 

downloading data in several formats SPSS, CVS, xls, etc. 

What regards microdata, this will be available as long as it is an open source which is 

not the case of all datasets. 

 

53. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 12:44 EEST (+03:00) 

how Pilar said, 

not just violence against women means men violence against women, all kind of 

domestic or work and sex violence is against women 

 

54. Raluca Popa | 28/05/2015, 12:46 EEST (+03:00) 

Raluca Popa wrote: 

Dear Ligia, Anna, and colleagues at EIGE, 

I think the database structure is quite detailed, but I do have a few preliminary 

questions: 

1) What is the purpose of having places for statistics information:  

a) under thematic areas, the entry point of Beijing indicators 

b) under the Gender Equality Index  

Would the domain of violence under the Gender Equality Index not be sufficient? 

2) The domain of violence under the Gender Equality Index is structured in two main 

parts: Direct Violence and Indirect Violence. I am concerned that this 

conceptualization introduces a rather new way of looking at violence. 

In Europe we have the Council of Europe Convention on preventing and combating 

violence against women (Istanbul Convention), which entered into force on 1 August 

2014 and it has already been ratified by 18 members states, most of whom are from 

the European Union. I believe it would be best to follow the definitions of violence 

against women, as well as its specific forms, as they are given in the Istanbul 



Convention, the only legally binding instrument on violence against women that we 

have. 

Dear colleagues, 

With reference to my comment below, I would also like to understand what is the 

relation between the GBV tree under thematic areas (the main one), the Beijing 

indicators and the sattelite domain of violence in the Gender Equality Index. I am 

sorry, if I am the only one for whom this is not clear. Many thanks. 

 

55. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 12:47 EEST (+03:00) 

Anna Rita Manca wrote: 

Thank you all for the active discussion and precious contributions you are providing 

us. 

We are getting near the end of the first session, despite you will be always able to 

comment on previous burning issues, I have two more questions for you: 

Would it promote the improvement of data collection in this area?  

Which other aspects could be reflected in the proposed tree structure, namely under 

the heading “thematic areas”? 

By itself I don't think that it would promote data collection or data sharing; because 

countries that do not collect data or do not disseminate them they will not start to do it 

if they are not oblidged to do so; 

To give you just one example: In EIGE's database “Mapping the current status and 

potential of administrative sources of data on gender-based violence in the EU” you 

have recorded for Greece 8 administrative data sources and 4 statistical products. 

BUT NOBODY can find neither the data nor the "products" and the links provided 

lead to the main page of an organization (e.g. Hellenic Statistical Authority or Greek 

Police) where no data can be found; sometimes they are not provided even upon 

request... 

On the other hand, for countries with a culture of collecting data and evaluating 

efforts could be useful... but colleagues from such type of countries can evaluate this 

better than me... 

 

56. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 12:47 EEST (+03:00) 

One challenge we would like to discuss with you today refers to the difficulties we 

encounter in harmonising concepts, definitions and methodologies. This hampers 

comparability of statistics within EU Member States. 



As only harmonised data can be compared internationally, harmonised sources are 

given precedence over non-harmonised sources in the database. 

However, most of the challenges to be addressed within the section on violence are 

caused by limited collection of data. This hampers users of gender-based violence 

statistics from obtaining a comprehensive picture of the phenomenon of gender-based 

violence at the EU level. Having this in mind, statistics data and metadata generated at 

the national level will be stored and displayed in EIGE’s Gender Statistics Database 

even if non-harmonised and with limited comparability within Member states. 

 

57. Council of Europe Violence against Women Unit | 28/05/2015, 12:53 EEST (+03:00) 

Hello, I am Johan Friestedt, a member of the Council of Europe team setting up the 

monitoring mechanism of the Istanbul Convention (Council of Europe Convention on 

Preventing and Combating Violence against Women and Domestic Violence). Sorry 

to join late. Trying to see how this tool can help current and future EU States Parties 

to the Istanbul Convention to comply with their obligations under Article 11 of the 

Convention (data collection). There is clearly a great potential. But just a few 

remarks: 

- it appears that not all forms of violence are taken into account (e.g. forced marriage, 

forced sterilisation and forced abortion). Am I correct? 

Unlike here, sexual harassment is defined in the Istanbul Convention in a provision 

which is separate from that on sexual violence (including rape). 

There is no reference to inter-partner violence in the Istanbul Convention, unlike in 

the current tree. On the other hand, there is a clear definition of domestic violence. 

There are also entries which go beyond the scope of the Istanbul Convention, such as 

trafficking in human beings (which is the subject of a separate Council of Europe 

Convention). 

 

58. Mattias Friström | 28/05/2015, 12:53 EEST (+03:00) 

Pilar Lopez Diez wrote: 

Mattias Friström wrote: 

I agree with Janine in that it is important to see men's violence against 

women as an effect of the inequality between women and men. Each 

country in the EU have a different approach towards violence against 

women that often correlate with a general understanding of the 

inequality between women and men.     

  



I think one of the most importants goals is to reach an agreement about what violence 

against women means to have useful tools.  Mattias is talking about men's violence 

against women; others only about "violence against women" if not "domestic 

violence". If we want contribure to solve the problem it is absolutly necessary to focus 

the terminology. In Spain generally is rejected the term "domestic violence" or 

"intimate partner violence". This is why in the Thematic Areas, in  Gender-based 

violence (I agree with this term), in "By relationchip between perpetrator and victim", 

in "Intimate parter violence" I think it would be necessary to ad: sex-gender of the 

perpetrator and sex-gender of the victim.  

I agree with Pilar that the terminology is key to obtain reliable data on men's violence 

against women. The challenge however lies in which definition to use. In Sweden 

different agencys and authorities uses different definition, for example the law 

enforcement uses similar definitions as violence in intimate partner relationships and 

others use the definition violence against women. If the definition is not clear within 

countries i believe there is an even wider gap of definitions between countries. 

I also agree that the sex of the perpetrator and of the victim should be included in the 

database.         

