Introduction 
This report analyses a case about a family facing adversity such as substances misuse, domestic violence, and involvement with criminal justice system, which made children to be vulnerable, also, the report will assess and evaluate the interventions that family has been get from multi-agencies to provide the wellbeing of the children.
Vulnerable children are children under the age of 18 whose safety or psychosocial or physical wellbeing or development is at risk due to inadequate care, protection, or access to essential resources or services. According to the Children’s Commissioner’s 2019 childhood vulnerability report estimated that, in England, 2.3 million children are living with risk because of their vulnerable family background, and about 723,000 children currently receiving statutory support (Children’s Commissioner, 2019). Therefore, there are number of factors that may obstruct children’s development and make them vulnerable include child abuse, exposure to domestic violence, a parental drug dependence and parental alcohol misuse. Therefore, the children of parents or carers who are dependent on drugs are more likely to develop behaviour problems, experience low educational attainment, and be vulnerable to developing substance misuse problems themselves (NSPCC, 2021).
The special vulnerability of children is recognised by the United Nations Convention of the Rights of the Child (UNCRC), which underlines the need to extend special care and protection to children on grounds of physical and mental immaturity. The UNCRC stipulates governments’ responsibility to take protective and preventative measures against all forms of child maltreatment, and to support parents in meeting child-rearing responsibilities through the development of institutions, facilities, and services (Falch-Eriksen and Backe-Hansen, 2018).
Case Study
[bookmark: _Hlk80099523]The Bradford family of single mother Julie, living with her four boys and two girls: Tom, Ricky, Leo, Charley. Kia and Donna, and children’s aunt Sonia. The family had been known to many services for many years due to the concerns about general neglect of the children because mother was involved in heroine, criminal behaviour, and prostitution, thus none of them were attending school on a regular basis. Also, the family was living on an estate earmarked for demolition but because they involved on anti-social and criminal behaviour such as convictions for robbery, shoplifting, criminal damage, rowdy behaviour, begging, and substance misuse, made housing providers difficulty relocating them to another house (Communities and Local Government).

The assessment and intervention of multi-agencies
[bookmark: _Hlk80087123][bookmark: _Hlk80086051]Living in a household where a parent misuses substances does not mean a child will experience abuse, but it does make it more difficult for parents to provide safe and loving care which can lead to neglect.  Therefore, parents who misuse substances may have difficulty in staying organised and giving their children effective and consistent support, recognising, and responding appropriately to their own and their children’s physical needs, and can become emotionally unavailable to their children (NSPCC, 2021).
 In this case study the assessment was done in three main aspects, parental capacity, family and environmental factors, and child developmental needs. The parental capacity on this case study was low, because the mother was neglected the children as she was addicted to heroin, she cannot provide safety because most of the time she was absent from home However, parents and carers who misuse substances can have chaotic, unpredictable lifestyles and may struggle to recognise and meet their children’s needs. This may result in their children being at risk of harm. Children developmental need was very poor as mother suspected prostitution to fund her heroin habit, she was let her children running around all day, thus none of the children were attending school on a regular basis (youngest child was attending nursery only 3 per cent of the time, and was behind with immunisations), and three of the boys were permanently excluded and supposed to be attending alternative provision. Moreover, family and environmental factors was very low because family social integration was very poor because family had high levels of antisocial and criminal behaviour, including convictions for robbery, shoplifting, criminal damage, rowdy behaviour, begging, and substance misuse,  hence the neighbour did not want them, they use to smash their windows to make them going away which make them having a problem with housing and they were at a risk of losing the house because the other family did not want to help them (Communities and Local Government).
Because this family was at risk, the specific assessment was required. According to the Children Act 1989, considering a child at risk, practitioners should focus on the following questions: ‘Is this a Child in Need?’ (Section 17 Children Act 1989), ‘Is there reasonable cause to suspect that this child is suffering, or is likely to suffer, Significant Harm?’ (Section 47 Children Act 1989), and ‘Is this a child in need of accommodation?’ (Section 20 or Section 31A Children Act 1989). (Department for Education, 2021). Therefore, the intervention in the case study was based on the assessment framework ‘Working Together to Safeguard Children A guide to inter-agency working to safeguard and promote the welfare of children' (2018) by protecting children from maltreatment, prevent the health of children, and ensuring the children grow up in environments surrounding with the provision of safe, effective care, and protected from harm. Therefore, there were different professionals working together to support this family to have a good life, such multi-agencies include the Education officers, key workers, and housing officer (HM Government, 2018).
