Children’s Act and Child Protection: the changes and impacts over the years.
This assignment will be examining the significant historical and contemporary landmarks of post-war initiative, the origins, impact and policies in health and social care services when considering the Children’s Act and Child Protection. It will address the changes, impacts it has made to society, the consequences and the long term effects in social policy and social welfare provisions. 
Paul Spicker, (1995) informs us Social Policy is “the study of the social services and the welfare state”. Spicker proposes, that social policy also looks through the welfare state, how it is developed, what impact it had, does have and the impact the politicians and government have on the way life is mapped out ahead of people. Alcock, (1996) furthermore adds, social policy also involves avenues of social work and the policies collaborated to coincide with housing, education, financial income and the health care for the public these are areas of social welfare. Social welfare or welfare state as it is also known, has been stringently put together to cater with readily available financial support to those who are in need and entitled to addition provisions, through means testing (Griffiths, 2017). This continues to have an impact on the way Children’s rights, services and advocates deal with the care and protection for children under the umbrella of the Children’s Act. 
In 1881, an organisation set up in Liverpool called the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children (SPCC) following business man, Thomas Agnew visit to New York’s founding branch of the organisation. The SPCC campaigned for the UK parliament to approve a law which was set out with the well-being and protection of children as paramount. SPCC was renamed the National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children, as within 8 years there was now branches nationally (NSPCC 2020). In 1889, the Children’s Charter was passed by Parliament which prevented the cruelty to children, the employment of juveniles and outlawed child begging.  It was deemed by the SPCC, that children under 16 years of age deserved documented protection against being mistreated by adults for selfish gain, whether it be forcing them into work, criminal acts, sexual exploitation or neglect and abandonment. This was the first document produced solely with children in mind, it paved the way for future legislations and Acts to protect the well-being of children and was considered to be the pioneering start (Breen, 2006). Through this act being introduced it had an impact on children not being able to live with parents due to family breakdown, abuse or neglect, which led to foster families or ‘boarding out’ being announced from 1853 (Barnados 2020). 
1904, saw the introduction of the Prevention of cruelty to Children Act which gave anyone who came into contact with children in an authoritative capacity the right to intervene if they felt there was a child protection issue. With the introduction of this act it was a small step to positive directions for children being protected and gave more powers to the police to press charges, which had not been allowed before (Hendrick, 2001). The constant adaptations have been produced to cater to the continuous changing legislations which coincide with the evolution of the UK over the last decade (Thiel, 2010). 
Changes were being slowly introduced, a new legislation which was believed to be the most key and influential document, for the protection and wellbeing of children was passed by parliament in 1908 in Britain, called the Children’s Act. Stewart, (1995) informs us that the changes to the previous 1889 were essentially needed as there had still been many weak and somewhat ignored areas which were having detrimental effects on the young people. The new Children’s act had been developed by the Liberal Party after the 1889 children’s charter was not fulfilling as it should (Bradley et al 2009). In 1906 as part of the Education Act, it was decided that children from less affluent families, would be provided with free school meals so children would have possibly their only meal each day. Nevertheless, the free meals were not fulfilled by all school’s as local councils felt that as it was not compulsory and due to the high cost were not implemented. Atkins, (2007) despondently highlighted that the local councils were choosing to deprive children of a nutritional meal, which would possibly lead to further malnourishment or even lead to the child’s death as this matter was not resolved until it became compulsory in 1914. Hurt, (1985) criticised the system and highlighted that school officers in 1906 claimed that school children were reaching extreme malnourishment in order for the scheme to be made compulsory in 1914. Unfortunately, it was also seen that parents who took advantage of the free school meal were classed as scroungers and through the fear of the stigma sometimes refused the meal for the child (Harris 1995). 
Some of the successions from the Children’s Act of 1908, which replaced the Children’s Charter, made juvenile begging and purchasing alcohol or tobacco an illegal offence so children could not be forced by an elder to do so. However, this had negative outcomes, with some cases of punishment towards children as it was deemed that they were only good enough for the convenience of an adults needs (Flegel, 2009). Higginbotham, (2017) highlighted the poor conditions many youngsters found themselves in by either living in orphanages or the workhouses and being exploited with no protection of the abuse they suffered. The acts are being produced with the protection and well-being of the child paramount, it still appears that many children are still being harmed, abused, neglected which has been highlighted by Speight (2000).