 

59. Elena Sirvent García del Valle | 28/05/2015, 12:55 EEST (+03:00) 

Good morning! 

I am Elena Sirvent. From the Government Office against Gender based Violence. 

Sorry for joining late. 

The tree structure seems to be quite good. Just, it would be necesary to try to reach an 

agreement with the terminology. 

For example, we prefer to say "Violence agaisnt Women" instead of "Gender based 

Violence", though the classification inside of it, is fine for us (intimate partner 

violence,...) 

 

60. Amalia Gómez | 28/05/2015, 12:57 EEST (+03:00) 

Ligia Nobrega wrote: 

Amalia Gómez wrote: 

Good morning! 

I am Amalia Gómez Casillas and I'm conducting research on gender-

based violence indicators in the framework of my Phd programme in 

Demography in Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona. It is nice to meet 

you online and congratulations on the creation of this database, it will 



be very useful and thank you very much for ask for database users’ 

opinions. 

I think that the general structure of the database is very good, it is 

intuitive 

It would be good to include: 

- intensity of violence apart from prevalence 

- prevalence in the last year and lifelong period 

- details about the type of violence (e.g slapped, shoved, etc.) 

- fear of suffering violence 

- experience of violence in childhood 

If it is possible it would be good to include: 

- a head on administrative data where report to the police and further 

information is included 

- a head on legislation 

- a head on plan of action and further policies 

- the sources of the data and detailed explanation of metadata (world 

bank database are an excellent example of how to present the data 

http://databank.worldbank.org/data/databases.aspx) 

- tables where is possible to associate GBV with background data 

(religion, household income, etc.) 

It would also be good to download data in different formats (cvs, xls, 

etc.) and to get microdata when is possible. 

Welcome Amalia. 

Many, many thanks for this valuable input. 

Although all data sets are still not visible in the browsing tree you are accessing, 

indicators considered for the database include indeed the classification of severity and 

frequency as well as the lifecycle aspect. This folows indicators internationallty 

adopted such as the interim set developed by the United Nations 

(http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/vaw/v-issues-focus.htm). 

Details about the type of violence will be included. This is particularly the case of the 

data considered from the first EU wide survey on violence against women 

implemented by the Fundamental Rights Agency. 

http://databank.worldbank.org/data/databases.aspx
http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/vaw/v-issues-focus.htm


Many thanks for this suggestion of the World Bank metadata reference. EIGE as an 

agency of the European Union needs to operate primarily within the EU framework, 

therefore, the benchmark for metadata reference used is Eurostat. 

The issue of intersectionality (religion, ethnicity,...) as wisely raised by you will also 

be reflected as long as data will be available. 

The current development of the datbase interface provides the possibility for 

downloading data in several formats SPSS, CVS, xls, etc. 

What regards microdata, this will be available as long as it is an open source which is 

not the case of all datasets. 

Many thanks for your comments, Ligia 

 

61. Raluca Popa | 28/05/2015, 12:58 EEST (+03:00) 

Anna Rita Manca wrote: 

Thank you all for the active discussion and precious contributions you are providing 

us. 

We are getting near the end of the first session, despite you will be always able to 

comment on previous burning issues, I have two more questions for you: 

Would it promote the improvement of data collection in this area?  

Which other aspects could be reflected in the proposed tree structure, namely under 

the heading “thematic areas”? 

In the tree structure, it should be clear that under "Measures to counter GBV", 

administrative data should be collected on all forms of gender-based violence, 

including sexual violence and rape, stalking, female genital mutilation, in addition to 

domestic violence/ intimate partner violence. 

Under 'Victim support', data should be collected on support services, including 

availability of shelters, rape crisis centers or sexual violence referral centers, 

telephone helplines. Also, support during judicial procedures would need to be 

included. 

Also, the term used in the Istanbul Convention is that of 'support services'. This means 

also services for women at risk. Would 'victim support' cover that? 

 

62. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 12:58 EEST (+03:00) 



dear Raluca 

it is difficult to collect all the data if  isn t  a stipulated procedure 

 

63. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 13:00 EEST (+03:00) 

Pilar Lopez Diez wrote: 

[Show quoted text] 

I agree with Pilar that the terminology is key to obtain reliable data on men's violence 

against women. The challenge however lies in which definition to use. In Sweden 

different agencys and authorities uses different definition, for example the law 

enforcement uses similar definitions as violence in intimate partner relationships and 

others use the definition violence against women. If the definition is not clear within 

countries i believe there is an even wider gap of definitions between countries. 

I also agree that the sex of the perpetrator and of the victim should be 

Mattias right 

I agree this 

 

64. Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 13:04 EEST (+03:00) 

Mattias Friström wrote: 

Pilar Lopez Diez wrote: 

Mattias Friström wrote: 

I agree with Janine in that it is important to see men's 

violence against women as an effect of the inequality 

between women and men. Each country in the EU have 

a different approach towards violence against women 

that often correlate with a general understanding of the 

inequality between women and men.     

  

I think one of the most importants goals is to reach an agreement about 

what violence against women means to have useful tools.  Mattias is 

talking about men's violence against women; others only about 

"violence against women" if not "domestic violence". If we want 

contribure to solve the problem it is absolutly necessary to focus the 

terminology. In Spain generally is rejected the term "domestic 

violence" or "intimate partner violence". This is why in the Thematic 

Areas, in  Gender-based violence (I agree with this term), in "By 

http://eurogender.eige.europa.eu/web-discussions/online-discussion-eige%E2%80%99s-gender-statistics-database-%E2%80%93-section-violence


relationchip between perpetrator and victim", in "Intimate parter 

violence" I think it would be necessary to ad: sex-gender of the 

perpetrator and sex-gender of the victim.  

I agree with Pilar that the terminology is key to obtain reliable data on men's violence 

against women. The challenge however lies in which definition to use. In Sweden 

different agencys and authorities uses different definition, for example the law 

enforcement uses similar definitions as violence in intimate partner relationships and 

others use the definition violence against women. If the definition is not clear within 

countries i believe there is an even wider gap of definitions between countries. 

