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Family E are a family comprising of various complex needs. It is essential to identify the risk factors which have put this family into a position of vulnerability, as with the assessment of risks, services can go forward to select appropriate interventions. Domestic violence of the sons from the father and the mother’s substance abuse have negatively impacted this families functioning. It demonstrates the children no longer view their parents as fit guardian roles, and have therefore submitted to anti-social behaviour and regularly fail to attend school. A strong family environment is built on laugh, play and the development of children (Claudia, 2008). The two sons are lacking this parental affection and developmental teaching taken from parents. Furthermore, the witnessing of domestic abuse can negatively influence a child’s cognitive, behavioural, physical and emotional development (Cooper, 2008). 
A child who grows up in a mother’s presence is expected to learn adequate physical, psychological and social development (Ceka, 2016). Children then see fit to take her as a role model. However, the mother’s alcoholism and focus on her new partner has decreased the boy’s chances of gaining these maternal nutrients and have in turn affected their development. Infants of alcoholics are regularly found to experience common symptoms such as decressed self-esteem, feelings of guilt, loneliness and helplessness, fears of abandonment, and chronic depression (Ajilore, 2016). Furthermore, the father is currently living out of the borough, necessitating the need for the boys to adjust to a new setting. Research suggests that children who do not have a stable home can affect learning at school, cause behavioural problems and aggression (Leventhal, 2010).
Rent arrears and marital difficulties have deduced the parents into a position of vulnerability. Stress caused by financial contributors is found to be linked with increased hostility, which may affect marital satisfaction (Conger, 1990). The inability to pay for rent may have placed a strain on this family’s dynamic as financial difficulties are a known cause of placing strains on familial and marital life. This may have deduced the mother to substance abuse and the father to domestic abuse of the children. Research has found when parents are in toxic relationships, it has an affect on a child’s social and emotional well-being by threatening their sense of security in the family (Naik, 2014). Conclusively, these risk factors of poverty and poor relationships has found to put additional pressure on families, which can result in low mental health, substance misuse and separation. 
There are safeguarding duties places on health and social care agencies to secure the welfare of families and children. It is probable the children became a focus of these agencies when their non-attendance at school became an issue. Under section 175 of The Education Act (2002), schools have duties to investigate unexplained absences. This policy ensures that children of legal age are regularly attending school and, if not, become subjects of assessment by the appropriate agencies. The action the multidisciplinary service took was to hold regular meetings with the school where the attendance and behaviour of the boys were monitored and recorded. This action falls in line with guidance set by The Department of Education (2018) who states all those who are in contact with children have a role to play in sharing information and raising concerns about the welfare of a child. Section 444 of the Education Act (1996) details, a child is obliged to attend school everyday and failure to do this may lead to committing an offence. 
The role the multidisciplinary services had on the children were to address their behavioural issues by limiting the amount of anti-social behaviour they created. They attempted to prevent this by using services like the Youth Offending Team, Children Services, The Youth Inclusion and Support Channel and the Anti-social Behaviour Team. These agencies together, intended to focus on protecting the welfare of these abused children by providing them with opportunities and activities such as work experience and extracurricular clubs. Interagency cooperation meant the children received support from many different services, who all understood the needs of the children from multiservice meetings. The Anti-social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act (2014) helps ensure that local services have the tools to deal with anti-social behaviour and these means are utilised appropriately to provide suitable responses. 
It is likely the parents became a focus of care agencies due to the mothers alcoholism and the fathers abuse. The Department of Health and Social Care (2015) states in their substance misuse policy that local agencies should collaborate with health authorities to offer help those misusing drugs. This policy helped Family E by supporting the mother through provision of services which could rehabilitate her addiction. To tackle the fathers history with abuse, the Ministry of Justice (2020) states in their Domestic Violence policy that perpetrators could be offered support through rehabilitation programs. The multidisciplinary services also provided parenting classes for both mother and father to ensure their relationships with their sons did not create further damage to behaviour and attendance. 
The impact of the actions of the multidisciplinary services potentially provided Family E with help to become a family focused on the betterment of their own selves as well as a family unit. Separation of the parents, along with abuse and addiction has caused damage to this family’s functioning. The joint coordination of many services at one time means many problems can be addressed simultaneously. However, to improve the benefits that could be provided by a multidisciplinary service, it is essential for the service to focus on the future recommendations heard from families. It is the opinions of the families who used the service which matters most in relation to the improvement of the multi-agency service. The agency coordinators should ensure they are inputting opinions of both sons and parents to ensure that services are meeting the correct needs.
To reap complete benefit, parenting classes should be offered to the parents on a weekly basis. Research has found children whose parents took part in parent education programmes had high intelligence and social development (Pfannenstiel, 1985). For the school meetings regarding non-attendance at school, it may benefit the boys to have weekly meetings with the school guidance counsellor. School managements have recorded improvements in attendance, attainment and behaviour of children who access school-based counselling services (Pybis et al., 2012). Studies suggest that school-based counselling is viewed by children and care staff as highly accessible, non-intrusive and an effective method of intervention for decreasing psychological distress (Cooper, 2009)
The service was a trial based attempt to provide many services to families at one time. This meant, however, that the service was shut down after the trail period. This caused negative affects on families experimented as they were then forced to stop progresses they made whilst on the service. The multidisciplinary method will provide best results when families can rely on its permanent and reliable support.
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