








Mariana Angelica Gemes
1920089
Task 1: Supporting Paper
BMHP 5004
Rachel France










Table of contents

Introduction....................................................................................................................................3
Main Body......................................................................................................................................3
Conclusion.....................................................................................................................................5

References....................................................................................................................................5

















Introduction
In this essay it will be largely discussed the case study of the young boy with anti-social behaviour problems and the issues his family is battling with. We have seen the story of each family member, as well as what have the agencies and teams involved decided to do about their problems.

The case study has started once multiple agencies and teams have gathered to help a young boy with anti-social behaviour problems and his family. The reason this happened is because this young boy was in a position of vulnerability cause by risk factors that you cannot find in an average family. The risks were exposed in the negging of the study: the boy and the family itself had problems with behaviours, domestic violence, rent not paid, possible alcohol abuse by the parents and domestic abuse. This has not seem as a surprise for some of the agencies who have had history with the family involved, as well as the young boy who has been in the attention of the CAMHS for example since last autumn. This only tells us that the environment the children are living, as well as the parents, is a toxic one, that can only affect them negatively. Fergusson et al (2003) states that these issues as seen as disadvantages in the children’s development as well as a negative impact on the children’s history. Therefore the children will be left with undesirable effects in later life as well as damaging and predictive higher possibilities of negative outcomes (from being abused to becoming abusers, becoming dependent of alcohol or drugs, getting employed will be hard and difficult), which will ultimately reflect on all decision taken in life (Garmezy & Maste, 1994). That is why, these issues need to be effectively resolved, and for the agencies and multi-disciplinary teams to work hard.
Consequently, what fundaments these risk factors are also the evidence that were focusing on the deranged environment the children and parents were livening. These complex issues can be seen as the reasons that there might be a higher level of vulnerability. Therefore, by looking at the case study’s layout, especially at the section entitles ‘Assessments’, it is issued a subsection that talks about the issues considered while assessing the family. These have highlighted the financial problems the parents have with the low payments received from their employment, which also led to the non-payment of rent, the state of the house which is dirty and disorganised, the children’s school attendance and behaviours, and the aggressions at home. Magnusson & Stattin (1983) state that human beings’ character and competences are being shaped in regard to the environment they are living in, he family, the school, the people surrounding them, and the community they live in. The immediate context children find themselves in is what basically defines them, so the involvement of these teams and agencies comes more than just a simple help, it comes as a solution to make these kids understand the implications of the environment they live in and how can they transform it for the better (Bishop & Leadbeater,1999). Looking at the case study and the parents’ history, it is unlikely that both of them can change themselves for the better, but that only depends on the cooperation they will have with the agencies in the future (Job Centre Plus for example).
The point in which the boy firstly started to become the subject of this case study was after he has started to show his anti-social behaviour and when he started getting into trouble at school. Afterwards, the attention has been spread to the entire family, as the agencies and teams involved needed reasons of why the young boy was acting this way. When looking at some of the agencies that work with the family, it can be seen that the teams are involved, and they want to change this family for the better. For example, even though the family could not make amends with CAMHS, the agency have a real impact policy which is focusing on its commitment to help children and young adults improve their mental health and wellbeing (CAMHS, 2021). This would have helped tremendously the young girls. Another agency that is involved is Connexions, and this one has a policy that will for sure impact positively the children of the family, as they focus on encouraging all young people to participate in active learnings (Connexions, 2020). As for the outcomes, they have been mostly positive: the children have positive improvements when it comes to their behaviour and education, the mother has bene able to find a second job which has led to the payment of some parts of the rent, but unfortunately, there has still been a conflict between the father and one of the young daughters which ultimately led to the separation of the parents.
When it comes to recommendations, after looking at the actions taken by the teams and the agencies as well as critically assess their relationship with the family, I would simply suggest paying a little more attention now each family member, and maybe trying to avoid the parents separation and put more accent on the mental health (try to communicate with CAMHS). This would have made the family members how far they have come and how important it is to be well, healthy and have the courage to get through everything. Now, the family members, especially the children are in their most vulnerable state and Clarke et al. (1999) admits that this may be a time when they will return to their own habits or worse, such as becoming a victimizer later in their life, because of what they have seen from their parents.


Conclusion
In conclusion, this supporting paper has been presenting in detail the case study of the young boy with anti-social behaviour problems and his family, as well as some of the policies of the agencies and multi-disciplinary teams involved and some recommendations of what could have been done better.
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