I also agree that the sex of the perpetrator and of the victim should be included in the 

database.         

We agree terminology is a key step and indeed EIGE is working on a specific project 

on Methods, Concept and Terminology on Gender Based Violence in collaboration 

with other international institutions such as Eurostat and UNODC. 

As regard the issue on the sex of perpetrator and victim thes would be definately 

shown in the database. We are still working on the database and tables are not 

available yet. 

 

65. Elena Sirvent García del Valle | 28/05/2015, 13:04 EEST (+03:00) 

Given the lack of harmonized data on VAW among countries, special care must be 

taken.  

It is a good idea to use data from the Member States, always accompanied by good 

metada in order to know what they measure exactly. 

But from my point of view, data extraction should be shown only individually by 

country, and not allowing extractions with countries side by side. 

 

66. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 13:07 EEST (+03:00) 

All EU member states must cooperate to improve cooperation in this field and to 

improve this database must be unique in Europe 

 

67. Mattias Friström | 28/05/2015, 13:17 EEST (+03:00) 

Elena Sirvent García del Valle wrote: 

Given the lack of harmonized data on VAW among countries, special care must be 

taken.  



It is a good idea to use data from the Member States, always accompanied by good 

metada in order to know what they measure exactly. 

But from my point of view, data extraction should be shown only individually by 

country, and not allowing extractions with countries side by side. 

I agree with Elena that data should be collected individually within in the Member 

states and that extra care has to be taken in the comparison between countries.  

Given the lack of unified terminology both within countries and between countries it 

is important to find some kind of a common denominator ie not collecting data on 

specifically definitions like GBV or IPV but data on different aspects of violence. 

Comments:  

o Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 13:28 EEST (+03:00) 

Let's keep going with the discussion with few new questions: -Which would 

be the best way to highlight concepts, methods and definitions that vary from 

country to country? -Which functionalities should be allowed for extraction of 

data within this specific area of violence? E. g. EU maps, line charts, viewing 

graphs/charts/tables comparing the statistics of two or more countries. -Should 

the user be allowed to extract data with the same functionalities as for the 

other areas where data is comparable? -Should the extraction be limited per 

country? Allowing extractions of tables/graphs with countries side by side 

would imply possible comparability.  

 

68. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 13:29 EEST (+03:00) 

The informations must be similar in each EU country to be able to achieve 

comparison 

 

69. Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 13:33 EEST (+03:00) 

Let's keep going with the discussion with few new questions: 

-Which would be the best way to highlight concepts, methods and definitions that 

vary from country to country? 

-Which functionalities should be allowed for extraction of data within this specific 

area of violence? E. g. EU maps, line charts, viewing graphs/charts/tables comparing 

the statistics of two or more countries. 

-Should the user be allowed to extract data with the same functionalities as for the 

other areas where data is comparable? 



-Should the extraction be limited per country? Allowing extractions of tables/graphs 

with countries side by side would imply possible comparability. 

 

70. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 13:34 EEST (+03:00) 

Every country has specific problems, but similar analysis can be done at European 

level 

 

71. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 13:35 EEST (+03:00) 

Raluca Popa wrote: 

Raluca Popa wrote: 

Dear Ligia, Anna, and colleagues at EIGE, 

I think the database structure is quite detailed, but I do have a few 

preliminary questions: 

1) What is the purpose of having places for statistics information:  

a) under thematic areas, the entry point of Beijing indicators 

b) under the Gender Equality Index  

Would the domain of violence under the Gender Equality Index not be 

sufficient? 

2) The domain of violence under the Gender Equality Index is 

structured in two main parts: Direct Violence and Indirect Violence. I 

am concerned that this conceptualization introduces a rather new way 

of looking at violence. 

In Europe we have the Council of Europe Convention on preventing 

and combating violence against women (Istanbul Convention), which 

entered into force on 1 August 2014 and it has already been ratified by 

18 members states, most of whom are from the European Union. I 

believe it would be best to follow the definitions of violence against 

women, as well as its specific forms, as they are given in the Istanbul 

Convention, the only legally binding instrument on violence against 

women that we have. 

Dear colleagues, 

With reference to my comment below, I would also like to understand what is the 

relation between the GBV tree under thematic areas (the main one), the Beijing 



indicators and the sattelite domain of violence in the Gender Equality Index. I am 

sorry, if I am the only one for whom this is not clear. Many thanks. 

Many thanks for this substancial input Raluca. 

The main purpose of this database is to build a broad 

overview of statistics on gender, highlighting differences and 

inequalities between both sexes. It will support the measurement of whether, or to 

what extent, gender equality is de facto being achieved. It will also act as a reliable 

resource in formulation and monitoring of policies that are beneficial for both women 

and men and will facilitate making appropriate decisions towards the advancement of 

gender equality. 

The Institute expects this resource to be of use for journalists, policy makers, 

researchers and any other user with a particular interest and need regarding gender 

statistics information. 

The main purpose of having different places allowing the user's access to the same 

statistics information, in this case, gender-based violence statistics, is a way of 

showing the phenomenon of gender-based violence comprehensively accomodating 

different possible perspectives and approaches. Making the resource more user-

friendly. 

Under thematic areas, data is organised according to general areas of interest. 

The structure is similar to the frameworks of Eurostat 

and national statistical institutes. 

To support better informed policy-making at EU and Member State levels, EIGE 

focuses on providing support to the Presidencies of the Council of the EU on the 

follow-up process of the Beijing Platform for Action Indicators. Being violence 

against women one of the critical areas of Beijing, it needs to be reflected in the 

database. 

The Gender Equality Index, being also one of the focus areas of work of EIGE needs 

to be included in the database as an entry point reflecting the work done by the 

Institute while updating the Index. 

Many thanks also for highlighting the need to reflect the Council of Europe 

Convention. We are currently discussing the best way of providing more visibility in 

the databse for such an important international agreement and this will actually be 

object of discussion in our last session today. 

We hope you keep following us today and contribute forward  to this particular point. 

