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[bookmark: _Toc80778351]INTRODUCTION

Family facing adversity is analysed in this report. The specific issues of the families often link to the children being neglected and vulnerable. 2.3 million children are living in families with a vulnerable background in the UK. 3 in 10 of the 2.3 million have been helped by the national programme. (Children`s COMMISSIONER, 2019). Definition, about vulnerability, is not commonly used, but according to the Public Health England “Vulnerable children are taken to be any children at greater risk of experiencing physical or emotional harm and experiencing poor outcomes because of one or more factors in their lives when compared with children who do not have such factors.” (2020). Vulnerable children are experiencing difficult issues such as domestic violence, abuse, parental substance misuse, parental mental health problems, parental involvement in the criminal justice system. (NSPCC, 2018). First, the report describes the case, presents the family, and identifies the risk factors of vulnerability that impact children’s health and wellbeing. Above all the report analyses the case while the report also is presenting the legislation and current relevant policy. Furthermore, the report evaluates the roles of multi-disciplinary services and the effect of their actions on the life of the family within the case study. Finally, recommendations are given for improvement which helps to meet to needs of the family.
PRESENTATION OF CASE

[bookmark: _Toc80778353]The family

The case is about Julie a single mother of six children and their aunt Sonja, who is the primary carer of the four boys and two girls. The family was located in Bradford, and they were living on an estate earmarked for demolition. The family had high levels of antisocial and criminal behaviour; therefore relocating the family was problematic for the housing providers. The life of the local community was made ruined by criminal behaviour such as begging, robbery, criminal damage, shoplifting, rowdy behaviour, and substance misuse. Windows were shattered by some of the local community members hoping to leave this area. The basic issue was Julie heroin addiction, cover the cost for this habit, presumed she worked as a prostitute. He completely neglected her children. She barely took the youngest child to the nursery and her immunisation was not on the right level. The children did not join the school regularly and alternative provision was expected to be attending for three of the boys, Tom, who was the eldest child, set a bad example for his brothers and sisters. According to his criminal behaviour, he was concerned with the youth offending team.

[bookmark: _Toc80778354]The risk factors of vulnerability

The risk factors of vulnerability can lead the children to abuse and neglect. Sometimes the factors are not just alone, they can link together as multiple risk factors. The impact of multiple risk factors for the children life and wellbeing can lead to accumulative problems such as poor performance at school, self-harm, mental health problems, build relationships and maintain them. (Children`s COMMISSIONER, 2018). In this case, the main risk factor for the vulnerability is parental substance misuse, especially Julie`s drug addiction. According to NHS “Addiction is defined as not having control over doing, taking or using something to point where it could be harmful to you.” (2021). Heroin is made from morphine; it is a highly addictive opioid drug. Need more frequent and higher doses of the drug to feel the same effect. Using long-term heroin, there are side effects on the brain such as affect behaviour control, decision-making. (NIH, 2021). Julie had to pay for her addiction which leads to criminal behaviour. Prostitution was one of the risks when she was absent from the family home. Parents with drug addiction difficult to keep safe and loving care for their children. The consequence is the neglect and abuse of children. Neglect, because a parent may have complicated staying organized, care for children, to secure a clear and peaceful home. In this case, the children spend most of the time in the street, because they can not find shelter in their home. Understanding and support their children’s physical needs, provide necessities for a healthy life including food, drink, medication also encounter difficulties. The immunization of the youngest child was incomplete. 
 Shoplifting, begging by elder children also suggested this. Parent with drugs misuse can not support their children emotionally, maintain a relationship of trust which is the impact on the children behaviour. In Julie`s case, this also contributed criminal behaviour of the children, and this was reinforced by the example of their mother. A lot of unsuitable visitors in the family home involved the children to have criminal activity. There were also other psychological effects such as children were not being able to attend school regularly and developed behaviour problems. The effect of the brain can be a possible impact not just on childhood also on adult life. (NSPCC, 2021). According to Kuppens et al children with parental substant misuse experience a detrimental long-term effect on their well-being. (2019).


In this case the risk factors of vulnerability:
· parental substance misuse
· criminal behaviour
·  Prostitution
Impact of Julie`s substant misuse on her children:
· neglect 
· emotional and physical abuse
· criminal activity
· psychological effect
· brain development

According to this, Julie`s family is different from other average families. According to section 17 of the Children Act 1989. Julie`s children would not be able to have a good quality of life without the intervention of the social services.
 
[image: A circular chart showing the split of males and females in treatment along with a breakdown of the substance group.]
Figure 1: Breakdown of people in treatment by sex and substance group 2019-2020
Source: GOV.UK, 2021.

As shown in the image (GOV.UK, 2021) 140599 people contacted services to have treatment with opiate addiction between 1 April 2019 and 31 March 2020. 
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ANALYSES
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The first step to do intervention by social services is to assess with that aim to collect and analyse essential information about children and families. According to section 47 of the Children Act 1989. to decide the children are suffering or expected to suffer significant harm.  (Nottinghamshire County Council, 2021).
According to the policy, Working together to safeguard children 2018. the assessment was based on the assessment framework. It was done on three main aspects. (GOV.UK 2020).

[image: Assessment Framework]

Figure 2: Assessment Framework
                source: Nottinghamshire County Council, 2021.

