Supporting Paper 

This supporting paper for a group seminar will focus on an investigation of a serious case review from the National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children (NSPCC), case number 2022/C9361. NSPCC (2021a) explains that when a child dies or is severely injured as a result of abuse or neglect, a serious case review is conducted to find ways in which experts and organisations may enhance their collaboration to safeguard children and prevent similar incidents. In the case that was examined, there were concerns of both neglect and sexual abuse; the individual who was responsible for the abuse was a man named Paul. The victims in the investigation were Paul's daughter Whitney, who was three years old, his niece Leana, who was four years old, and Paul's sisters Anya and Rosa, who were eleven and twelve years old when the investigation began. The year 2017 marked the beginning of the first point of referral. Seminar topics include multiagency involvement (Morris and British Association Of Social Workers, 2010) shares that multiagency working is the cooperation between multiple groups, particularly in the areas of crime prevention and social welfare. Other topics were the children's background and what made them vulnerable, the psychological effects on the children, policies and procedures, interventions, and recommendations for improvement.
[bookmark: _Int_1LOMgOuJ]All the adults and children in the case review had either learning difficulties, mental health problems or physical disabilities. Westwood (2012)defines leaning difficulties as a person who has difficulties learning or using academic abilities like reading, writing, or maths, especially due to developmental conditions.  It was found that Paul would only date women with learning difficulties, and according to Higgings and Swain (2010) people with disabilities are more vulnerable to abuse. Anya and Rosa were home schooled, however, this should not have occurred because none of the adults in the home were competent to educate the children due to their own learning delays, and the education authority should have questioned why the children were being taken out of school, as this infringed the children's right to an education as laid out in article 28 of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC)(UNICEF UK, 1989). 
[bookmark: _Int_08aUEEWV]It is known that Paul sexually abused the four children listed in this case review. Childline (2019) defines abuse as any action that intentionally harms or injures another person. Paul was also found in possession of indecent images of children which were later found to be of his daughter. There are fears that adult family members were abused by Paul but have not come forward, which may have led the children who were being abused to believe that the abuse was normal because it was happening all around them. In addition, the serious case review states that the children had sexually abused each other and witnessed each other being sexually abused including an incident at school which was overlooked. This indicates that sexual abuse was considered normal for the children, and according to Saprea (2022), children who have been abused are more likely to abuse another child than children who have not. All the children should have been counselled at this point, and professionals should have recognised this warning sign. 
Paul was let out on bail after it was reported he had sexually abused the children. His family was made to sign an agreement that Paul was not to be around children, but due the learning difficulties in the family, there was a later concern that they had not understood what they had signed and therefore, Paul was still able to have access to the children during this time. Turnbull and Carpenter (2001) explain that when an individual has leaning difficulties, they often lack understanding and need someone to explain and break down information for them. This did not happen, and the family should have been offered more support. While Paul was on bail, he was thought to have been applying to work in a swimming pool and adventure park to access children. This was reported to the police, and Paul should have been arrested and removed until his court date but was not.

The NSPCC (2021) defines medical neglect as the failure to provide a child with proper health care. Anya and Rosa had not visited the dentist in many years, and they were underweight.  Health care professionals were aware of this and did not act upon it, which was deemed as a failing in the report. Anya and Rosa were both taking epilepsy medication, but Leana was not taken to her regular doctor's appointments. In addition to this, every child had head lice. This violates policies protecting children's access to health care (Nidirect, 2019), for example, according to article 24 of the UNCRC  “every child has the right to the best possible health” (UNICEF UK, 1989). The UNCRC is the main source of policies to protect children’s rights and it is used worldwide.
 According to Jones (2003), children with disabilities are at least three times more likely to experience sexual abuse. All the children in this case study had additional learning needs.  Anya and Rosa used sign language, but none of their family members had learned it. This increased their vulnerability because of language barriers.
[bookmark: _Int_IpKuSMPF]The children appeared to have several psychological issues as a result of their experiences and abuse. They have had several adverse childhood experiences (ACEs) which are traumatic events or neglect that a person experiences before the age of 18, and often have a negative impact into adulthood (Afifi and Asmundson, 2020). It is evident through observation of the case review, that Paul and his siblings were all neglected as children. This oversight by social services prevented Paul from receiving assistance as a child, which may have contributed to Paul's later development as an abuser (Smilan, 2009). Old social service reports were not on the new electronic system therefore current social workers were unaware of the history of Paul’s family. This highlights the importance of up-to-date records, and the importance of understanding family history to effectively safeguard children and support families. There also were concerns that Paul was a victim of childhood sexual abuse, which indicates that generational abuse was occurring inside this family.
 In this case review, the multiple agencies participating included the police, adult services, social workers, foster families, a residential unit, doctors, therapists, schools, and a family support worker. The multiagency approach failed the children, because in addition to Pauls mother's records not being shared, all family members had different social workers who did not share information with one another due to being unaware of each other. As a result, although Paul's mother had previously had her children taken away, the other children were sent to live with her in unsafe conditions.
[bookmark: _Int_IAJJDarD]To conclude, the children were vulnerable because they had learning difficulties, were living with unsafe adults and there was a lack of communication between all the professionals and agencies involved. There was also a lack of understanding of the complexity of the situation and a failure by health professionals to properly investigate issues such as the health and weight of the children. Paul was eventually charged with the rape of a child and the distribution of indecent images of children, and the children were safely rehomed and provided with appropriate therapy, however, the situation could have been prevented from escalating, as although the agencies involved in this case followed procedure and no laws were broken, there were serious issues of mis communication, and many missed opportunities to investigate signs of abuse.
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