 

72. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 13:36 EEST (+03:00) 

can be made regions comparisons and then at European level 



 

73. Elena Sirvent García del Valle | 28/05/2015, 13:40 EEST (+03:00) 

I do not think that an adequate comparison between countries is possible at the 

moment. Each country collects different things and in different ways. 

That is why I was saying that even if I find great that Eige is going to use data from 

the Member states: 

1- It is necessary to have very good metadata for data from individual countries 

2- extraction should be limited per country 

This way, is possible to reflect what each Member State is doing so that others can get 

ideas and improve their own data sources. 

And at the same time, this database with data from the different countries could 

facilitate the work towards a proper harmonization. 

But at the moment there is no harmonization and I find to risky to show data of 

different countries as if they were comparable. 

 

74. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 13:46 EEST (+03:00) 

national statistical institutes of EU member states can provide for all high accuracy 

statistics on violence against women and domestic violence 

 

75. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 13:47 EEST (+03:00) 

Ligia Nobrega wrote: 

One challenge we would like to discuss with you today refers to the difficulties we 

encounter in harmonising concepts, definitions and methodologies. This hampers 

comparability of statistics within EU Member States. 

As only harmonised data can be compared internationally, harmonised sources are 

given precedence over non-harmonised sources in the database. 

However, most of the challenges to be addressed within the section on violence are 

caused by limited collection of data. This hampers users of gender-based violence 

statistics from obtaining a comprehensive picture of the phenomenon of gender-based 

violence at the EU level. Having this in mind, statistics data and metadata generated at 

the national level will be stored and displayed in EIGE’s Gender Statistics Database 

even if non-harmonised and with limited comparability within Member states. 

In our opinion, the definitions and the names that are included in legal binding 

documents (especially in those mandating data collection like it is the CoE Istanbul 

Convention) is the best way to harmonize the definitions of the constructs that are to 



be measured. Whenever there is a differentiation from the accepted definitions this 

must be described clearly in the metadata.  

In regards to the extraction formats, all formats have their own usefulness but what I 

would found more useful is to have the possibility to extract data per country and, if 

possible, not an excel per variable; I mean to be able to select a domain and extract all 

data for one country in one database; or, even to be able to select which variables you 

would like to extract.  

Even though I would like to have all options available, since the incomparability 

among countries is great (not only for administrative data but also for the survey data 

that has been gathered with identical methodology due to differences in disclosing 

abuse that was evident among countries in the FRA survey), I suggest NOT to provide 

the option of countries comparison to an open database; 

Maybe it could only be provided the possibility to compare each country’s data with 

the EU-total. 

Comments:  

o Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 13:50 EEST (+03:00) 

Thank you so much for this comments! It leads very well to our next session. 

During 13.30 - 15.00 CET – we will be discussing the use of statistics for 

monitoring Victims’ Directive and Istanbul Convention. 

 

76. Raluca Popa | 28/05/2015, 13:51 EEST (+03:00) 

Council of Europe Violence against Women Unit wrote: 

Hello, I am Johan Friestedt, a member of the Council of Europe team setting up the 

monitoring mechanism of the Istanbul Convention (Council of Europe Convention on 

Preventing and Combating Violence against Women and Domestic Violence). Sorry 

to join late. Trying to see how this tool can help current and future EU States Parties 

to the Istanbul Convention to comply with their obligations under Article 11 of the 

Convention (data collection). There is clearly a great potential. But just a few 

remarks: 

- it appears that not all forms of violence are taken into account (e.g. forced marriage, 

forced sterilisation and forced abortion). Am I correct? 

Unlike here, sexual harassment is defined in the Istanbul Convention in a provision 

which is separate from that on sexual violence (including rape). 

There is no reference to inter-partner violence in the Istanbul Convention, unlike in 

the current tree. On the other hand, there is a clear definition of domestic violence. 

There are also entries which go beyond the scope of the Istanbul Convention, such as 

trafficking in human beings (which is the subject of a separate Council of Europe 

Convention). 



I wanted to support my colleague Johan's comments. For the Council of Europe, the 

issue of harmonizing terminology and definitions with those of the Istanbul 

Convention are very important. And this is probably very important for member states 

of the European Union who are parties to the Istanbul Convention. Are you planning 

to look into this as you develop the database? 

 

77. Pilar Lopez Diez | 28/05/2015, 14:03 EEST (+03:00) 

Elena Sirvent García del Valle wrote: 

I do not think that an adequate comparison between countries is possible at the 

moment. Each country collects different things and in different ways. That is why I 

was saying that even if I find great that Eige is going to use data from the Member 

states: 1- It is necessary to have very good metadata for data from individual countries 

2- extraction should be limited per country This way, is possible to reflect what each 

Member State is doing so that others can get ideas and improve their own data 

sources. And at the same time, this database with data from the different countries 

could facilitate the work towards a proper harmonization. But at the moment there is 

no harmonization and I find to risky to show data of different countries as if they were 

comparable. 

If something is important about data collection for the 28 European countries is to 

harmonize data. Almost anybody can understand why in the North of Europe there are 

"less" VaW crimes than in Sweden for example. And this idea is very harmful to 

sinsitize citizens because as some media say if in the most egalitarian countries in the 

world there are more male crimes against women it is not necessary to implement 

gender equality policies because our situation is better... and this stupid idea is 

because is absolutly necessary the harmonization of data. (In Spain only intimate 

partner violence is considered when talking abolut gender violence agains women. 

Nothing about rape, nothing about harasment, nothing about...). With this date is not 

strange that the VaW situation en Spain is better than in Sweden. 

 

78. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 14:15 EEST (+03:00) 

Pilar right 

In The Northen European States VAW is less than other EU countrie 

the system is better than rest of other countries 

 

79. Elena Sirvent García del Valle | 28/05/2015, 14:16 EEST (+03:00) 

sorry Pilar, maybe I have not explain myself properly. I try again. 



Of course harmonization is a top priority. But at the moment the reality is that there is 

no harmonization and we can not put together things that are different. From the point 

of view of statistics this would be a big mistake. 

that is why I was suggesting to show all the avaliable data from the member states, 

but not together because they can not be compared. 