[bookmark: _Hlk80088979]Therefore, all this action can be related to the United Nations Convention on the Right of the Child (UNCRC) of 1991, as the UK signed the convention, the government has responsibilities ensuring all the children rights that mentions on that convention are protected. Therefore, the government implement those responsibilities through the social workers and local authorities (HM Government, 2018). As the article 28 stated to protect the right to education, in this case study the children had low school attendance. Hence, the intervention ensured the improvement of children’s school attendance whereby the social service intervention ensured every child could go back to school and enjoy the right of education. Also, to strengthen education as part of multi-professional team working the government recently made a commitment to giving schools a greater role in forthcoming statutory guidance for safeguarding children. And article 24 stated that the children should receive the best possible health, so the social workers working with multi-agencies to make sure that children could really receive the care and best possible health. Also, article 26 of the Convention state that the government must provide social security including financial support to family in need of assistance. If a local authorities ignore a family in need, they will go against the article 26 of the UNCRC. Moreover, article 27 (adequate standard of living), whereby every child has the right to a standard of living that is good enough to meet their physical and social needs and support their development (UNICEF, 2021).
The Equality Act 2010 protects children, young people and adults against discrimination, harassment, and victimisation in relation to housing, education, clubs, the provision of services and work. In this case study as the professional intervention was carried out fairly. The family and the children involved were assessed fairly and objectively without discrimination. This Act ensures that every child has equal access to the health and social care services and support, therefore, the professionals should remove any barrier to equal access (Children’s Rights Alliance for England, 2021).
	[image: ]
Image: Source: Working Together to Safeguard Children A guide to inter-agency working to safeguard and promote the welfare of children' (2018).
Evaluation of the current policy and the roles of multi-disciplinary services
[bookmark: _Hlk80075152]children cannot be properly protected without being provided with food, housing, care, health services and education or the opportunity to participate in decision-making regarding their own lives and in society (Falch-Eriksen and Backe-Hansen, 2018). In protecting children, the interplay between the different types of rights is important as the policy ‘Working Together to Safeguard Children A guide to inter-agency working to safeguard and promote the welfare of children' (2018) is effective in protecting the rights and the health and safety of the children as it is based on main legislation, such as the Children Act 1989, Children Act 2004, UNCRC 1991, The Equality Act. Following this legislation, this policy document promotes a child-centred approach. This means that the interest of the child is the most important thing to be considered (HM Government. (2018). 
Therefore, the intervention brought the family together despite of Julie and Sonia worried and mistrustful of agency involvement would lead to the children being taken into care. On contrast, the social workers followed framework of the Children Act 1989 which states that family should be kept together when possible and did not remove the children from their family because. removed from their family can cause the children suffer from trauma of being separated from their family. Instead, family and the key workers worked intensively together on several agreed actions to improve the situation by improving children’s school attendance for 99%. Also, the multi-agency referred Julie to local drugs support project and went on to complete an educational course in basic literacy which helped her to stop criminal behaviour. Moreover, the key worker helped them to get the home in decent order. Nonetheless, the intervention through the Family Links Nurturing Programme helped Sonia to improve parenting and relationship skills routines for the children (Communities and Local Government).
Hence, the assessment based to personalised of the individual needs of the children involved as Maslow theory of hierarchy stated that if human lower-level deficiency needs were not met, higher level growth needs would be impaired. Therefore, this policy provides good guidance in terms of multi-agency as it ensures that different professionals from NHS, housing officers, education officers, social workers, teachers, police, youth officer work together following an integrated and a holistic approach by putting children need at the centre of the care and services. These holistic needs are related to the physical, intellectual, emotional, and social needs (Noltemeyer et al, 2020).
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Source: maslow theory of hierarchy - Bing images




Conclusion 
Therefore, it is very important to provide better and appropriate universal services for children, including more services to prevent difficulties and support families facing adversity because it is not only the family that influence a child, but there are several factors that influence the children vulnerability such as informal network and services, socioeconomic situation, social and wider environment as Bronfenbrenner theory of children development suggested (Guy-Evans, 2020).
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Maslow's Hierarchy of Needs
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