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Introduction

This report is about an analysis of a case regarding a family facing adversity. Often, some families face adversities. Substance misuse as well as domestic violence, involvement with criminal justice system etc might be the specific issue. Generally, these factors will make any child in such family vulnerable. But what is vulnerable? According to dictionary.cambridge.org, means ‘when someone or something is able to be easily physically, emotionally, or mentally hurt, influenced, or attacked’. (Cambridge Dictionary, 2021) 

Case Study 

The case in this analysis was about a family of eight that was living in Bradford. Julie was a single mother with six children – four boys and 2 girls. Her sister, Sonia was also living with them. Julie was addicted to heroin and in order to fund the addiction, she was involved in in criminal behaviour and suspected prostitution. She was mostly absent from home to look after her children and this left Sonia to act as primary carer of the children. One of the children called Tom was associated with youth offending team as a result of his criminal behaviour. In terms of children's education, truancy was the order of the day: Three of the boys were permanently excluded and should be attending alternative education. The youngest child was behind in her immunisation and her nursery record of attendance was only three percent. The children's general neglect was worrisome. Although this family need to be rehoused as the estate, they lived on was earmarked for demolition, it was difficult to rehouse them because the providers were worried of their high levels of anti-social and criminal behaviour. Lastly, there was no love lost between the family and the local community due to their problems. Even some local took law unto their hands by smashing windows in their property.  

The risk factors of vulnerability 

The adversity the family was facing stemmed mainly from Julie's substance misuse. Substance misuse means using in a harmful or hazardous way alcohol and illicit drugs that are harmful to health. (Buckinghamshire Council, 2021). Julie’s substance misuse was a primary risk factor for the family.  (Smith & Wilson, 2016) suggested that “parents substance use may affect their ability to consistently prioritize the child's basic physical and emotional needs over their own need for substances". This primary risk factor was consequential to secondary factors and they include criminal behaviour and prostitution on the part of their mum. Risk factors for the children are: truancy, exclusion, criminal behaviour, threat of violence in the community, anti-social behaviour, lack of trust on the agencies and behind in immunisation. 

In comparison with other average families, this primary risk factor in addition to other consequential risk factors made the children vulnerable and in need. According to NSPCC this vulnerability would lead to neglect, physical and emotional abuse, impact on brain development, criminal behaviour and psychological effects (NSPCC, 2021). Children's educational and behavioural development would be affected as well.  In this context, a child is vulnerable if he is assessed as being in need under section 17 of the Children Act 1989 (scie.org.uk, 2012). According to Public Health England (see statistics below) around 20% of children ‘in need’ are affected by drug misuse (Public Health England, 2020).
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Analysis:

The assessment, intervention of multi-agency and results

The adversity this family faced was exposure to multiple risk factors including neglect. This in turn made them vulnerable and in need. Legally, children in need is defined as those children under 18 who, in other to accomplish and uphold a reasonable standard of health and development and, to avert significant or additional harm to health and growth would need local authority services (citizensadvice.org.uk, 2021). According to children act 1989 “when a situation is considered as child in need, then the child became a subject of an assessment”. Ones there are worries about a child's wellbeing anyone can make a referral to Children's Social Care. Those that can make the referral include the child himself or herself, experts such as teaching staff, early year's workers, the police, probation service, GPs and health visitors in addition to family members and members of the public (Buckinghamshire Council, 2021) (SWCPP, 2020).

When carrying out the assessment the sections practitioners should focus on in terms of Children Act 1989 are sections 17, 47 and 31A. 
· Section 17 seeks to justify if this indeed is a child in need. 
· Section 47 focuses on, ‘if there is a rational to be suspicious that the child is suffering, or is likely to suffer, significant harm'
· Lastly Section 31A asks, 'Is this child in need of accommodation?'
Interventions

On the back drop that children/family in this case were at risk and specific assessment was required, the practitioners implemented a specific intervention. This intervention was based on assessment framework called 'Working Together to Safeguard Children A guide to inter-agency working to safeguard and promote the welfare of children' (2018). This framework opinionated that everyone who comes into contact with children and families has a role to play. (BASW, 2018)

This assessment framework was based on parental capacity and children developmental needs and family environmental factors. In this case parental capacity was judged poor due to Julie's substance misuse. She was deemed incapable as a mother to pay sufficient attention to her children's needs because her focus was on obtaining drugs. This in turn affected their developmental needs and exposed them to physical and emotional neglect in that environment (Hardy, 2017). Under section 17 of children's act 1989 local authorities are obliged to encourage the nurturing of children in need by their families. (Publications.parliament.uk, 2013). Based on this assessment, the practitioners started a plan to support this family: Julie, the children's mother was referred to local drug rehabilitation centre; Sonia was sent on 10- week parenting programme to improve emotional health of both adults and children by family links Nurturing Programme; and Tom, who had become bad influence on other children left home to live somewhere else with his dad may be due to the intervention. For this case study the partners (multi-agency) include Police, NHS, Children Services, Housing, Education Authority, Youth Offending team and Rehabilitation Offices.
 