And at the same time, we should start to work seriously in a proper harmonization of 

data and concepts, so that in a close future data from member states can be put 

together in the same tables. 

Finally, I would like to let you know, since you say in your post that there are no 

data, that since 30th March there are data available about the prevalence of rape by 

non partners in Spain, dissagregated by perpetrators (father, aquantaince, other 

relative, stranger,....). you can find them on our website 

Is true that until now in Spain the main emphasis has been put on intimate partner 

violence, mainly because is the most common type of VAW. And we are a country 

with  very accurate statistics on intimate partner violence. 

We are now working in broading this scope to other forms of violence and, in this 

sense,  international tools can very helpful to show where each country has lacks and 

to see how others do it, so that we can all improve our data. 

 

80. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 14:17 EEST (+03:00) 

Pilar Lopez Diez wrote: 

Elena Sirvent García del Valle wrote: 

I do not think that an adequate comparison between countries is 

possible at the moment. Each country collects different things and in 

different ways. That is why I was saying that even if I find great that 

Eige is going to use data from the Member states: 1- It is necessary to 

have very good metadata for data from individual countries 2- 

extraction should be limited per country This way, is possible to reflect 

what each Member State is doing so that others can get ideas and 

improve their own data sources. And at the same time, this database 

with data from the different countries could facilitate the work towards 

a proper harmonization. But at the moment there is no harmonization 

and I find to risky to show data of different countries as if they were 

comparable. 

If something is important about data collection for the 28 European countries is to 

harmonize data. Almost anybody can understand why in the North of Europe there are 

"less" VaW crimes than in Sweden for example. And this idea is very harmful to 

sinsitize citizens because as some media say if in the most egalitarian countries in the 

world there are more male crimes against women it is not necessary to implement 



gender equality policies because our situation is better... and this stupid idea is 

because is absolutly necessary the harmonization of data. (In Spain only intimate 

partner violence is considered when talking abolut gender violence agains women. 

Nothing about rape, nothing about harasment, nothing about...). With this date is not 

strange that the VaW situation en Spain is better than in Sweden. 

I TOTALLY agree; Moreover the journalist (and our colleagues sometimes), use the 

results in a way that creates misleading messages; and this is difficult to be controlled 

afterwards because media and politicians LOVE numbers but they are not at all 

interested to hear that the conclusions drawn when the data are mistreated are 

wrong...  

 

81. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 14:33 EEST (+03:00) 

Elena Sirvent García del Valle wrote: 

sorry Pilar, maybe I have not explain myself properly. I try again. 

Of course harmonization is a top priority. But at the moment the reality is that there is 

no harmonization and we can not put together things that are different. From the point 

of view of statistics this would be a big mistake. 

that is why I was suggesting to show all the avaliable data from the member states, 

but not together because they can not be compared. 

And at the same time, we should start to work seriously in a proper harmonization of 

data and concepts, so that in a close future data from member states can be put 

together in the same tables. 

Finally, I would like to let you know, since you say in your post that there are no 

data, that since 30th March there are data available about the prevalence of rape by 

non partners in Spain, dissagregated by perpetrators (father, aquantaince, other 

relative, stranger,....). you can find them on our website 

Is true that until now in Spain the main emphasis has been put on intimate partner 

violence, mainly because is the most common type of VAW. And we are a country 

with  very accurate statistics on intimate partner violence. 

We are now working in broading this scope to other forms of violence and, in this 

sense,  international tools can very helpful to show where each country has lacks and 

to see how others do it, so that we can all improve our data. 

Harmonization is crucial even though comparability won't be achieved even if we 

manage to harmonize our operational definitions, methodology of data collection etc. 

As I said in a previous comment, it was crystal clear from the FRA survey that even 

with identical methodology, definitions, data collection methods etc. the results were 

non-comparable  among countries; for example it was showed Greece, Bulgaria and 



Romania as having lower prevalence rates than Sweeden and Filand (!!!). Of course, 

we all know that this is not the true situation and that it depends on other confounding 

variables affecting the disclosure rate (like how socially accepted is to openly discuss 

about abuse)   

 

82. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 14:44 EEST (+03:00) 

indeed, Romania must work a lot, but I am sure in next future all can be better than 

now! 

 

83. andrei ionescu | 28/05/2015, 14:44 EEST (+03:00) 

indeed, Romania must work a lot, but I am sure in next future all can be better than 

now! 

 

84. Mattias Friström | 28/05/2015, 14:49 EEST (+03:00) 

I don't think it is wise to compare data between countries if the data doesn't 

hormonize. As others have mentioned, there is a correlation between the gender 

equality within the country and the prevalence of men's violence against women.  

Data collection on, for example methods such as Measures to counter GBV  as well as 

differences in Attitudes, norms and perceptions are interesting to follow for each 

country without making the comparison between countries.    

 

85. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 14:57 EEST (+03:00) 

In regards to the last point of the Agenda 

I think that a separate entry point should be created for the Istanbul convention (as 

you have done for the Beijing Platform for Action for example) including all of the 

indicators that needs to be collected for both the monitoring of the convention’s 

implementation and in order to comply with article 11. 

I don’t know but I imagine that one of the tasks of GREVIO would be to create such a 

list with indicators for monitoring the implementation by MS.    

This would be a good start for countries that do not collect data (or collect very few) 

but they have ratified the convention because they would be at least provided with a 

to-be-collected list of variables; this also will enable civil society to request for the 

data that our country has a formal obligation to collect. 



What I said above could also be valid for the Victims’ Directive but since there is no 

monitoring mechanism for the implementation of the Directives that have been 

endorsed in National law, I don’t have great expectations that it would improve the 

data collection at National levels. 

 

86. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 15:13 EEST (+03:00) 

Raluca Popa wrote: 

Council of Europe Violence against Women Unit wrote: 

Hello, I am Johan Friestedt, a member of the Council of Europe team 

setting up the monitoring mechanism of the Istanbul Convention 

(Council of Europe Convention on Preventing and Combating 

Violence against Women and Domestic Violence). Sorry to join late. 

