Case Study Family B
Introduction
Evidence from research on vulnerability in young people, children, and families demonstrate how to fulfil the needs of children and young people to ensure they have the best start in life, prevent damage, and protect them from dangers. Susceptible children are more likely to experience unfavourable consequences throughout their childhood and into adulthood (Williford, Graves, Shelton and Woods, 2009).
Families have been unable to meet basic needs such as food and heat. They may be bullied due to their differences, exploited to criminally expose harm to their education, poor housing, or homelessness. Poverty harms children's life chances because of low-income households, a lack of equal opportunities, and a lack of participation in social activities.
The juvenile offending team referred the family, focusing on behavioural issues with the family's young teenage son, who was under local authority care at the time. Other concerns associated with the referral included frequent re-locations (temporary housing due to rent arrears), Anti-social Behaviour and parenting difficulties. Initial action plan; rehousing needs and support due to historical problems.
Case management initiatives undertaken by involving lead professionals included: directly communicating to settle disputes, dealing with accommodation issues, retaining the position of a previously expelled child from school, providing coordinated service delivery, allowing the family to choose the best suitable interventions, and providing parenting classes.
Key Agencies Involved with the Family
· The Probation Service
· Education Service
· Metropolitan Police
· The Youth in Need Team
· Neighbourhood Services
· CAMHS
· Kinara Family Resource Centre
· Parenting Support Group
· Homeless person Unit
· Anti-social Behaviour Team
· Connexions
· Jobcentre Plus
· Social Services

Risk Factors
The risk factors contributing to the family's situation include low-income family outcomes, a lack of resources, a problematic family background, behavioural difficulties, and the risk of children and young people. The family's life has been disturbed by their move into temporary accommodation; dealing with rent arrears can generate stress in the home, leading to negative behaviour. Stress in the family as a result of disruption leads to susceptible children.
The impact of not accessing the programme advised that they will engage in disturbing behaviours, use drugs, engage in criminal activities, and be discriminated against in the community. Attending the session with Connexions may positively influence the older child's ability to progress and become self-sufficient.
Young adolescents who have been subject to behavioural issues and environmental hazards benefit from the opportunity to develop relationships with supportive adults through the Youth Advocate programme (Ellenbogen, Klein and Wekerle 2014).
The family is given a variety of services to help them minimise their vulnerability and establish protective factors. The assistance parents receive in the form of home visit programmes improves their children's surroundings and improves their parenting abilities; however, the mother did not attend the sessions offered to her.
Children and families in need of child protection services should have access to them. Children's legalisation and policies include safeguarding children from maltreatment, seeking out for children's best interests, and fostering family relationships. An overarching goal is to engage with vulnerable children and families and broaden access to services to decrease the risk to families and children (Barrett, 2015).
Projects and Policies 
Greenwich Council, a multi-agency project that served as the local sure start trial site. The initiative was created in the spring of 2006 to foster inter-agency collaboration across children's and adult services, and it is linked to the 'Every Child Matters agenda.
The newly created child welfare teams will collaborate with children and families to put the core principles of the 2004 Children Act into action. Respondents to the Every Child Matters consultation paper underlined the need of embracing the entire spectrum of people and organisations that contribute to improving the lives of children (Every child matters, 2004).
According to Frost and Lloyd (2006), implementing the Children Act to enable integrated functioning is a difficult task that requires strong leadership and administration. Precise communication methods are required by all professionals, whether they operate within or outside of organisations. The risk of collaborative working is that these communication routes will be disrupted.
In January 2003, the Home Office formed an anti-social behaviour division to design and develop anti-social behaviour policy, law, and solutions and assist local implementation. This legislation and policy guidelines were then reviewed and newly formed in 2014.
The relevant legislation:
Crime and Disorder Act 1998
Anti-social Behaviour Act 2003
Clean Neighbourhoods and Environment Act 2005
Organised Crime and Police Act 2005
Police and Justice Act 2006
Housing and Regeneration Act 2008
The legal framework supports enforcement as a technique for dealing with anti-social conduct (Hoffman, Mackle and Pritchard, 2010).
This approach to anti-social behaviour management worsens the socioeconomic disadvantage of already disadvantaged households by compromising long-term housing stability and raising the risk of homelessness and social isolation.
Evidence from research on vulnerable young people, children, and families demonstrate how to bring the needs together to ensure that children and young people have a good start in life and a better upbringing that keeps them safe and protected from harm (Barrett, 2015).
Susceptible children have a higher risk of poor outcomes from childhood through maturity. Child development, family performance, and societal prosperity are all affected. A risk factor includes a lack of inadequate housing and insufficient access to activities and parental awareness of how children develop and the requirements of children and parents who have poor health due to the absence of a supporting adult. In addition, there is much crime in the neighbourhoods (Judge, 2005).
The Children Act of 1989 states that many individuals can have parental responsibility for a child, but only one person can make decisions (Loughran 2008). Section 17 of the Act puts a general obligation on all municipal authorities to "protect and improve the development of children in their domain who are in need", A 'child in need' is a child who needs significant help from their governments in order to realise their full potential.
Those who work with children or offer services that affect children's safety and wellbeing must be trained. Education must involve learning how to identify and meet the needs of all vulnerable children as soon as possible (Working together to safeguard children, 2021).






Recommendations & Conclusion

Temporary housing, low income, poor parenting skills, and increasing family conflicts were significant risk factors in the case study, children, adolescents, and adults living together as a family vulnerable to social exclusion, behavioural issues, involvement in crime, being bullied, exclusion of children from school, and homelessness.
The policies' presence has enabled numerous multidisciplinary services to follow the laws and norms to manage comparable scenarios that may arise even now. Despite the limitations and limited interventional period, the core team made significant improvements for the family. 
According to current policies and Acts, the family was supported with helpful, professional interventions reinforced by multidisciplinary services. The parenting programme that the mother was supposed to attend but did not attend a few times may have resulted in her not receiving the necessary assistance to work alongside and understand her children's needs and the best way of approaching parenting.
With the project's short time to engage with the family, precise outcomes from their involvement were described as unclear; nevertheless, continuous growth looked to be critical to the family's success.
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