[bookmark: _Hlk80512877]In this case study, the assessment framework was based on:  
· parental capacity
· family environmental factors
· children developmental needs
Parental capacity was poor because most of the time Julie was absent from the family home to cover her heroin addiction. She was not working at all. According to this was not safe to live there with her mother in the family home and also there was not a warm emotional environment. Basic care was not provided. She was neglecting the children. 
Family environmental factors were low, the children were absent from school and roamed the streets all day and behaved antisocially. Family social integration was poor, the neighbours did not want to live in the same area as Julie`s family. They smashed the window hoping to get scared and they are going away. According to section 20 of the Children Act 1989. the family was at risk of losing the house. There was also an employment problem, Julie did not work, income was low. 
Children developmental needs were low as well, children attendance at school was very poor. The youngest child immunization was poor. The social relationship was low according to the criminal behaviour of the family. Emotional and behavioural development was not on the right way with the drug misuser mother and the behaviour of the elder child did not show a good example to follow. 
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What actions are required to meet the needs of the child and family was developed by the Child in need planning meeting. The UK government has the responsibility to the children are protected. (GOV.UK 2020). According to section 71 of Working together to safeguard children 2018. the plan should define:
·  services, agencies 
·  Undertaken actions and by whom  
·  purpose of the undertaken action 
[bookmark: _Toc80778358]Intervention

In this case, according to section 10 of the Children Act 2004. the intervention was made as a multiagency procedure because different professionals are coming together to work and support each other and the vulnerable family. Keyworker was ordered to the family who coordinated them together with the agencies.  Healthcare professionals and NHS related to Julie`s rehabilitation of drug addiction. Police officers related to criminal behaviour of the family. Youth offending team related to Tom behaviour. Educational officers and teachers related Julie was sent to the educational course in basic literacy, and also related with the children school attendance. Housing officer because the offer was made about the new social tenancy.  Keyworker was designated to work together with Julie and Sonja on several agreed actions regarding the youngest child action to removal care. Also, the keyworker helped them to keep the new home by the provision of the agreement as a family intervention plan. Within the intervention project, the Family Links Nurturing Programme helped to improve Sonja`s parenting and relationship skills. Procedures such as budgeting, debt, routines of the children were supported by the keyworkers as well. The intervention was based Convention on the rights of the child (1991). by the practitioners. According to section 28 of the Convention on the rights of the child (1991). “Every child has the right to education”. In this case study, the children school attendance was low, improvement was made by the social service intervention. According to section 27 of the Convention on the rights of the child (1991). “Every child should have the conditions him/her need.” In this case, Julie was unable to provide the physical and safety needs especially the house what is good enough to meet the children physical, developmental, and social needs. Therefore, the government has a responsibility to help the housing. Section 26 of the Convention on the rights of the child (1991). About “Every child have the right to help from the government” by providing social security either with financial support or other benefits. In this case, the family is supported by different professionals from multiagency. Every child has equal access to social care services to have support to health, Equality Act 2010. ensures that and promote equality of opportunity. Based on this, Julie`s family can be sure, the assessment was fair, the professional intervention was taken out fairly. The personal information was under the control of the Data Protection Act 2018. According to this, the information was used fairly and lawfully. (GOV.UK, n.d.).

[bookmark: _Toc80778359]EVALUATION, RECOMMANDATION

Intervention from social services was effective because it was personalised, different needs different children.  According to this, the result was good. Also, the policy, Working together to safeguard children 2018. was effective to keep children safe and rights. Following main legislations such as the Children Act 1989, Children Act 2004, UNCRC 1991, The Equality Act 2010. a child-centred approach was effectively applied. Based on this policy local authorities provided accommodation for children in need. Also, followed Children Act 1989. the policy could successfully keep the family together. The intervention by multiagency provided a holistic approach as a PIES (PHYSICAL, INTELLECTUAL, EMOTIONAL, SOCIAL) by ensuring to work together with different professionals. 
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Figure 3: P.I.E.S: The Areas of Development
Source: FamilyConsumerSciences.Com, 2021.


According to Maslow’s hierarchy of needs theory in this case the specific needs were made in hierarchical order. 
[image: Maslows-Hierarchy-of-Needs]
Figure 4: Maslow`s Hierarchy of needs
Source: danmartell,com, 2021.

Firstly, physiological needs, secondly safety needs such as housing. In this case, the roles set out in the intervention plan were compiled so they got the tenancy permanent basis. Long term stability was provided. Safe and healthy need for the children to learn. (Hopper, 2020). One of the good results is the children`s school attendance improved by over 90%. Children gave up antisocial behaviour, it played a role in that Tom moved to his father into a different town. According to Bronfenbrenner’s ecological systems theory, how a child grows and develops is affected by the environment. Outside a family social and healthcare service, local government, schools, welfare systems have influenced the child. (Guy-Evans, 2020).


[image: Bronfenbrenner's ecological model. Diagram by Joel Gibbs based on Bronfenbrenner's (1979) ecological model. ]
Figure 5: Bronfenbrenner's ecological model. Diagram by Joel Gibbs based on Bronfenbrenner's (1979) ecological model.
Source: Scott, 2016.

According to these better universal services for children to prevent problems and support families requires. Need to increase the importance of school children with adverse experiences such as parental substant misuse to provide higher quality education. (Palmer, 2021). In my opinion, all intervention was successful, but recognise a problem earlier would be more preventive due to the longest effect of the children life. Need to reduce the start of intervention time for the vulnerable family and children, social services should act as early as possible, to prevent more harm. (NSPCC, 2019).

[bookmark: _Toc80778360]CONCLUSION

A vulnerable family was introduced in this report to the risk of parental substance misuse. First of all the report identified what does it mean vulnerability, and after showed the risk factors of this.  It analysed the case of the family based on this; the report presented all procedures from assessment to interventions. During all this, it provided insight into the relevant legislation and policy. Bronfenbrenner’s and Maslow`s theories were introduced as well. Finally, it showed that the intervention was effective, and some recommendations were made. 
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