Trying to see how this tool can help current and future EU States 

Parties to the Istanbul Convention to comply with their obligations 

under Article 11 of the Convention (data collection). There is clearly a 

great potential. But just a few remarks: 

- it appears that not all forms of violence are taken into account (e.g. 

forced marriage, forced sterilisation and forced abortion). Am I 

correct? 

Unlike here, sexual harassment is defined in the Istanbul Convention in 

a provision which is separate from that on sexual violence (including 

rape). 

There is no reference to inter-partner violence in the Istanbul 

Convention, unlike in the current tree. On the other hand, there is a 

clear definition of domestic violence. 

There are also entries which go beyond the scope of the Istanbul 

Convention, such as trafficking in human beings (which is the subject 

of a separate Council of Europe Convention). 

I wanted to support my colleague Johan's comments. For the Council of Europe, the 

issue of harmonizing terminology and definitions with those of the Istanbul 

Convention are very important. And this is probably very important for member states 

of the European Union who are parties to the Istanbul Convention. Are you planning 

to look into this as you develop the database? 

Thank you Raluca and Johan. As previously explained some headings are left too 

general on purpose in order to allow further break-downs and subcategories such as 

forced marriage, abortion, sterilisation. In the case of gender-based violence this will 

happen in a more prominent way due to all the statistics limitations faced within this 

specific area. 



Trafficking in human beings is also relevant from the gender perspective and some 

data has already been published by Eurostat which will be considered in the database. 

Finally, the Institute considers the Istambul Convention together with the Victims' 

Directive as one of the main references for the work to be undertaken either in the 

gender statistics database project and on its support to the Member States on 

methodologies and concpets for collecting gender-based violence data. 

 

87. Zulema | 28/05/2015, 15:15 EEST (+03:00) 

Good afternoon everyone! 

I am Zulema Altamirano SNE in EIGE, working as GbV expert. Eventually I am able 

to join the discussion...apologies for doing it just now. I will catch up with the fruitful 

discusion of this morning later, now ready to read your contributions for this session. 

Thanks! 

 

88. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 15:16 EEST (+03:00) 

In order to support the discussions in our last session, allow us to provide some 

relevant background information which is guiding also EIGE's work in this area. 

There have been no legal requirements in relation to data collection on gender-based 

violence at the European level. However, this situation has been improved with the 

enactment of the Victims Directive (2012/29/EU) of the European Union on 25th 

October 2012. The entry into force of the Convention on Prevention and Combating 

Violence against Women and Domestic Violence (Istanbul Convention) of the 

Council of Europe on 1st August 2014 is another important development in this 

regard. The EU has not yet ratified this Convention. 

The Victims Directive of the European Union establishes minimum standards on the 

rights, support and protection of victims of any crime. It is, to date, the most 

important EU Directive with regard to data collection on gender-based violence. 

It includes in its preamble, an EU-wide definition of gender-based violence and 

violence committed in close relationships. It reiterates in paragraph 64 the importance 

of systematic and adequate statistical data collection. Article 28 of the Directive states 

that Member States shall communicate available data to the European Commission, 

by 16th November 2017, and every three years thereafter, on how victims (including 

victims of gender-based violence) have accessed the rights set out in the Directive. 

This data should include at least the number and type of the reported crimes and, as 

far as such data are known and available, the number, age and gender of the victims. 

Looking beyond the EU, the Istanbul Convention includes obligations on Member 

States that have ratified the Convention in relation to data collection and research. 



Article 11 stipulates measures to be taken by Member States that have ratified the 

Convention for the purpose of its implementation: 

o Collect disaggregated relevant statistical data at regular intervals on cases of 

all forms of violence covered by the scope of the Convention. 

o Support research in the field of all forms of violence covered by the scope of 

the Convention to study its root causes and effects, incidences and conviction 

rates, as well as the efficacy of measures taken to implement the Convention. 

o Conduct population-based surveys at regular intervals to assess the prevalence 

of and trends in all forms of violence covered by the Convention. 

o Provide the group of experts, as referred to in article 66 of the Convention, 

with the information collected in order to stimulate international cooperation 

and enable international benchmarking. 

o Ensure that information collected is available to the public. 

 

89. Pilar Lopez Diez | 28/05/2015, 15:24 EEST (+03:00) 

Thinking that the Istanbul Convention was necessary to sensitize countries which 

were doing very little work about men's mistreatment  and crimes against women, 

what now should be done by EIGE is to advance. The Istanbul Convention is quite 

contradictory: on the one hand,  it is said that "the violence against women is a 

manifestation of uniqual relations between women and men which have led to 

domination over and discrimination against women by men..." and on the other, they 

use the term "domestic violence" all the time; well, "domestic violence" include for 

example that a niece has beaten her uncle. And, I think, this has nothing to do with 

domination and discrimination. If you mix different problems you are diluting them 

and in this context, that means that you are not focusing properly the more serious and 

dangerous problema women face all around the world, even the EU (FRAgency). So, 

I encourage EIGE to work in the direction of improving, not following what was done 

so far. 

Comments:  

o Zulema | 28/05/2015, 15:49 EEST (+03:00) 

Dear Pilar, thank you for your comment. I think the article 28 of the 

convention, if properly addressed by MS, can be a good step further for 

monitoring how MS are implementing the different aspects of the Istanbul 

Convention. And it will required of distinguishing between what is done 

related to domestic violence, and for each other form of violence against 

women defined in the Convention. It will be a key aspect to count on 

minimum standards for defining common indicators across EU MS that have 

ratified the convention.  

 

90. Zulema | 28/05/2015, 15:27 EEST (+03:00) 



Which additional entry points could be considered addressing current needs within the 

area of violence against women? (e.g. the need for Member States to monitor the 

implementation of the Istanbul or for reporting to the European Commission the 

implementation of the Victims’ directive could create the opportunity for a specific 

entry point in the database within the area of gender-based violence) 

Do you consider that EIGE’s project on developing a gender statistics database could 

promote the production of more quality statistics for the purpose of monitoring 

Victims’ Directive and Istanbul Convention? 