In 1948 it was established that local authorities where now to make improved and well established child care settings for children who could no longer live in the natural or extended family home. Children’s committees and children officers were now in place to prioritise significant checks and regulations on children’s residential care (Parker, 2011). This was highlighted as a previous area that had gone unregulated and resulting in 13 year old Dennis O’Neil losing his life at the violent hands of his foster carers.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Adaption and alterations were made to the previous Act which produced the 1989 Children Act, which saw tighter restrictions on the protection of children. The Act allocated more duties and responsibilities onto the local authorities, children’s committees, legal systems, parents and guardians (Plumtree and Tisdall, 1997). Whilst the amendments were being made and considering for this new act, Bouverne-de-Bie et al (2009) highlighted that the child’s rights were sometimes being over looked. The changes to the act enforced that any child involved in a family breakdown or court issue view had to be addressed, this was a major development. Positive effects were seen as the child’s point of view was now as important as the adult and on occasions protected the child form harm. These changes snowballed into the Protection of Children Act in 1999, which brought with it the new legislation preventing a person who had been convicted of sexual offences against a minor being able to work with children and vulnerable young people (James and Wilson, 2002). However, it was not until 2002 that the police check to see if a person is able to work with children and young people were put in place. Adams, (2012) dejectedly proposes that setting a new act to protect children from sex offenders although, not checking all staff until four years later, possibly left a very high number of child abuses cases by those in a professional capacity. Adams, also questioned the benefit of the new act which was set out to ideally eliminate and prevent child abuse where possible yet actually delayed the protection.  
2004 saw another updated Children Act produced, again it had made adaptations due to failings in the relevant protection of children of previous years. There was a raised emphasis on supporting family units to prevent further child protection issues by introducing child safety officers in each local authority. The case of Victoria Cilimbe which Rustin, (2004) details that there were large failings which in a sequence of events and numerous amount of professionals, who did not address concerns appropriately. These immense failings Rustin points out, lead to the torture and death of Cilimbe at the hands of her great-aunt and her boyfriend who social services had determined were up standing people and would protect Cilimbe. Hall, (2003) emphasises that 128 separate injuries were documented on Cilimbe’s eight year old body, all would have been avoidable if the system had followed protocol. Lord Laming (2003), the previous chief inspector of the Social Services Inspectorate, had comprised a report highlighting there were considerable gaps in the way Cilimbe case was dealt with.  Laming showed how health and social care services, education staff and the emergency services had missed 12 opportunities to save Victoria’s life by a lack of information sharing. Every Child Matters 2003, was also released in connection to the abuse and death of Cilimbe. The paper set out detailed framework for the multi-agencies to follow to stream line the contact between each, then ideally eliminating a sad repeat of another child’s death (Cheminais, 2014). 
The 2006 update of the Children’s Act revealed a new addition of early years, the inspection of child care settings, education system with the emphasis on foundation phase and appropriate learning according to Linsey and McAuliffe, (2006). This instilled more stringent policies for child cares setting which included having safe and appropriate space, qualified responsible staff, regular police checks and inspections from the care standards (Brussoni et al 2012). Continuing on from changes being made saw the Children’s Act having a modification in dynamics and broaden the act to consider children, families whatever set up there is and the environment. An amalgamation of Children and Young People was then introduced from 2008 which has continued to be updated to the present day. The act in itself puts in place the much needed and appropriate steps to determine every child is in a safe and positive environment whether it be in a family, foster, residential homes or supported lodgings. Ferguson, (2016) disputes that there have been enough care and consideration given when placing children and young people in appropriate home like setting, which has led to many negative situations. As the acts have been adapted throughout the years, children who have been in destructive, abusive and damaging family units have been removed and settle them into an alternative family dynamic. This action has been made possible by the new powers that were awarded to the relevant authoritative figures. It was common place to use extended family members, the new enterprise of foster families and even adoptive parents. Delap (2018) argues that as this was a new initiative, there was not the rigorous back ground checks made and it was discovered at the detriment of the children’s lives. 
In recent years the act has been updated, in 2010 there was the addition of Children Schools and Families Act, in 2014 saw the Children and Families Act added. Castro and Palikara, (2016) informed us that the new changes in these acts would develop modifications in the assessment process and gaining additional care for school age children who may need extra support. This had not been as actively in place before and was a welcomed addition to the care and wellbeing of children (Efthymiou and Kington, 2017).
After investigating the start and history of the Children’s Act emphasising how it has needed to evolve over the years as society, cultures and the environment in the UK has changed. The Children’s Act of 2004 is still referred to as the main document with many adjacent acts being implemented alongside to cover child protection, helping and supporting families, insuring children have safe care setting environments to play or live in, education as well as the overall well-being. From this report is consistently highlighting the negative outcomes from the Acts which have led to many avoidable juvenile death, it shows that weaknesses and requirements are highlighted but not always implemented affectively or promptly enough. However, there have also been positive progressions forward from the changing acts, benefits the young people being given a voice, authorities becoming more aware of concerning areas and providing a better future. Through the research of this report it shows that in conclusion there still is not enough face to face engagement between the authorities and the young people, so true concerns can be seen.
  Some recommendations to consider would be:
· more time needs to be awarded to social workers and support workers
· smaller caseloads so staff are not overwhelmed and don’t see the areas of concern 
· appropriately trained and experienced staff assigned to children and families.
If these are put into practice it would endeavour to have a more positive impact on the journey to eliminate the young and vulnerable suffering needlessly.
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