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Working with families with complex needs requires a multi-agency approach. The aspects of the implementation of the Children Act 1989 in the context of the welfare of children are going to be explored in this study. Based on the partnership across organisational boundaries and family dependency, the family E of Greenwich Local Area Agreement is going to be explored in this study. 
[bookmark: _Toc76676440]Specific reasons for family vulnerability
It is noticed that the children welfare project is strategically linked with the Every Child Matters agenda effectively. This agenda mainly follows the five key agendas which include keeping kids healthy, staying healthy, making a positive contribution, and economic well-being band achievement. Based on this agenda, it can be explained that the children in this project are vulnerable because none of these agendas is seen to be applicable for the children of this family is applicable (Petra and Kourgiantakis, 2020). Apart from that, it is found as the part of Greenwich Local Area Agreement that the access is of this project includes the children of the houses who have protection issues, subjected to offending behaviour, control issues, alcohol problem. These children of the family are noticed to be vulnerable because of the lack of economic access and alcoholic behaviour of their mother. Another significant issue is domestic violence and anti-social behaviour leaving an adverse impact on the psychology of these children (O’Connell and Petty, 2019). This condition is aggravated with the housing issues and thus, it is stated that these are the specific issues that have caused vulnerability among the family members which is quite not applicable for most ordinary families. 
[bookmark: _Toc76676441]Risk Factors
Based on the narrative of the Anti-Social Behaviour Team, it is identified that verbal and emotional abuse of the children is one of the most significant risk factors that have both emotional as well as psychological impacts on the psyche of these children. Apart from that, the lack of attendance of these children in their school indicates the deprivation of these children from the good life at their adulthood (King, 2020). Household violence has caused the children to opt for anti-social behaviour and this can be indicated as the highest risk factor regarding the upbringing of these children. Humphreys et al. (2019) have explained the importance of domestic violence mitigation for better fathering. This aspect is applicable in this case along with the lack of housing and the difficult relationship of their mother with her new partner also indicate that these children are not only subjected to the risk of social behaviour but also subjected to emotional abuse resulting in dysfunctional adulthood for these two boys. Adams and Krauth (2017) have explained that the partner agency support only focuses on the economic side of the familial issues but often fails to work on the psychosocial aspects. 
[bookmark: _Toc76676442]Evaluation of policy and the roles of multi-disciplinary services 
Both Neighbourhood Services and the Anti-Social Behaviour Team have played an important role in dealing with the rent arrears of the family effectively. The proposed outcome of this policy for this family includes the effective reduction of incidence of anti-social behaviour, the parent involvement in training and healthier lifestyles, the improved psychosocial well-being of children, enhanced family functioning and encouraging independent living (Douglas, 2020). Based on the multidisciplinary services provided to Family E, it is noticed that the family is mainly provided skills in parenting ability especially in the mother. However, the weakness of the policy is that the policy has not follow-on the parents after the boys were shifted to their biological father out of the borough. Initially, some of the beneficial aspects of this particular project include 10 two-hour weekly sessions arrangement, decision to refer to project staff based on access panel, coordinated service delivery among the several multidisciplinary services. The multidisciplinary practices have been arranged by Children’s Services that has been particularly focused on the management of the offending behaviour along with the criminal activities among the two children (Argent and Cronin, 2017). As these aspects are resulting from family violence counselling has been arranged based on the existing policy. However, the policy is not seen to be effective enough in controlling the issues of domestic violence of the family because non-reporting, as well as denial of violent incidents, are seen to be noticed among the families. Initially, Family E is no exception. One of the most beneficial aspects of the multidisciplinary project is that the adults have communicated with the families directly (Hallett and Birchall, 1992). However, there is a criterion that has been proven to be non-existing after their children were moved in with their father and initially, the lack of recommendations for follow-on work can be viewed as a massive issue (Clifford, 2019). One of the major weaknesses of the project is that the action plans of this project have been focused on the mother instead of the children and the reluctance of the mother in the process of project engagement makes these services less beneficial as compared to the planned outcome of these services. 
[bookmark: _Toc76676443]Relevant recommendations for improvements
The action plans of the project and the multidisciplinary services could have focused on the two kids. This could have checked the anti-social behaviour of these children and their visit to the school also could have been in the action plan of this project to make the plan of the project outcome relatively effective. The services provided by Youth Inclusion and Support Panel, Substance Misuse Engagement Team and health services could have been focused on the health recommendation for the alcoholic mother which is remained unnoticed and the parenting aspect of the mother is only prioritized (Cleaver et al. 1999). Apart from that the anti-social activities related recommendations could have been suggested for the father of the children after the project had been ended. This would have helped the family to work with the agencies better and the policy could have considered the father for counselling. 
[bookmark: _Toc76676444]Conclusion
Based on the overall assessment of the current policies, the family condition and the risks associated with the family are strategically explained in this study with the help of existing literature. Apart from that, the valid reasons behind the recommendations are thoroughly explained and the family condition improvement with each of these suggestions is thoroughly explored in this study based on the evaluation of policy effectively. 
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