 

91. Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 15:33 EEST (+03:00) 

Dear participants to EuroGender Online Discussion, 

We are not yet finalising the online discussion, just kindly inviting you to to fill in the 

evaluation form and allow us to improve your user experience in EuroGender. 

You can find the evaluation form here. 

Thank you for all your valuable contributions! 

  

 

92. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 15:37 EEST (+03:00) 

European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) wrote: 

Harmonization is crucial even though comparability won't be achieved even if we 

manage to harmonize our operational definitions, methodology of data collection etc. 

As I said in a previous comment, it was crystal clear from the FRA survey that even 

with identical methodology, definitions, data collection methods etc. the results were 

non-comparable  among countries; for example it was showed Greece, Bulgaria and 

Romania as having lower prevalence rates than Sweeden and Filand (!!!). Of course, 

we all know that this is not the true situation and that it depends on other confounding 

variables affecting the disclosure rate (like how socially accepted is to openly discuss 

about abuse)   

[/quote] 

I think the results of the FRA survey are comparable - exactly for the reasons which 

you listed, such as the use of harmonised definitions and methodology. What is left to 

explain the differences is the fact that women in different countries see violence 

against women - and particularly intimate partner violence - in different ways, which 

has to do with awareness of violence in the partnership as something that is acceptable 

but that can be talked about and discussed. I also believe these results lead to conclude 

http://eurogender.eige.europa.eu/polls-and-surveys/surveys/evaluation-online-discussion


that further awareness-raising efforts are particularly needed in those EU Member 

States where rates of violence in the survey were lower than expected. At the same 

time, one should also consider other possible explanatory factors which have been 

shown to contribute to the differences in other forms of violence - not only violence 

against women - between EU Member States (pp. 22-26 in 

http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2014/violence-against-women-eu-wide-survey-

main-results-report) 

Yes, you are right! Wrong english expression... 

What I meant to highlight was that even in cases where the data are totally 

comparable (as in the FRA survey) we cannot compare the prevalence rates among 

countries in order to   conclude in which countries women are more/less exposed to 

violence; and that this is due to all these variables (that are indeed commented on the 

FRA's Report), which increase or decrease the under-reporting rates in different 

countries. 

quote=Sami Nevala - EU Agency for Fundamental Rights] 

 

93. Sami Nevala - EU Agency for Fundamental Rights | 28/05/2015, 15:38 EEST 

(+03:00) 

European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) wrote: 

Harmonization is crucial even though comparability won't be achieved even if we 

manage to harmonize our operational definitions, methodology of data collection etc. 

As I said in a previous comment, it was crystal clear from the FRA survey that even 

with identical methodology, definitions, data collection methods etc. the results were 

non-comparable  among countries; for example it was showed Greece, Bulgaria and 

Romania as having lower prevalence rates than Sweeden and Filand (!!!). Of course, 

we all know that this is not the true situation and that it depends on other confounding 

variables affecting the disclosure rate (like how socially accepted is to openly discuss 

about abuse)   

Sorry, I deleted my earlier post because of a typo. 

My message - to react to the post by EAVN - was that the FRA survey is comparable 

- for the reasons that were listed above such as harmonised methodology and 

definitions. After controlling for all of this, the differences that remain in the results 

between EU Member States are very likely to be due to differences in the way women 

see intimate partner violence as something that is unacceptable, and something that 

can be talked about. The results lead to conclude that further awareness-raising efforts 

are crucial especially in those EU Member States where the rates of violence in the 

survey were lower than what could be expected. There are also many other factors 

that can be used to explain the differences, and some of these apply not only to 

violence against women but to violence in general, as suggested in earlier surveys (see 

http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2014/violence-against-women-eu-wide-survey-main-results-report
http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2014/violence-against-women-eu-wide-survey-main-results-report


pp. 22-26 in http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2014/violence-against-women-eu-

wide-survey-main-results-report) 

Comments:  

o Zulema | 28/05/2015, 15:44 EEST (+03:00) 

Hello Sami, thanks for your link! I would also add that reasons for women to 

choose not to share experiences of violence in an interview or survey can be 

influenced by a difference range of factors, from personal ones (such as 

awareness, fear, safety, willingness to recall the traumatic experience, etc.) to 

social and cultural ones. Furthermore, I would like to highlight the importance 

of differentiating between related factors, or drivers (such as level of 

criminality or alcoholism) and the roots of the phenomenon of violence 

against women. Both aspects are important to explore in deep for a broader 

knowledge and to contextualise differences between MS and also over time, 

which for me is a key aspect to monitor improvements in MS towards 

eradicating VaW, by using same methodology and survey. 

o Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 15:47 EEST (+03:00) 

Hi Sami! Have read that you have deleted the previous post because of typo 

and wanted to tell you that you can edit the posts. On the top rightcorner of 

your post there is a small wheel and next to it an arrow. if you click on the 

arrow - it tells Edit/ Hide/ Delete. Just wanted to tell you that you can use this 

function to edit your posts.  

 

94. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 15:59 EEST (+03:00) 

We are approaching the end of this productive online event butr we still have some 

last questions we would like you to discuss. 

Do you consider that EIGE’s project on developing a gender statistics database could 

promote the production of more quality statistics for the purpose of monitoring 

Victims’ Directive and Istanbul Convention? 

·         To what extent? 

·         How? 

 

95. Mattias Friström | 28/05/2015, 16:03 EEST (+03:00) 

I think the development of EIGE's gender statistics database that also includes men's 

violence against women could promote more quality statistics in that area. But the 

issues of different terminologies needs to be adressed first before comparisons can be 

made.    

Thank you for an interesting conversation on data collection and men's violence 

against women. 

http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2014/violence-against-women-eu-wide-survey-main-results-report
http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2014/violence-against-women-eu-wide-survey-main-results-report


Good bye,  

Mattias  

 

96. Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 16:14 EEST (+03:00) 

Dear participants to EIGE's Online Discussion on Gender Statistics - Section on 

Violence! 