The intervention made is rooted to children's act 2004. The act places duty on local authorities and their partners to work as team to promote the well-being of children and young people under the age of 18 and to make arrangements for protection and promotion of welfare of children. (Evans, 2013). As well, UK ratified United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC) in 1991. The act requires governments to meet the basic needs of children and assist them to reach their full potential.  This practitioners' intervention was based on articles 24, 26, 27 and 28 of the convention (savethechildren, n.d.)

The multi-agency intervention in this case study relates to article 24. The article states that “parties shall endeavour to make sure that no child is disadvantaged in relation to his or her access to such health services”. With respect to article 26, it mandates the government to identify that every child has right to benefit from social security, including social insurance, financial support and other benefits, to families in need of assistance.  Article 27 supports the right of every child to a standard of living adequate for the child's physical, mental, spiritual, moral and social development. In this case as well, the intervention was based on article 28 of UNCRC 1991. This case study featured low school attendance by the children. The intervention based on article 28 ensured that their school attendance improved. It states that 'Every child has the right to an education’. It promotes the children’s right to education. (UNICEF, n.d.)

In other to make sure that the intervention was fair, the family and the children were assessed fairly and objectively without discrimination. Equality Act 2010 guided the assessment to ensure that the children have equal access to the health and social care services and support. The Act states that professionals should remove any barrier to equal access (www.gov.uk, 2015). In terms of Data Protection Act in relation to child protection, it is emphasised that there is need for parties to be transparent and responsible in relation to their use of data.  It highlights the importance of effective information sharing amongst practitioners for integrated working and early intervention and safeguarding. So, in some case consent seeking is override by practitioners in the interest of the child.: 

[bookmark: _Hlk80754243]Following the intervention, the following results were achieved: Julie, the children mother’s referral to local drug rehabilitation centre positively impacted her life. She went on to complete basic literacy course; the family was rehoused on short term tenancy. However due to improvement in their behaviour, it was later changed permanent; Sonia learned for improvement to parenting and was educated on money management and executing routines for children; the children's record of school presence enhanced to 90 percent, they started living peaceful with neighbours; and social workers kept the family together against the initial contemplated removal of younger children: This was laudable achievement as this is supported by children's act 1989. It is important to keep siblings together as it largely boosts their emotional wellbeing.

Evaluation of Current Policy

From the mentioned results it should be said that the policy of 'Working Together to Safeguard Children: A guide to inter-agency working for protection and promotion of welfare of children' (2018) is worthwhile. It helped to protect the rights and the health and safety of the children as it is rooted on main legislations like Children Act 1989 and Children Act 2004, UNCRC 1991 and Equality Act 2010. This policy advances a child-centred approach. According to the policy there is need that assessment should be personalised according to individual needs of children. It places obligation on local authorities to provide suitable accommodation for children in need. Amongst other things the policy stresses the importance of keeping family together, the sacrosanct of multi-agency was upheld. The agencies include NHS housing officers, education welfare officers, social workers teachers, police and youth officers. When these agencies work together, the children's Holistic health and wellbeing are maintained.

Still on intervention, it is been propounded that intervention could be linked to Maslow's hierarchy of needs theory. The theory revolves round meeting basic needs. In the self-actualization pyramid of Maslow, children pass through five levels as needs are met. At the lowest level are needs for food, water, air etc. Children struggle to move to upper level which is safety and security and freedom from fear without these commodities. Belonging and love is the next level above safety. It is categorised by acceptance, love and affection. The fourth level called achievement and prestige is attained through approval and recognition. The highest level after all other needs is fulfilled is called self-actualization termed the ability to reach their full potential. (Early Childhood Education, n.d.) This theory is important considering the intervention of keeping children together in their family. It gives them that sense of belonging and love and save them the trauma of being in strange environment. Also, in relation to housing, children need shelter first as basic need. According Maslow, children need this basic need first in other to reach their full potential. 
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In conclusion, it is essential to recognise that health and well-being of a child is not sole responsibility of the parent. This counters the early concept that child neglect should be blame solely on the parents. Bronfenbrenner shared more light on the importance of knowing that child development is not only influenced by the parents. According to his theory, Bronfenbrenner's ecological model of individual development, ‘parental influence as well as economic, political and cultural factors influences child development’ (MacBlain, 2018). He postulated that child development is influenced by five layers: Microsystem, Meosystem, Ecosystem, Macrosystem and Chronosystem. While microsystem refers to child's immediate environment like family, meosystem is about connection a child makes between, for example their home and their playgroup. Ecosystem refers to things like father and mother workplaces. They are external settings but they impact on child development indirectly. Macrosystem relates to child's wider cultural context like economy and changes in government. Lastly is Chronosystem: This refers to forms of events and transitions in the child's life. This theory, having pointed out that child development is not only influenced by parent is important as it encourages provision of services for children; it makes sure that there are resources for intervention. There was a turnaround for Julie and her family because their adversities were viewed as combination of factors. This theory also stresses on the need for child benefit which is about creating a culture and policy that child's development is not influenced by parent only but teachers, neighbours and different organisations. 

Bronfenbrenner’s ecological model of individual development 
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