We want to thank you ALL for all your valuable contributions! 

Please allow us to improve your user experience on EuroGender Platform by 

providing us with your feedback. You can find the Evaluation Form here. 

Also, please be informed that the page remains open for comments until tomorrow 

4pm CET. Therefore, if you have colleagues that you know would be interested to 

contribute, our kind request is to send them the link. 

Last, but not least: transcript will be made available on Monday and the Report in a 

week time. 

Please write in your evaluation form whether you expect the online discussion 

report from us.  

We thank you for all your support! 

EIGE Team 

 

97. Philip McCormack | 28/05/2015, 16:17 EEST (+03:00) 

Hi all!  

My apologies! I had hoped to be able to participate more fully in this discussion. I 

have been incredibly busy these last few weeks and today, I'm afraid, is no different. I 

am keeping an eye on the discussion and will provide some input directly to 

Alexandrina over the coming days. 

Thanks again to EIGE for facilitating such interesting conversations. 

Phil. 

Comments:  

o Alexandrina Satnoianu | 28/05/2015, 16:28 EEST (+03:00) 

Hi Philip! Please do provide us with your valuable contribution! You can do it 

directly on the page as the window for comments remains open until tomorrow 

http://eurogender.eige.europa.eu/polls-and-surveys/surveys/evaluation-online-discussion


4pm CET. It would be very good to write your comments on the page as to 

have them as part of the transcript and of the report. Thank you so much for all 

your support!  

 

98. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 16:18 EEST (+03:00) 

Ligia Nobrega wrote: 

We are approaching the end of this productive online event butr we still have some 

last questions we would like you to discuss. 

Do you consider that EIGE’s project on developing a gender statistics database could 

promote the production of more quality statistics for the purpose of monitoring 

Victims’ Directive and Istanbul Convention? 

·         To what extent? 

·         How? 

Your first question is very difficult to be answered because the extent depends upon 

political will in each MS. 

If this database consists part of the monitoring mechanism for one or both of the 

Instruments, then it could promote both the quantity and the quality of administrative 

data that will be collected [with the precondition that all countries will have to 

complete this specific database and not just provide any non-harmonized data they 

have available]. 

In other words the "how" needs a legal obligation for a mandatory completion (at least 

for some countries).  

But for countries with long tradition of data collection, it would be a problem if this 

database is totally new; so, maybe a good (not easy though) solution would be, instead 

of creating a totally new database to adopt the best coding system from each country 

(after the harmonization) of the definitions. 

All of these are theoretically speaking, because in reality I totally understand how 

difficult such an effort would be. 

   

 

99. Anna Rita Manca | 28/05/2015, 16:20 EEST (+03:00) 

Dear Participants,  

Thank you very much for your committment and for the interesting discussion. 



We will incorporate as much as possible all comments for the improvement of the 

project on the Gender Statistics Database. 

You will hear very soon from us. 

Best wishes,  

Anna 

 

100. Ligia Nobrega | 28/05/2015, 16:22 EEST (+03:00) 

I would like to thank all the participants for your engagement and valuable 

contribution. 

All your comments and suggestions are extremely relevant for the progress of the 

project and the completion of EIGE's gender statistics database which EIGE is 

planned to make fully available by this Autumn. 

Just one last quote particularly touching this sensitive area: 

“Numbers are crucial to quantifying any problem.  

But numbers can also be a smokescreen preventing us from seeing the pain happening 

around us every day.  

Share them with a grain of salt. Let others know that behind each number is a human 

who has suffered deeply, and that she too deserves to be counted.” 

 

101. European Anti-Violence Network (EAVN) | 28/05/2015, 16:23 EEST (+03:00) 

Thank you all for the interesting discussion! 

thanks to EIGE also for hosting us as well as to all of the discussion coordinators 

Goodbye! 

 

102. Zulema | 28/05/2015, 16:25 EEST (+03:00) 

Dear all, 

Thank you so much for this oportunity to collect your views and reflect together in 

making the best of the gender statistics database, in such a sensitive area as violence 

against women. 

http://www.womenundersiegeproject.org/witness
http://www.womenundersiegeproject.org/witness


Nice evening! 

Zulema 

 

103. Pilar Lopez Diez | 28/05/2015, 16:34 EEST (+03:00) 

Ligia Nobrega wrote: 

I would like to thank all the participants for your engagement and valuable 

contribution. 

All your comments and suggestions are extremely relevant for the progress of the 

project and the completion of EIGE's gender statistics database which EIGE is 

planned to make fully available by this Autumn. 

Just one last quote particularly touching this sensitive area: 

“Numbers are crucial to quantifying any problem.  

But numbers can also be a smokescreen preventing us from seeing the pain happening 

around us every day.  

Share them with a grain of salt. Let others know that behind each number is a human 

who has suffered deeply, and that she too deserves to be counted.” 

I completely agree with you, Ligia. 

 

104. Maria José Carrilho | 28/05/2015, 17:51 EEST (+03:00) 

[quote=Ligia Nobrega] 

I would like to thank all the participants for your engagement and valuable 

contribution. 

All your comments and suggestions are extremely relevant for the progress of the 

project and the completion of EIGE's gender statistics database which EIGE is 

planned to make fully available by this Autumn. 

Just one last quote particularly touching this sensitive area: 

“Numbers are crucial to quantifying any problem.  

But numbers can also be a smokescreen preventing us from seeing the pain happening 

around us every day.  

http://www.womenundersiegeproject.org/witness
http://www.womenundersiegeproject.org/witness


Share them with a grain of salt. Let others know that behind each number is a human 

who has suffered deeply, and that she too deserves to be counted.” 

Hello everyone from Portugal 

Sorry for the delay! 

 According the Background document "the main purpose of this database is to build 

an overview on gender statistics, highlighting differences and inequalities between 

women and men". So, in my opinion the area Gender-base violence reports to both 

men and women. I agree that  it is important that database provides information  about 

the "sex of the perpetrator and victim" .    

 

http://www.womenundersiegeproject.org/witness
http://www.womenundersiegeproject.org/witness

